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The PRESIDENT (Hon. R. F. Smith) took the chair
at 2.03 p.m. and read the prayer.

DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The PRESIDENT — Order! I draw the attention of
the house to the fact that today we have as guests a
delegation from the Parliament of Greece. They are
Adam Regouzas, Christos Aidonis, Achilleas
Kantartzis, Ilias Fotiadis, and Antonios Karpouzas.
Welcome, gentlemen, and enjoy your stay.
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now have a dual system: if one fails, the other one will
automatically begin. I am told we cannot lose both
systems at once. We shall see. We will also have a
much better technical ability to adjust the volume
et cetera to assist Hansard in reporting those who are a
bit more verbose or those who are a bit quieter. As I
said, the reliability of the system has been improved
quite markedly.
I also have a little cheat sheet for use by the Deputy
President and others who take the chair, so they should
not panic!

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent to:
14 March
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) (Enforcement) Amendment Act
18 March
Consumer Credit (Victoria) and Other Acts
Amendment Act
Crimes Amendment (Child Homicide) Act
Criminal Procedure Legislation Amendment Act
Infringements and Other Acts Amendment Act
Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 1) Act
Professional Boxing and Combat Sports
Amendment Act.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Sound system
The PRESIDENT — Order! For the information of
members I point out that we have new microphones and
speakers in the chamber. Some of the key advantages
are that members will not be able to speak whilst I am
pressing this button, and we will have much better
control of the system within the chamber, which will
assist Hansard quite markedly compared to the previous
system. The new system produces a better quality of
sound but not necessarily more volume. In addition
members will see that the speakers are much more
strategically placed, and they will also improve the
sound in both the press gallery and the public gallery.
Members who have been here for some time would
have experienced the system failing and the house
having to stop. That will not be the case in future, as we

Planning: urban growth zone
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — My question
is to the Minister for Planning. I refer to reports of a
leaked document containing high-level departmental
advice that reveals that the government’s much-touted
urban growth zone (UGZ) is a sham which will
increase red tape and create new bottlenecks in
planning as well as infrastructure service delivery, and I
ask: knowing these concerns, why did the government
proceed with the urban growth zone plan and mislead
Victorians in the face of this departmental advice?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome Mr Guy’s questions in relation to all matters
planning, and I welcome his question in relation to this
matter today. Mr Guy is always going to be interested
in these matters, but it is important that he also take a
position on whether or not he supports these matters.
Those reports in the paper today relate to a
departmental memo sent from one department to
another or from one public servant to another. They are
not matters that were conveyed, I understand, as an
email directed to a minister’s office or to anybody’s
office. Can I just say that the urban growth zone, as
reinforced by the announcement by the Premier, is
supported by a significant number of major
stakeholders in housing and in the development of land
across this state. The urban growth zone is very
strongly supported by all those stakeholders because
they can see the merit in it.
What we made clear on the day of that
announcement — and we reinforce that today as part of
the decision-making process — is that what is
important is the precinct structure plan. The critical
issue is the precinct structure plan, and that is really
technical parlance for the ‘master plan’. The master
plan is the opportunity to clarify the infrastructure that
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needs to go into a community, or into a development, to
make sure we have neighbourhoods, not just suburbs.
This is critical, because what we have seen, whether it
be by developers, local government or even some of
our own government authorities, is a stalling, often, in
decision making, or a logjam in decision making, in
relation to these matters.
This gives us the opportunity to get it right the first
time, thereby cutting, in a sense, the reclaiming or the
reprocessing or the re-administration or the continued
requests by various stakeholders to upgrade the master
plan throughout the process. So this is an opportunity to
get it right the first time, move on with the development
of the land, get more land to the market and improve
competition, thereby making and continuing to make
Victoria a great place, a livable place and an affordable
place to live, work and raise a family.
Supplementary question
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for his answer and note that the leaked
departmental memo stated in relation to the urban
growth zone that there is no need for the urban growth
zone and that the Minister for Planning already has the
power under the Planning and Environment Act to
streamline the rezoning process. I ask the minister:
what specific new powers to streamline processes did
the minister acquire from the UGZ announcement, or is
the Department of Infrastructure analysis right and the
minister’s announcement was just a stunt?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
particularly welcome the supplementary question, and I
welcome it even more than the first question, because if
Mr Guy understood the respective powers or
entitlement to use powers of the planning minister at
any particular time — and Mr Guy should because the
former federal planning minister, Mr McLennan, used
those powers absolutely extensively: Mr McLennan
called in projects, proposals, amendments and
developments at every tick of the clock — he would
know the planning minister has those powers and
controls to make those call-ins at any particular time.
The critical issue here is that you can either line up for a
fight, as Mr Guy likes to do in and around planning
matters, you can antagonise and promote the idea of
squabbling or you can try to resolve matters by talking
to people, getting them around the table and bringing
them together to resolve those matters.
This is the instruction that has been directed to the
Growth Areas Authority — that its role is to facilitate a
resolution of these matters — because what we have
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seen is that where we have groups who are in
disagreement, often they stand off and wait for
somebody to blink first.
Mr Guy — On a point of order, President, the
minister has been going for over 90 seconds now. I
asked the minister a very specific question about
powers that he has acquired under the new UGZ
announcement. I ask you, President, to bring the
minister back to the question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Guy knows there
is no point of order. The minister is quite entitled to
answer the question in any way that he sees fit as long
as it is relevant, and in my view the minister is relevant
to this point. There are no time limits. Mr Guy may not
like the answer, but that is the way it goes.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — To get back to the crux of
my answer: you can resolve these matters and many
planning matters in one of two ways. You can have a
confrontational style, and we have seen various
planning ministers representing the Liberal and
National parties in previous governments with a
confrontational style. You can be a fighter, you can
antagonise local communities — —
Mr Atkinson — On a point of order, President, I
think the minister is deliberately flouting previous
rulings you have made in regard to reflecting on
previous ministers and members of the opposition,
rather than addressing the issue before him as a
question.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I think I am capable of
judging whether or not the minister is in breach of
previous rulings, and I remind the Deputy President in
particular that overt criticism is unacceptable. I do not
believe we are there yet, but I remind the minister about
relevance. It has already been raised, and the minister
could assist me.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — It is a matter of style
when it comes to resolving these matters. You can be
confrontational or you can seek to resolve these issues
by being collaborative. The Premier and I have directed
the Growth Areas Authority to resolve these matters in
collaboration with local government. Mr Guy, I
suspect, would have been the first to condemn me if I
had used the extensive powers I have available to me to
call in those matters from local government.
We believe the best way to resolve these matters is by
working with local government to expedite the process,
allowing it to continue to be the authority and helping
resolve matters that need resolution, whether they relate
to developers, developments, infrastructure or any other
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matters, even those which deal with government
authorities. We want to bring parties together, resolve
matters, move on and facilitate a much more expedited
process than has been the case — and I suspect would
be the case if a confrontational approach were taken
with such matters.

support we have provided to drive efficiencies in the
energy sector through our encouragement of research
and development in a variety of technological and
science-driven solutions to the challenges of climate
change. I am pleased to say that we are also inclusive in
that space.

We will continue to work with local government,
stakeholders and developers to make sure we get land
and housing onto the market as quickly as possible and
to provide competition to ensure that we maintain and
make Victoria an even better place — the best place —
to live, work and raise a family.

Last Friday, at the instigation of the Premier and with
support from me and a number of my ministerial
colleagues, we engaged in a summit with various
stakeholders in the Victorian community. I am pleased
to say in a spirit of inclusion — —
Mrs Coote interjected.

Environment: climate change summit
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — My question
is for the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change. Can the minister inform the house of efforts by
the Brumby Labor government to involve the
community in the government’s continuing
commitment to being a leader in tackling climate
change?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I thank Mr Scheffer for his
question and his concern about ensuring that the
Victorian community — which includes the citizens of
Victoria and those who work here — is absolutely
committed to playing its role in climate change. I also
thank the President for his wisdom and support in
ensuring the Parliament of Victoria plays its role in
responding to the climate change challenge by
becoming a purchaser of green power in years to come.
The government, and hopefully the Parliament, will see
the virtue in playing a leadership role in addressing
greenhouse gases, dealing with global warming and
creating opportunities for investment by members of
our community so they can participate in the new
economy that will be predicated on the price of carbon
and emissions trading schemes not only here but around
the world.
The government has been determined to be active and
strident in building on the reputation of Victoria as an
advocate and leader in that space, whether it has been
by providing secretarial support and commissioning the
work of Professor Ross Garnaut in analysing these
issues and making recommendations to this nation
about the implementation of an emissions trading
scheme; whether it has been through the commitment
of the Brumby and Bracks Labor governments in
driving investment in renewable energy through the
Victorian renewal energy target scheme, which has
established a 10 per cent target for our generation
capacity by 2016; or whether it has been through the

Mr JENNINGS — I do not know that the
opposition would want to draw attention to this matter,
because I was about to be effusive about the role David
Davis played in representing the opposition. I thought
he showed a bit of ticker, a bit of resolve and a bit of
dedication to the issue, which may not be the hallmark
of his party. But in this instance Mr Davis was prepared
to turn up and participate.
Ms Lovell interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — He was not alone, because
Mr Barber, who might have a bit more street cred than
Mr Davis on this matter, represented his party and his
constituency.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — It might be construed as
damning with faint praise, but I did not mean that
potential slight. What I meant was that the Victorian
government did provide opportunities for stakeholders,
who included not only members of the opposition
parties within the Parliament but also people who
represent the interests of generators, people who
represent the interests of industry in Victoria in terms of
both large and small employers, and energy activists
from the non-government, community-based sector to
respond to the challenges of climate change.
We spent all day in one another’s company, and the
event was facilitated by George Negus. George almost
kept to his brief of trying to create an inclusive
environment and was almost as dedicated as the
Victorian government is to trying to keep people in the
tent and making sure that as we go forward we bring
along with us as many stakeholders in the Victorian
community as we can in terms of achieving the
government’s commitments to reducing our emissions
over time, transforming our economy and our industrial
practices and seeking, as much as we can, opportunities
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for economic activity and a viable lifestyle for our
community.
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which is one of the main feeder streams to the Murray
River, from the management of the Murray-Darling
Basin Authority?

Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — It is not all words. President,
you would be disappointed if I responded specifically
to an interjection, but the government did take the
opportunity, beyond announcing, in collaboration with
the Parliament, that Parliament would be a purchaser of
green power, to talk about the latest iteration of a
collaboration between the Victorian government and
the Clinton Foundation, which provides significant
financial support for good works around the globe in
terms of driving technology changes and
transformations in the energy sector, and efficiencies in
the building sector in which we partnered with the
Clinton Foundation previously. We took the
opportunity to announce $72 million of increased
funding to support research and development in the
renewable sector. That was part of the announcements
that were made last Friday.
It is our intention to make sure that we bring in this
change in an inclusive way that encourages full
participation by all stakeholders in the Victorian
community. We will be engaging in discussions about
the issuing next year of a white paper that will establish
the framework with which we as a community go
forward and ultimately will lead to a bill dealing with
climate change in the state to augment the
establishment of a national emissions trading scheme. It
is something that the Brumby Labor government is
absolutely committed to doing. We are absolutely
committed to playing our role both domestically and
internationally in terms of leadership in these issues.
We encourage the full participation of all stakeholders
in these policy considerations going forward, as was the
hallmark of the summit last Friday.

Water: national plan
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change. The memorandum of understanding for the
Murray-Darling Basin Agreement between Victoria,
New South Wales, Queensland, South Australia, the
Australian Capital Territory and the federal
government states that:
State authorities will make river flow directions for the
Goulburn and Murrumbidgee rivers. (These two matters will
not be the responsibility of the Murray-Darling Basin
Authority).

How does the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change justify the exclusion of the Goulburn River,

Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I appreciate Ms Lovell’s attempt to
get me to answer directly for something that is not my
responsibility but is the responsibility of the Minister
for Water. Having said that, I understand that there is an
important correlation between my roles and
responsibilities in caring for catchment management
issues and dealing with environmental flow matters and
how they relate to the general subject matter she refers
to.
I was not a direct signatory or party to the agreement in
terms of some of the background material that led to the
delineation of what aspects of the Murray–Darling
catchment, which in some quarters does include the
Goulburn River and in some quarters clearly does not.
In fact the Premier and the Minister for Water were the
primary negotiators and leaders of these matters
between the state of Victoria and the commonwealth.
Indeed as members of this chamber and members of the
community would be aware, the Victorian government
has had a very high-profile commitment to protecting
the availability of water for water users in the state of
Victoria. Over the life of this government it has
developed a reputation for protecting and restoring
environmental flows as they have been available to the
various streams and waterways within the state of
Victoria.
Those commitments to trying to provide for the
appropriate and efficient use of water in the agricultural
sector and providing for the appropriate allocation of
environmental flows during the longevity of this
drought are the major challenges faced by this state. At
every turn our government has tried to deal with the
appropriate balance in terms of protecting the interests
of all stakeholders in Victoria in creating a national
framework for the consideration of the Murray–Darling
Basin allocations of water now and into the future.
I think that most, if not all, of the media commentary
that has taken place since the Council of Australian
Governments agreement was struck has indicated that
Victoria did extremely well in protecting the interests of
our state in terms of both water allocations and
protecting the committed allocations to agricultural
users within the regime in the Murray–Darling Basin,
and environmental flows. The government continues to
be determined to protect Victoria’s interests and to
invest wisely in the way in which we can protect those
interests over time. So far as Victoria is concerned
regarding the delineation between our responsibilities
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and the Murray-Darling Basin Authority’s role within
this matter, we believe we have struck the right balance.
Supplementary question
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — The minister
said he was not intimately involved in the negotiations,
so I ask: was the minister consulted on the exclusion of
the Goulburn River from the control of the
Murray-Darling Basin Authority, and in low rainfall
years can he guarantee that the bulk allocation to
Melbourne will not have detrimental effects on
environmental flows or cause further consequential
environmental damage to the Goulburn River?
Ms Broad interjected.
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I appreciate that there is a bit of
support coming from the government benches in
relation to this matter. I can assure the member that so
far as the relevant conversations that take place within
the structures of our government are concerned, I am
very confident that I am apprised of and engaged in the
appropriate level of consideration and consultation
about the various matters that would impact upon my
responsibility. I am very confident about that matter.
Indeed one of my colleagues has already made a
significant interjection to provide a backup for my
proposition in relation to the way in which Victoria has
viewed these matters historically and will view these
matters going forward in relation to the relative powers
of Victoria vis-a-vis the Murray-Darling Basin
Authority.

Environment: biodiversity
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — My question is
to the Minister for Environment and Climate Change,
Gavin Jennings. Building on the work on Friday at the
summit to address the challenges of climate change, can
the minister inform the house of how the Brumby
Labor government is working to address one of our
greatest challenges, and that is protecting our
biodiversity?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I thank Ms Broad for her question
and for the opportunity to talk about an important piece
of work which has been commissioned by our
government and released last Sunday and which deals
with our framework to address the need to protect land
and biodiversity values in the state of Victoria going
forward in a situation of climate change and accounting
for climate change pressures.
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I was in the company of many stakeholders who have
engaged in wide-ranging community consultation
leading to the release of the green paper last Sunday.
Those stakeholders — whether they be representing the
agricultural sector or whether they be representing the
environment movement in its various forms, in terms of
those who have an interest in biodiversity, those who
have an interest in the parks and reserves systems, those
who have expertise in agricultural practice, those who
have expertise in providing for catchment management
methods or those who have been involved in Landcare
programs, and programs to rehabilitate the productive
capacity of Victorian land — gathered in a quite
windswept but nonetheless inspiring landscape at
Myrniong on Sunday.
We were able to witness the extensive revegetation
program that is being undertaken by the Grow West
partnership, which brings together conservationists and
pastoralists in a community of interest in trying to
provide protection for 50 000 hectares of the landscape
between Myrniong and the Brisbane Ranges National
Park. This is an important connection in the landscape
that brings together the Werribee River, the Werribee
Gorge and a number of private land-holdings in a
catchment management effort to try to rehabilitate the
land.
That was a very appropriate place for us to gather,
because it is a hallmark of a great partnership that has
already been established by people who are committed
to restoration of environmental land values. They have
been very diligent in bringing in private investment,
leveraging investment from the state and
commonwealth governments and other programs, and
bringing together a great community effort to try to
provide for the rehabilitation of that land. That was a
tangible demonstration of what we will be trying to
achieve in trying to make sure that land-holders right
throughout the state of Victoria recognise opportunities
to engage in creating better biolinkages to create and
enhance habitat for our rich biodiversity.
As I was able to indicate to the gathering on Sunday,
these are urgent matters. If you consider the land use
pattern over the last 150 years or so, you see that
Victoria has lost somewhere of the order of 54 per cent
of its native vegetation. If you translate that to private
land, you see that on about 80 per cent of private
land-holdings in the state of Victoria native vegetation
has been removed. What that means in terms of flora
and fauna is that already nine mammals that were
indigenous to Victoria and were rare species in a global
context have disappeared. Close to 49 invertebrate plant
species have disappeared in the last 150 years. These
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are ongoing pressures, and we anticipate that they will
be exacerbated by climate change.
The framework we are bringing forward to try to guide
investment and participation will include mechanisms
to enhance the reserve system in Victoria. We will try
to provide for biolinkages between those natural
ecosystem values and private land-holdings. We will
try to create safe havens for flora and fauna to flourish
in in the years to come, and we will try to find markets
that will support that. Until now most of the
investments that have been required have been seen as
either voluntary commitments by activists or as
government outlays. In the years to come we will see
projects such as the VicSuper fund accumulating
parcels of land not only in the name of shoring up the
productive capacity of the land but also to provide for
habitat and other biolinkages, using the landscape more
effectively to protect those values and to achieve an
economic return. We will see opportunities in the
carbon markets that have been established through the
emissions trading scheme for offsetting arrangements in
relation to, hopefully, protecting biodiversity values as
distinct from monoculture values.
These are the types of opportunities that we will be
seeking to drive, with the support of the community.
The community has an opportunity to respond to the
green paper until the end of June. The government will
then be digesting the input from all the various
stakeholders and taking a white paper proposal forward
into early next year, which will culminate in the
framework of our response to climate change.
I would like to thank Sir Gus Nossal, who led the
scientific reference group which underpins this work
with integrity in terms of the scientific endeavour that
has been brought to the exercise. I would also like to
thank Mick Murphy, the chair of the Victorian
Catchment Management Council. He led a stakeholder
reference group that was very active and vigilant in
supporting the integrity of this work. I look forward to
taking this work further in the coming year.

Box Hill Hospital: redevelopment
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question is directed to the Treasurer. Will the Treasurer
indicate to the house when the Brumby government
will finally fund the full redevelopment of the Box Hill
Hospital, given that there are now more than
14 900 patients waiting for all types of desperately
needed treatment?
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — Mrs Kronberg asked
a question about the budget, and quite clearly I am not
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going to be the first Treasurer in the history of this state
to be responding to budget questions four weeks before
the budget. If you look into the historical context of the
last 15 years, you see that in the first 7 of the last
15 years we had a government in this state — —
Mr Vogels — What about going back 28 years?
Mr LENDERS — Mr Vogels refers to going back
to the last millennium, and we are going to a mindset of
the last millennium here. That mindset meant that no
matter where you were in Victoria, you were not safe
from a ruthless government — the Kennett
government — that was cutting services because it got
a vicarious thrill out of cutting services. Thousands of
public sector workers were dismissed, hospitals were
closed and we had no investment into human service
delivery.
In the last eight years we have seen the state
government restoring service delivery to this state. We
have seen an investment in hospitals, whether that be in
magnificent programs like the children’s hospital just
announced this year by the state government, a massive
capital investment; whether it be the investment in
Casey; whether it be the investment in multiple
hospitals and medical facilities across the state; or
whether it be the investment in medical personnel and
training. Under this government 300 000 more patients
are being treated per year in our public hospitals than
when we came to government in September 1999. So I
say to Mrs Kronberg, through you, President, that since
we came to office this government has increased by
30 per cent the number of patients treated in public
hospitals.
This government has dealt with a regime where the
previous federal government slashed funding in real
terms to the states and territories. We had had a
situation where public hospitals were funded 50 per
cent by the state government and 50 per cent by the
national government, and by the end of the Howard
government, 41 per cent of the costs of our public
hospitals were funded by the national government and
59 per cent by the state government. This state Labor
government year after year had to pick up the load that
had been abandoned not just by its predecessor, the
Kennett-McNamara Liberal-National party government
but also by the neglectful federal Liberal-Nationals
government.
We have seen a restoration of funding and services and
the value placed on public hospitals. As a result of what
this government has done, 30 per cent more patients are
being treated in our public hospitals, despite the legacy
of neglect from our predecessor government and an
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attitude of gutting on the part of the federal government
over that period of time.
I had the privilege of going with the Premier to the
Council of Australian Governments meeting in
Adelaide three weeks ago. What we saw at that meeting
was the federal Labor government, in cooperation with
the eight state and territory Labor governments,
announcing two things. One was indexation of hospital
funding and the other was a $500 million injection into
hospital funding. There are a lot of noughts in that
number. What it means is a more than 10 per cent
increase in funding of the operation of public hospitals.
Across the country $10.3 billion is going from the
federal government towards public hospitals. The states
are still paying 58-and-a-bit per cent of this, but it is a
turnaround from where we were. It means we can start
treating more patients in public hospitals and treating
them more effectively with that injection of funds.
Across this state we will continue to work on
throughput in public hospitals. The patients who make
up that throughput — the 1.3 million patients we treat
each year — are people, and they will be treated and
treated well. We are going through this now, and we are
dealing with it. In response to Mrs Kronberg, despite
the neglect of her party, federal and state, we are
treating 30 per cent more patients, we are building
hospitals and we are investing in a workforce so we can
deal with these issues.
Mrs Kronberg can ask about Box Hill. Box Hill
Hospital is an extraordinarily worthy project. I have
been to Box Hill for a visit and have had a tour of the
hospital. I have seen the capital works that they are
seeking to have the government fund. Mrs Kronberg
and her party cannot in one day come in here and say,
‘Cut taxes’ — her leader, David Davis, is talking of
gouging money out of the public in tax revenue — and
the next week come in here and want to spend. You
cannot cut taxes and increase expenditure and not have
debt, unless you happen to believe in la-la land and the
magic pudding, and I suggest Mrs Kronberg does not.
We will continue to deliver services. We have pride in
our public health system. The collaborative approach
between state and federal governments is delivering
results, with 30 per cent more patients treated. This is
what is necessary — more work in this area to make
Victoria an even better place to live, work and raise a
family.
Supplementary question
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Given that the allocation of capital is in part the
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Treasurer’s responsibility and that the eastern suburbs
community will be disappointed if he does not treat this
matter with the seriousness it deserves, I ask: is the
Treasurer fully aware of the current and strong case for
an upgrade to the Box Hill Hospital, and seeing that he
has already attended the Council of Australian
Governments, will he accompany me now on another
visit to the hospital so that he can be directly acquainted
with the need to allocate funds for this upgrade swiftly?
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I thank
Mrs Kronberg for her well-read supplementary passed
from David Davis. In response to Mrs Kronberg I say
this: if she thinks it is the responsibility of the Treasurer
to allocate capital, she is treating this Parliament with
some contempt. I thought the budget bills actually were
legislation that the Treasurer presented to the
Parliament and sought its support for. Coming from a
Kennett regime, where that is probably what happened,
I can understand her mistake, but I assure
Mrs Kronberg that we will follow the Westminster
tradition and will present an appropriation bill to the
Parliament and actually seek the support of the
Parliament before we proceed further down the path.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LENDERS — I say to Mrs Kronberg, and I take
up Mr Guy’s interjection or Mr O’Donohue’s, that I do
not go out to hospitals with cameras following. I went
out to the Box Hill Hospital at 7 o’clock in the morning
to meet with the CEO (chief executive officer) and the
staff of the hospital to actually see the hospital in
operation, not to get in the way of medical staff trying
to treat patients by having an entourage of Liberal
politicians from the eastern suburbs with cameras
clicking around them. I actually went out there with the
CEO of the hospital and her staff at 7.00 a.m. about
four weeks ago to look at the hospital at a time when I
would not be getting between medical staff and the
patients they were trying to treat.
I say to Mrs Kronberg that I will continue to work with
hospital organisations — and particularly with my
colleague the Minister for Health — on these matters. I
am prepared to go out there and look, but to me it is not
a media circus. You do not go to a hospital to get a
photo taken, as Mrs Kronberg wants to. You go to a
hospital to engage the CEO and medical staff on the
legitimate issues they bring forward as to where their
particular capital project should be prioritised against
other capital projects in the state. I look forward to this
ongoing discussion and can assure Mrs Kronberg that
this government treats public hospitals seriously. We
have increased the patient throughput in hospitals by
more than 30 per cent, we have convinced the national
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government to increase funding to hospitals by more
than 10 per cent, and we will continue so that every
Victorian has an opportunity to access a decent health
system.
I welcome the question and the ongoing discussion, and
I look forward to being part of making Victoria an even
better place to live, work and raise a family.

Government: performance
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Treasurer. How is the Brumby Labor
government’s commitment to transparency being
measured?
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I thank Mr Elasmar
for his question, which is: how is the Brumby Labor
government’s commitment to transparency being
measured? I could get up on my feet and wax lyrical
about how I think the Brumby Labor government is the
most open, transparent and accountable government in
the history of this great state. I could do that; some may
think I have a vested interest in doing so.
I am delighted, in response to Mr Elasmar, to comment
on what Access Economics has actually said. Access
Economics ranks state governments according to
transparency in its Fiscal Transparency — Australian
States and Territories report. This body, which came
out of officials from the federal Treasury of many years
ago and is known as an objective body, has ranked all
the jurisdictions according to transparency.
Mr Koch — You are not going to wax lyrical.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Koch says that I am not
going to wax lyrical. I am speaking of what Access
Economics has said about various — —
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transparency. This Labor government has restored the
powers of the Auditor-General, and this Labor
government, led by the Premier, requires every
minister, without exception, to appear before the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee to answer
questions on their particular departments. This
government has worked to put out more and more
information, and Access Economics commented
positively on the new reporting of public-private
partnerships that I announced several months ago in
this house.
I am delighted that this body has commented that this is
the most transparent government in Australia and has
given us an A-plus. Mr Rich-Phillips will love this. It
simply reinforces the commentary in the Australian
Financial Review of 15 January 2003, which said that
this government was ‘too transparent’.

Hepburn Mineral Springs Bathhouse:
redevelopment
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question without notice is to the Minister for Major
Projects. As one of the few major projects in rural
Victoria under the minister’s responsibility, the
Hepburn Mineral Springs Bathhouse redevelopment
has encountered what Major Projects Victoria has
referred to as several challenges. In July last year the
bathhouse business and community liaison group
chairman was quoted as saying the bathhouse was still
on time and would open in late January or February this
year. However, in December last year that time line
blew out with the promise that it would be completed in
March. And now — surprise, surprise! — the time line
has blown out to June. Will the minister provide an
ironclad assurance to the house that there will be no
more time delay stuff-ups with this simple building
extension?

Mr Jennings — Dispassionately.
Mr LENDERS — Dispassionately. In their report
the Access Economics authors said:
We have upgraded Victoria by a notch to the very highest
ranking of ‘A+’. This completes Victoria’s rise up the
rankings. Its year-end report now contains past year
information for comparison with current year information,
non-financial assets are disaggregated by department and
function, and an extensive discussion is provided on
infrastructure spending.

Access Economics has looked at all the jurisdictions in
Australia and said, ‘Which are open and transparent in
reporting their public sector finances to the Parliament
and to the community?’. Access Economics has ranked
Victoria as high as it goes — A-plus — its top ranking,
and it has done so because this state has led the way in

Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Major
Projects) — Given Mr Dalla-Riva’s language, I suggest
he might want to take a cold bath himself! I thank the
member for his interest in major projects in regional
Victoria. However, the truth of the matter is, as I have
said before in the house, that comparing the amount of
infrastructure that has been put into regional Victoria by
this government and that put in by the previous Kennett
government is like comparing chalk and cheese. The
truth of the matter is that we have put into regional
Victoria many, many times the amount of infrastructure
as we try to rebuild regional Victoria following the
Kennett government, which closed schools, closed
hospitals and closed railway lines. That is the legacy we
had, so we are in the process of fixing up that legacy
from the previous government.
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In relation to the specific project that has been
identified by the member, this development is an
initiative of this government. It has been welcomed by
the local community and it will make an enormous
difference to that region. Much of the construction is
being conducted by local companies, so building
contractor A. W. Nicholson of Ballarat has been
working through rain and even snow to get the job done
in this instance. It is in the process of constructing a
very complex concrete structure, for which I
congratulate the company.
Another example is the work of Grigsby’s Foundry in
Ballarat, which cast the metal connector plates at either
end of the roof beams. Because of the corrosive nature
of the mineral water used in the bath they had to be
made of a metal that was specially cast — even
stainless steel was not adequate to the task — and I
congratulate that company for coming up with the
technology required to do this major development.
This is an important development for regional Victoria.
As I said earlier — I think this is old news anyway; it is
not something that is not known to the local
community — there has been a three-month delay in
the construction, and that has been reported widely. We
are looking forward to the opening of the facility. I
know that the local community is looking forward to it.
It will be yet another example of building new
infrastructure in the local community, which will lead
to additional employment and additional work.
I might say that, as a result of having to close the
facility in order to rebuild it, support was given by the
government to the local community in the form of a
funding boost from Tourism Victoria to allow tourism
to continue during the redevelopment of that space.
This has led to an increase in tourism in that district,
even without the bathhouse being opened, so one can
imagine that when the bathhouse is opened this will be
a fantastic part of regional Victoria to visit. I
recommend to all members that they avail themselves
yet again of another great major project by this
government.
Supplementary question
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — That
was comical, I have to say — rain, hail and snow in the
middle of a hot January and February! But anyway, the
minister failed to answer the question in respect of
whether the bathhouse will be built to the new time line
in June. Given that he cannot give an assurance on that,
can he provide an assurance to the house that this very
late project has not and will not have any budget
blow-outs as a consequence of the significant delays?
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Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Major
Projects) — President, I am not in the business of
coming in here and giving assurances to the opposition
spokesperson in relation to this matter. What I prefer to
say is that I am happy to be judged on our outcomes. I
expect the project to be delivered on time — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — I expect it to be
delivered within the new time frame. I also expect that
it will be delivered on budget. Of course, on no major
projects could you ever say more than that. I am
confident about that, and I know there are many people
working to ensure that that does occur.
There are now weekly reports being collated that come
back to me in relation to this project. I am confident
that the project will be delivered and that it will be
delivered within the time frame and within the budget,
and I look forward to making the announcement at the
opening of this very important facility.

Box Hill: transit city
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is
to the Minister for Planning. Transit cities are about
creating well-designed, well-located and
well-connected communities. Can the minister update
the house as to how the Brumby Labor government has
achieved this vision in my electorate for Box Hill, one
of Victoria’s transit cities?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome Mr Tee’s question and his particular interest
in this matter. I know that he has shown a significant
degree of enthusiasm for the projects and the works that
have taken place in relation to not only transit cities but
in particular the Box Hill transit city program.
As members of the chamber should be well aware, new
housing, jobs and services are a key focus around our
transit city program. It is about locating the intensity
that comes with growth in and around those transit
cities. It means taking the pressure off the green, leafy
suburbs and locating it in and around transport hubs,
allowing people to commute in whatever form they
choose. It means that business activity and investment
take place in a singular location within a community,
and a particularly great example of this can be seen in
Box Hill.
I had the good fortune of going out to Box Hill just
recently to see the important revitalisation of Bruce
Street, which is one of the streets that runs off the main
road of Box Hill. It is complementary to the local
public transport network, and at one time may well
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have been one of those areas considered unwelcoming
by pedestrians, and an area which probably exacerbated
some of the traffic management issues in the precinct.
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Victoria’s livability and to making Victoria the best
place to live, work and raise a family.

Timber industry: Survey Road coupe
Now, however, through the good work of the City of
Whitehorse we have seen an investment not only in
Bruce Street but also in the revitalisation of the Box
Hill mall through a restoration project. So with some
tangible investment on the part of not only the
Whitehorse City Council but also the state government,
we have seen a significant emphasis on this transit city
redevelopment. It is good for morale and for the urban
fabric, but in particular it is a signal and a signpost to
those commercial investors who might be umming and
ahhing about which location or which precinct or which
suburb to invest in that this is the right one.
Through the investment we have seen a safe pedestrian
link between the Box Hill Central activity district, the
tram terminus, the Box Hill gardens and Box Hill
Hospital, which we heard mentioned earlier in question
time. We have seen $120 000 contributed by the
Brumby government and $330 000 contributed by the
council for the Bruce Street revitalisation project, but as
well we have since seen significant investment —
almost a million dollars over five years — in the Box
Hill mall project.
This added investment is a great tangible fillip to the
community, but we are also seeing particularly
successful results coming out of this. Investment is
being made to reinforce where intense development
should occur. It builds up a great sense of morale and
also a great sense of tangible identification of where
that investment can continue to take place. No doubt,
having had conversations with the council and with my
parliamentary colleague Mr Leane, who was there at
the briefing by the council — —
Mrs Kronberg interjected.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — I know Mrs Kronberg,
who is screeching from across the chamber, was also
there on that particular occasion. I get the point,
Mrs Kronberg. The vision that the Whitehorse City
Council has for that project in conjunction with the state
government is a vision which no doubt will be realised
over a number of years. But it is one that complements
our Melbourne 2030 plan, which is a plan that we are
committed to and a plan that is more desirable than ever
given the significant growth in population we are
seeing. That stands in stark contrast to not having a
plan.
We are committed — whether it is in Box Hill, in other
transit cities or in regional Victoria — to maintaining

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change in relation to the Survey Road logging coupe in
East Gippsland, which I know has been brought to his
attention. This is a question I could have referred to the
Treasurer, but within the limits of the responsibilities of
the Minister for Environment and Climate Change, not
to mention the objectives he mentioned in an earlier
answer, can the minister assure the house that the
boundaries of this logging coupe have been marked
appropriately for the protection of the rainforest and
that the logging operations, as they are proceeding, are
in compliance with all relevant laws?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I thank Mr Barber for his question.
If my memory serves me well, and I hope it does, this is
a logging coupe that has been the subject of
correspondence between a variety of parties, including
Lawyers for Forests — is that the one?
Mr Barber — Yes.
Mr JENNINGS — Good. I thank the member for
his confirmation; it provides me with some degree of
comfort that I might not otherwise have had. I received
an extensive briefing in response to a vast array of
allegations about the integrity of the siting and
surveying of this logging coupe and the practices that
have been undertaken within its boundaries. It is some
time since I saw the material, but despite the lengthy list
of what appear to be the reasons for concern, if they are
proven to be correct, the best advice I have received is
that the coupe in question does not fall foul of the
appropriate alignment or the practices within it.
Because of the gravity of the situation and the level of
accusations made about it, I thought the material
provided to me should be validated. My testing of the
veracity of the information may indicate why some of
the stakeholders and other interested parties have not
received correspondence about it. But nothing has been
provided to me which would indicate that the coupe in
question falls foul of what is intended or what practices
are able to occur.
In anticipation of what might be a supplementary
inquiry, I can say — and I should not necessarily do
this — that in terms of the evidence about the fauna that
may be contained within the coupe or the vicinity of the
coupe, this is a matter that we have tested. Whilst there
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may be certain habitat trees present within the coupe,
we believe there is no concrete evidence of any that are
populated within the coupe. The range of issues which
are the subject of concern include the alignment, the
practices there and the nature of the habitat trees within
the coupe. As I said, I have tried to rigorously test the
assumptions and the conclusions that were drawn from
evidence provided to me, and I have a heightened
degree of reliance and confidence that this coupe in
question has not fallen foul of its obligations.
Supplementary question
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Can the
minister inform the house, possibly as a result of the
information received from the briefing, what are the
appropriate guidelines for the delineation and protection
of rainforests? Given that the science has evolved
somewhat over the years, is the minister confident that
all the people with responsibilities for marking and
operating these forest coupes are on the same page in
relation to those definitions?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — There is no tricky aspect to that
question. It is my desire and intention that everybody
who has an appropriate role within the forests is on the
same page and shares the appreciation of how those
guidelines and issues should be complied with. That
has been an issue of contention in terms of people’s
understanding of the compliance with various codes
and statutory and regulatory obligations over time. I can
assure the house that I am particularly interested in the
quality and rigour of the ongoing scientific appreciation
of the issues. If this is a space that may be subject to
ongoing conversations between various stakeholders
and me, I will be very happy to engage in the
assessment of those appraisals.
These are very important issues, and we should all have
some degree of confidence going forward so we can
reduce the amount of conflict or concern about what
has been signed off in terms of the regulation or
codification of these areas and what areas should be
protected. We should have confidence, even if we do
not necessarily agree, that parts of the forest should be
logged and that the appropriate regimes are being
complied with.

Textile, clothing and footwear industry:
government initiatives
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is directed to the Minister for Industry and
Trade. Can the minister inform the house how the
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Brumby Labor government is promoting the growth of
the textile, clothing and footwear industry in Victoria?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and Trade) — I thank the member for her
question. For those who are uninformed about the value
of the textile, clothing and footwear (TCF) industry to
Victoria, I will indicate to the house just how important
the industry is to the state. It currently employs about
33 000 Victorians. It is still a significant industry with a
turnover of $5 billion annually. Firstly, it is a bigger
industry in this state than in any other state; and
secondly, it is a very large industry with an increasing
amount of export sales.
I was pleased to be at the launch of a new circular
knitting machine which is being trialled at the Royal
Melbourne Institute of Technology in Brunswick and
which is going to be made available to the Australian
market. That will put us at the cutting edge of being
able to competitively produce textiles in this country.
Increasingly the world textile industry is shifting from
lowly paid work — the sort of thing that people have in
their heads about what the industry is about; of
somebody working on an old knitting machine — to a
high-tech industry which requires skilled people for it
to run and remain competitive. Increasingly that skill
base is shifting — —
Mr Guy interjected.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Mr Guy might
not care about the 33 000 people who work in this
industry, but there might be some other people in this
house who do care about those 33 000 workers. I might
also add that I have a personal interest in this industry.
There are two big industries in this state which are of
historic interest, particularly to the migrant working
class in Victoria. Those two big industries are the motor
car industry and the TCF industry. After my parents
came out here my father worked in the motor car
industry and my mother worked in the TCF industry.
The fact is that those two industries have been the
backbone of industrial development in Victoria going
back long ago.
We just should not be laughing about the contribution
of thousands of people, mainly migrants, to the
construction of those industries and the way those two
industries have been set up going forward to play a part
in the continuing economic development of this state.
Maybe Mr Guy should go back and have a look at a bit
of his own history to see the sorts of contributions that
some of the migrants from his part of the world made to
this industry. They might not take too kindly to his
laughing about their contributions.
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This is a very important industry for us. The new
sewing machines that have been brought to the state —
and I have had a look at them — are extremely
high-tech and capable of circular knitting which allows
them to produce, for example, socks, hosiery and so
forth of a variety of designs and to do it in one motion
just with people who are competent in computer use.
Those people have high-tech engineers standing around
them, and they are knowledgeable in the use of those
machines and are able to use them. That is going to be
the future for TCF production in this state.
I was very pleased to be there and for RMIT to be
involved through its school of fashion and its facility in
Brunswick in having these new machines. Students are
being taught how to use the machines so that we can
continue to maintain a strong TCF industry. I am
confident that, with the reviews that are taking place at
a federal level in the TCF industry, and in fact in the
motor car industry, we can develop a blueprint going
forward to maintain Victoria’s position as a strong
manufacturing base, particularly in relation to
manufacturing in the motor car and TCF industries.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I have answers to the
following questions on notice: 795, 798, 806, 1066,
1067, 1164–82, 1229, 1246, 1300–8, 1319, 1320,
1340–2, 1344, 1350, 1359, 1375, 1600, 1609, 1642,
1649, 1651, 1657–96, 1707–24, 1726, 1729, 1731,
1732, 1734, 1737, 1738, 1740, 1749, 1765–8, 1770,
1771, 1787, 1798.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Rich-Phillips has
written to me seeking my ruling in relation to a number
of answers to questions on notice, 543 to 548,
concerning the previous Minister for Water,
Environment and Climate Change. In my opinion the
answers provided do not relate to the previous Minister
for Water, Environment and Climate Change. I
therefore direct that questions on notice 543 to 548 be
reinstated on the notice paper.
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Officer and Beaconsfield strongly reject any move to bring
and install electronic gaming machines (‘pokies’) into their
community.
The Shire of Cardinia has received applications to install over
200 gaming machines at three separate locations in the
townships of Beaconsfield and Officer. If these applications
are successful, these townships will have a concentration of
electronic gaming machines that is significantly higher than
the community desires.
The petitioners request that the state government of Victoria
recognise without delay the effect its gaming policies are
having on local communities. The petitioners request that the
flawed state government gaming policies, which allow the
proliferation of gambling, be changed so that local
communities such as Beaconsfield and Officer can remain
free of electronic gaming machines (‘pokies’).

By Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria)
(998 signatures)
Laid on table.

Water: north–south pipeline
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council of Victoria the
proposal to develop a pipeline which would take water from
the Goulburn River and pump it to Melbourne.
The petitioners are opposed to this project on the basis that it
will effectively transfer the region’s wealth to Melbourne;
have a negative impact on the local environment; and lead to
further water being taken from the region in the future. The
petitioners commit to the principle that water savings which
are made in the Murray–Darling Basin should remain in the
basin.
Your petitioners therefore request that the state government
abandon its proposal to pipe water from the Goulburn River
to Melbourne and call on the state government to address
Melbourne’s water supply needs by investing in desalination,
recycling and capturing stormwater.

By Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) (20 signatures)
Laid on table.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 4

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Gaming: Cardinia
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council that the residents of

Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) presented Alert
Digest No. 4 of 2008, including appendix.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
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Review 2007
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) presented
annual review, including appendices.
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Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:
Legal Profession Act 2004 — No. 15.
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 — No. 16.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — No. 17.

Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Minister’s exception
certificate under section 8(4) in respect of Statutory Rule
No. 17.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE

Victorian Relief Committee — Report for the period 1 July
2006 to 31 December 2007.

Budget estimates 2007–08

Wildlife Act 1975 — Wildlife (Control of Hunting) Notice
No. 1/2008, 4 March 2008.

The Clerk, pursuant to Parliamentary Committees
Act 2003, presented government response.

PAPERS

A Proclamation of the Governor in Council fixing an
operative date in respect of the following Act:
Justice and Road Legislation Amendment (Law
Enforcement) Act 2007 — section 4(1) and section 8 —
1 April 2008 (Gazette No. G13, 27 March 2008).

Laid on table by Clerk:
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Minister’s Orders of
15 February and 14 March 2008 giving approval to the
granting of leases at Elsternwick Park Reserve.
Land Acquisition and Compensation Act 1986 — Minister’s
Certificate of 3 April 2008 pursuant to section 7(4) of the Act.
National Environment Protection Council — Report, 2006–07
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes:
Brimbank Planning Scheme — Amendment C92.
Kingston Planning Scheme — Amendment C71.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
General business
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — By
leave, I move:
That precedence be given to the following general business
on Wednesday, 9 April 2008:
(1) the notice of motion given this day by Mr Dalla-Riva
relating to the Hepburn mineral springs bath house; and
(2) notice of motion given this day by myself relating to the
public hospital and health system.

Knox Planning Scheme — Amendment C67.
Manningham Planning Scheme — Amendment C70.
Melbourne Planning Scheme — Amendments C92,
C126 and C138.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS

Mitchell Planning Scheme — Amendment C53.

Police: regional and rural Victoria

Monash Planning Scheme — Amendment C25.

Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — Today police
from northern Victoria joined the contingent of officers
marching to the steps of Parliament House to highlight
the state’s critical lack of police resources. A Police
Association meeting held in Bendigo last week heard
that without more police in the city community safety
will be compromised. The staffing at Bendigo police
station is reportedly down by a startling 25 per cent due
to unfilled positions and secondments. The Victorian
Minister for Police and Emergency Services in the
other place, Bob Cameron, should be concerned about
the police resourcing problem in Bendigo, given that he
is the state member for Bendigo West, but he does not
appear to care.

Moreland Planning Scheme — Amendment C43.
Surf Coast Planning Scheme — Amendment C41.
West Wimmera Planning Scheme — Amendment C14.
Whittlesea Planning Scheme — Amendment C104.
Wyndham Planning Scheme — Amendment C81
and C91.
Yarra Ranges Planning Scheme — Amendment C63.
Special Investigations Monitor’s Office — Report for the
period ended 31 December 2007, pursuant to section 30Q of
the Surveillance Devices Act 1999.
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The state’s north-east has a long track record of staffing
problems including an incident in October 2004 that
caused the police station in Wangaratta to close due to
staff shortages. At that time there were up to 13 unfilled
vacancies at the station and there was an urgent
requirement for at least 5 additional officers so that the
station could operate effectively. Last week there were
reports that up to 15 per cent of positions in police
stations in the north-east were unfilled. Eight officers
were missing from the Wodonga station — that is
15 per cent of the 53 positions. Five of the 33 positions
were empty at the Benalla station, and 5 out of
65 positions were empty at the Wangaratta station.
There have also been reports that the
Shepparton-Campaspe region is short by 29 police
officers. Government spending on police resources
must match population growth and rises in violence or
else it will be impossible for police on the street to
control crime and violence. Country communities are
suffering at the hands of a government that refuses to
invest in a well-resourced police force.

Water: Manningham and Whitehorse
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — While recent
rains have been welcomed, Victoria still struggles with
continued low rainfall. I want to congratulate
Manningham and Whitehorse residents for their
ongoing leadership in saving water. In particular,
residents in Vermont in the Whitehorse municipality
have cut their water use by 16 per cent compared with
the Melbourne average of 14 per cent. In the same
period Manningham residents have cut their water use
by 16 per cent. In fact residents at Park Orchards are
using 18 per cent less water compared with the
Melbourne average of 14 per cent.
Households use approximately 60 per cent of
Melbourne’s water, so these savings that we make in
our homes and gardens make an enormous difference. I
want to thank and congratulate those involved for their
efforts. This is a combined product of the efforts of
entire communities of households, industry and local
councils. I also want to congratulate the government for
the leadership it has shown in helping Victorians reduce
their water usage.

Bushfires: fuel reduction
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — Yesterday I was
delighted to hear statements made in evidence
presented to the parliamentary bushfire inquiry by the
Secretary of the Department of Sustainability and
Environment, Peter Harris, which will bring joy to
country Victorians if they are translated into action.
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Those statements relate to the department’s
commitment — I do not know if it is the government’s
commitment because I have not heard the minister
talking about it — to deal with a problem which
country Victorians have been concerned about for some
time. That problem is the abject failure of the
department to properly manage public land in respect to
fuel loads, which have led over the last five years to
more than a third of the state’s public land being burnt
to ashes. To some extent it will take some of that land
decades to recover.
The secretary of the department is reported as having
said:
We also need to manage the land effectively with fire. We
need to reduce fuel loads in the bush by putting much more
work into planned burning, and we need to do this on a scale
that has not been previously attempted.

I can say this to the house: if that is the intention of the
department and the government, then congratulations,
but we will be holding the government to account on
this commitment by the secretary of the department.

Ringwood Community Garden: potable water
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I would like
to thank Yarra Valley Water on acting on my request to
fill the Ringwood Community Garden tank with
potable water so that it can maximise the great work of
the garden in making the relaxing activity of gardening
available to people of all walks of life, including those
with disabilities.

Allen Pearson
Mr LEANE — On a very sad matter, I am sure the
house will join me in sending its sincere condolences to
the family and loved ones of Allen Pearson, the
electrician who tragically died while doing his job,
along with every other available linesperson in the state,
as part of the huge task of reinstating power after the
violent storms last week. I have had the experience of
doing similar types of storm damage work, which
involves dealing with electricity and working at heights,
and I can inform the house that its many risks are
magnified by high winds, pouring rain and erratic
traffic due to the conditions, along with a number of
other challenges. I am sure the majority of the
community appreciates the work these workers do in
getting us back online in such extreme conditions.
Our condolences should also go to the close-knit
Victorian power industry, particularly the Alinta
workers based at the Mornington depot where Allen
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worked, at what must be a very sad and trying time for
them.

Sandybeach Community Co-operative Society:
programs
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I recently
attended the annual general meeting of the Sandybeach
Community Co-operative Society Ltd, which is an
extraordinary organisation within my electorate. I wish
to put on the record my praise for the work that is done
by Margaret Fitzherbert, the chairman, and Rosemary
Sharman, the chief executive officer. It is a unique
organisation. The 2007 annual report says that
Sandybeach is a place where all may participate in
learning opportunities, cultural activities and support
services to enhance their quality of life.
The centre has some excellent programs. One of the
programs that was discussed on the night of the annual
general meeting was the Community Learning
Partnership program, which operates under the
direction of Judy Bissland and Andrea Bashfield. They
go into public housing areas and work out what is
needed to engage people who live in these areas. A
number of things came out of that, two of which I will
share with the house. One was that people wanted more
direction on simple cooking, and the other one was that
they wanted assistance on how to declutter the house. I
felt there were probably some tips for all of us to learn
from that. However simple as these things may sound,
they take people out of their isolation and into
engagement with the community, which is valuable.
The work of the Sandybeach Community Co-operative
across the spectrum is to be commended.

Skills stores: south-west Victoria
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — On 26 March
I had the pleasure of representing the Minister for Skills
and Workforce Participation in the other place to
officially open Victoria’s 11th skills store in
Warrnambool. The South West Skills Store is situated
at the South West Institute of TAFE in Warrnambool
and is one of the 13 skills stores being established
across the state, with 9 being established in regional and
rural Victoria.
Victoria is facing a fast-growing demand for skills, with
many small to medium-sized businesses identifying
lack of skilled staff as the major factor preventing their
expansion. Thus, since 1999, the state Labor
government has invested an additional $1.1 billion in
our training system.
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The central idea of the skills store is to take the message
of retraining, and especially the importance of
recognising prior learning, out to where people are.
With the headquarters of the skills stores located in
Warrnambool and a mobile service operating across the
region, the Brumby Labor government is bringing skills
training to the people. People can call, send an email or
simply walk into the skills store for free expert advice
about their current skills, future development options
and the training they need to turn their skills into
qualifications.
On another note, but certainly relevant to the Brumby
Labor government’s commitment to skilling up
Victoria, on 26 March I also had the pleasure of
launching the $275 000 Great South Coast — Growth
through Skilled Migration — Global Skills for
Provincial Victoria partnership. It is a wonderful
partnership between local councils, employment
services, employers and training providers to build on
the great work — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Gaming: Romsey
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — I would
like to congratulate the Macedon Ranges council on its
strong determination and resolve in fighting for the
rights of the Macedon Ranges community in Romsey.
The Court of Appeal ruling in the week before last
overturned an earlier decision by the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal to allow pokies to go into
the Romsey Hotel. This is a great victory for the local
council and for the Romsey community. In particular I
want to pay tribute to Cr John Connor, whose
unrelenting belief in his community’s view — —
Ms Lovell — A good man!
Mrs PETROVICH — Absolutely a good man,
Ms Lovell. His unrelenting belief in his community’s
view has proved the importance of electing
community-connected council candidates to represent
their area with passion. With the backing of his council,
Cr Connor fought hard and won on behalf of the 80 per
cent of locals who had publicly opposed the pokie
machines in the one and only hotel in the Romsey
township.
The court’s ruling determined that the tribunal erred in
law when it ignored the evidence of community
opposition. This is also a great victory for other rural
and regional Victorian communities whose voices have
been ignored for too long and whose views have been
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rejected by the state government. I believe this Supreme
Court ruling on the Romsey pokies sets a precedent that
will allow the voices of communities to be considered
in other controversial planning and development issues.
It is now my intention and mission to apply this
decision to the north–south pipeline, which has been
thrust upon rural communities with no consultation and
total disregard for the needs of country people in favour
of those in metropolitan Melbourne. There is clear
community opposition, as evidenced by the number of
names on petitions against the north–south pipeline and
the number of protests across the region, including at
Parliament House — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Heidelberg Primary School: award day
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak about my recent visit to Heidelberg Primary
School. With my parliamentary colleague Craig
Langdon, the member for Ivanhoe in the other place, I
was invited by the principal, Ms Carol Ross, to officiate
at the school’s award day. Together we handed out
awards for excellence to a number of students from all
grades. The ceremony began with the children singing
our national anthem and then their own Heidelberg
school song. It was delightful. It was about 30 degrees
Celsius that day, but all the children were very well
behaved, and I was pleased that the school principal,
Ms Ross, conducted the ceremony quickly and
efficiently.

Melbourne Markets: relocation
Mr ELASMAR — On another matter, on 2 April I
was invited, along with some of my parliamentary
colleagues, by the Minister for Agriculture in the other
place, Joe Helper, to inspect the Epping site for the
relocation of the Melbourne fruit and vegetable
markets. I was very impressed by the location and the
size of the proposed new site. When the new markets
are up and running the quality standards will be world
class.

Australia 2020 summit: participants
Mr VOGELS (Western Victoria) — Prime Minister
Kevin Rudd’s Australia 2020 summit in which
1000 Australians have been invited to participate has
completely snubbed the Ballarat community. To the
best of my knowledge not a single Ballarat resident has
been asked to participate, although a former Labor
member of this house, John McQuilten from the
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Maryborough area, has been selected to represent
Ballarat. I know John McQuilten is a decent and honest
person, but let us remember that the Victorian Labor
Party dumped him at the last election, obviously
because it felt he had little to offer the Victorian
Parliament. However, the Australian Labor Party must
now believe he has something to offer all Australians.
The selection process raises questions as to the
legitimacy of the whole summit and whether Kevin
Rudd wants to hear as many views as possible from
grassroots Australians or would rather dilute the event
with a lot of Labor rhetoric.
If the summit is to have any real benefit and be more
than a Labor-inspired talkfest, there are many respected
community leaders in Ballarat who would make a
valuable contribution to the event in Canberra. I take
this opportunity to congratulate Skipton farmer
Deborah Bain on her selection to attend the 2020
summit to represent farming lifestyles. With her
husband, David, Deborah has a wool-growing property
in Skipton in western Victoria. In 2007 Deborah Bain
was the recipient of the Victorian Rural Woman of the
Year award from the commonwealth’s Rural Industries
Research and Development Corporation.
I would also like to congratulate Charlie Deutsher, a
former Ballarat Grammar School student who is now
studying in Canberra, on his invitation. Charlie left
Ballarat in 2004 to study law and international relations,
and I am sure he will make a valuable contribution to
the summit.

China: human rights
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
express my concern at the Chinese government’s recent
crackdown on activists and petitioners, which Amnesty
International has characterised as a pre-Olympics
clean-up. I condemn the Chinese government’s use of
lethal force against and arrest of peaceful Tibetan
protesters, just as I condemn ethnically motivated
attacks by Tibetans on Han Chinese. I call on the
Chinese government to immediately release anyone
detained solely for peaceful protest and to ensure a fair
trial of all other detainees, to allow independent
observers, journalists and diplomats free access to the
Tibet Autonomous Region, and to engage in dialogue
with His Holiness the Dalai Lama, who has recently
reiterated that he is not seeking separation from China.
Amnesty International has documented a number of
areas in which human rights in China continue to be
abused, particularly the use of torture, detention without
trial and repression of democracy and human rights
advocates, ethnic, religious and other minorities such as
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the Tibetan Buddhists, Muslim Uighurs, Christians
attending non-state controlled churches and members of
the Falun Gong.
There remain restrictions on freedom of expression and
internet and media censorship. China is the world’s
leading jailer of journalists. Last week Hu Jia was
sentenced to three and a half years imprisonment for
posting an internet article about human rights
violations in the lead-up to the Olympics. Western
companies like Google and Yahoo that are complicit in
this internet censorship deserve the strongest
condemnation. I encourage members to read more at
http://uncensor.com.au.
Amnesty International has also found that each year
China executes more people than the rest of the
countries of the world combined. Eight thousand people
were executed in 2006.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Rail: Nunawading level crossing
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
express some dismay about a newspaper report in the
Herald Sun dated 31 March which indicated that
Mr Sargent, the chairman of the Victorian Railway
Safety Steering Committee, had written to the Victorian
government in 2006 to indicate that it ought take urgent
action to achieve a grade separation at the Springvale
Road, Nunawading, railway crossing and that in fact
that information could be extracted only by freedom of
information because the government was not prepared
to fess up to the fact that this project is not on its works
program despite the fact, as I have mentioned on
previous occasions, that the Whitehorse City Council is
pursuing a study of the importance of grade separations
along the Belgrave and Lilydale tracks.
I note that Mr Leane and Mr Tee canvass many issues
in the Eastern Metropolitan Region but assiduously
avoid the Springvale Road railway crossing. I note also
that the Minister for Consumer Affairs in the other
place, Mr Robinson, is of the view that a 20 per cent
reduction in traffic will be achieved once the tollway
opens. The residents of the area do not share that view,
and nor do I. This project must be tackled immediately.
Every day I see difficult incidents outside my office,
which is right near the railway crossing. The
government ought act.

Bulldogs Friendly Schools project
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — The
Western Bulldogs and Victoria University are to be
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congratulated on working together to encourage more
primary school students to play sport and to strive to
reduce their level of obesity. Victoria University and
the Bulldogs have developed the Bulldogs Friendly
Schools project, which will be taken directly into
classrooms and into the schoolyard. Football clinics and
other activities will be run under this project, which will
lead to children improving their teamwork skills and
levels of fitness. The program was launched by the
Minister for Education in the other place, Ms Pike, at
Victoria University in Sunshine. This is an example of
how the Victorian government can support programs
and services which bring schools and the community
into active partnerships for the benefit of children in our
primary schools. The Bulldogs Friendly Schools project
matches very well with the Victorian government’s
commitment to encourage schoolchildren to eat well
and to stay active and healthy.
The program will be further extended to provide two
8-week courses in 38 primary schools in Maribyrnong,
Brimbank, Hobsons Bay, Wyndham and Melton. This
is clearly an excellent initiative by the Bulldogs and
Victoria University. The Victorian government is very
pleased to see the partnerships flourish.

Transport: east–west link needs assessment
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to place on record the disappointment of the
south-east in relation to the recommendations that have
emanated from Sir Rod Eddington’s transport study. In
particular I would like to quote from the opening page
of his report. In the last paragraph he states:
I know that the major transport infrastructure projects are both
expensive and disruptive, but cities with inadequate transport
networks pay a high economic and social cost.

The south-east has been paying a very high economic
and social cost as a result of this government’s failure
to connect major arterial flows and public transport,
leaving very few options for people to avoid the high
price they pay for petrol, wear and tear on their cars, the
degradation of the environment and the loss of valuable
time that would be better spent with their families, at
work or running their businesses.
In particular I would like to mention some projects that
have been overlooked and are crucial to the south-east.
They include the Monash-South Gippsland freeway
merger mess that was created when the Minister for
Community Development in the other place, Peter
Batchelor, as Minister for Transport, removed the third
lane in each direction of the Hallam bypass, and the
Dingley arterial, which was promised by Labor in 1999
and has now become a $28 million car park. After nine
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years in power the Labor government has still not
decided what to do about the Frankston bypass. Once
EastLink is opened, this is going to be an absolute
nightmare. Other projects include the future of the
Mornington Peninsula Freeway extension. There is no
mention of rail infrastructure on the Pakenham,
Cranbourne and Frankston train lines. Sir Rod
Eddington says that doing nothing — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
The member’s time has expired.

Environment: climate change summit
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
compliment the Brumby government on the climate
change summit it held last Friday. What was great
about this summit was that many of the key
stakeholders were there, and there was a great exchange
of views between them. It was held over in the
Legislative Assembly chamber, where many key
decisions in relation to this issue will be made in
coming years. The attendance of ministers was notable;
a number of ministers from the government participated
in and led discussions. It was also notable that the
Premier attended all day. He responded to a number of
issues as they arose and made it very clear that climate
change is an issue that is on his desk and that he is
personally responsible for solving. We really should do
it that way more often, at least on the bigger issues —
and there is no bigger issue than this one.
It was disappointing to me that the Leader of the
Opposition and the Leader of The Nationals in the other
place, Ted Baillieu and Peter Ryan, decided to deputise
their attendance at the event. I am sure that if they had
really been keen to be there, wild horses could not have
kept them away. They needed to hear the debate and to
participate in the debate. While I disagree with many of
the Brumby government’s policies in this area, it is
unfortunate that the Liberal-National coalition does not
really have a climate change policy that I am able to
disagree with.

Farm World
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I
congratulate Lardner Park and the Farm World board
and committee, as well as Mark Cockerell, chief
executive officer of Lardner Park Events, and his team
on the success of Farm World 2008. I had the great
pleasure of joining the Minister for Agriculture in the
other place, Joe Helper, at the official opening last
Friday. It was fantastic to hear him talk about the
Brumby Labor government’s ongoing and excellent
work for regional Victorians and the future of farming
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strategy that will be released later in the year. The
strategy will include an action plan to boost
productivity and support farming businesses to manage
the very big changes that will confront the sector in the
medium and longer term.
The theme for Farm World 2008 was pasture
management in the future. Many displays and events
promoted initiatives that farmers can undertake to
further improve pasture production. Minister Helper
launched the Ellinbank automated pasture reader,
which is a new, locally designed technology developed
by the Department of Primary Industries at its
Ellinbank centre. I also congratulate PGG Seeds for
winning the award for the best stand associated with the
theme of pasture management in the future, and Dick
Evans, the PGG Seeds representative. Baw Baw Shire
Council won the best stand award against the other
finalists, Basix Liquid Mineral Nutrient, the
Department of Primary Industries, Heritage Seeds and
PlantTech.
Farm World goes from strength to strength. It plays an
important role in rural and regional Victoria, showing
and demonstrating machinery and other innovations to
farmers. I congratulate everyone concerned on an
excellent achievement.

RELATIONSHIPS BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 13 March; motion of
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — The Relationships Bill is an important
piece of legislation coming before the house this
afternoon. The bill establishes, for the first time, the
notion of a relationship register. This is a register that
will be held by the registrar of births, deaths and
marriages and will operate in a manner similar to the
marriage register. It will provide Victorians with the
opportunity to enter into registrable relationships.
The bill establishes, as one of its key aspects, the
definition of a ‘registrable relationship’. There are
seven elements to the definition of a registrable
relationship. According to the bill it is a relationship
between (1) two adults, (2) who are not married to each
other, (3) but are a couple, (4) where one or each of
them provides personal or financial commitment and
support of a domestic nature for the material benefit of
the other, (5) irrespective of their genders, (6) whether
or not they are living under the same roof, and (7) do so
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other than for fee or reward or on behalf of another
person or an organisation.
Under this legislation two adults living in a registrable
relationship as defined by those seven elements will be
able to apply to the registrar of births, deaths and
marriages for their relationship to be registered. As part
of that the registrar will be in a position to issue a
certificate of that registrable relationship — in a similar
way to the way the registrar issues a marriage
certificate — as recognition of the relationship. A
registrable relationship can be revoked by the death of
one of the parties, by the marriage of one of the parties,
or by an act of dissolution 90 days after application for
revocation.
The second element of the bill has broader consequences
with respect to domestic relationships. Under this bill
‘domestic relationship’ is defined to include a registrable
relationship, as I have already discussed, and also other
relationships which are currently categorised as domestic
relationships, or what are more commonly known as
de facto relationships, be they between same-sex partners
or partners of opposite sex. The bill brings a number of
elements of existing law with respect to property matters
and relationships into this proposed relationships act.
It provides that partners to a domestic relationship —
that is, a current de facto relationship or a newly
registrable relationship under this bill — will be able to
enter into a relationship agreement with respect to
financial matters between them. This is based on a
provision of the commonwealth Family Law Act.
The bill will give powers to the court to vary or set
aside a relationship agreement in certain circumstances.
The court will have the capacity to vary entitlements to
property under a relationship agreement where they are
not inconsistent with the relationship agreement,
provided that such an agreement was entered into by
the partners based on independent legal advice. The bill
extends and carries across provisions in the current
Victorian Property Law Act with respect to the power
of a court to make orders following the dissolution of a
relationship.
Currently a court, when dealing with a domestic
relationship, is empowered to make orders based on the
contribution of the two parties to the relationship —
that is, what they brought to the relationship and what
they contributed to the relationship during the course of
the relationship. Under the provisions to be included in
this new act there will be wider powers for a court to
make orders with respect to the future needs of a party
to what is ultimately a former domestic relationship.
The provisions that will apply to registered
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relationships and current domestic relationships are
broader than those currently provided for in that the
court will now have the capacity not only to make
orders with respect to the division of property on just
and equitable terms based on the contribution of the
partners but also to make orders for maintenance based
on the future needs of the partners in the domestic
relationship. Where a party has had a maintenance
order made in their interests and subsequently marries,
that person ceases to be eligible to receive maintenance
under the order made by virtue of this bill.
There are two key elements to this bill: the element
establishing the concept of registrable relationships and
the relationships register; and a second element in
relation to property matters which have wider
ramifications for all domestic relationships as currently
provided for by law and as provided for in a broader
form, including the registrable relationships category
this bill introduces.
In considering its position on this legislation the Liberal
Party has consulted widely in the community and has
received substantial feedback. This is one of those
pieces of legislation that has generated broad feedback
within the community. The parties that have responded
to a request from the Liberal Party for feedback and
expressed views, which I will come to in more detail,
include the Law Institute of Victoria, which made a
submission to the government on this matter and
forwarded it to the Liberal Party; the Victorian Gay and
Lesbian Rights Lobby, which has indicated its support
for this bill but also expressed the desire that the bill be
extended to include a ceremony option; Civil Union
Action, which supports the bill but again wants a
ceremony option and has made some comments about
the capacity for people in same-sex registrable
relationships to undertake adoption; the Australian
Christian Lobby, which has indicated it has concerns
about the legislation; the Catholic Church, which has
been quite strong in its opposition to the bill — and
many members will have received correspondence sent
from the Archbishop of Melbourne to the
Attorney-General and subsequently to other members
of this house; the Endeavour Forum, which has
indicated its opposition; the Australian Family
Association, which opposes the bill; the Festival of
Light and the Salt Shakers, which both oppose the
legislation; the Catholic Women’s League Australia,
which has expressed opposition; and the Institute of
Judaism and Civilisation, which has also expressed
opposition to the bill.
Thus there is no doubt a very broad range of views both
for and against have been expressed in the community
with respect to this legislation. I would like to touch on
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some of the points that have been raised through our
consultation process, a number of which are picked up
in the law institute submission to government, which
has received wider circulation.
The first matter is that raised by the Victorian Gay and
Lesbian Rights Lobby about whether a registrable
relationship provision should allow for a ceremony —
in effect a marriage ceremony reflecting the
marriage-like status of the registrable relationship under
the relationships register.
While expressing its broad support, the law institute has
raised a number of matters of concern which have not
been addressed by the government. Although the
government has undertaken this process of consultation,
it has not addressed the concerns raised by the law
institute. The first matter the institute raised that I will
touch upon is the eligibility to register a relationship,
with a particular focus on the age of the parties to the
relationship. Under the Relationships Bill, a party to a
registrable relationship must be an adult — a person
aged 18 years or more. The law institute argues that
consistent with the commonwealth Marriage Act 1961
there should be discretion in this legislation with
respect to the age at which a person can enter into a
registrable relationship. The Marriage Act provides that
a person who is 18 can marry and that in exceptional
circumstances a person who is 16 can apply to a court
or a magistrate for permission to marry a particular
person. It is the law institute’s view that a similar
provision should be built into this legislation to allow a
person who is 16 and in some form of exceptional
circumstances, as determined by a court, to seek the
permission of a court to enter into a registrable
relationship.
A second matter of concern raised by the law institute is
the fact that both parties to a registrable relationship are
required to be domiciled in Victoria; there is no
provision for one party to such a relationship to be
resident outside the state. Allied to that is a concern
about the failure of the bill to recognise relationships
that have been registered in other jurisdictions, most
notably Tasmania. That is something which the
government apparently has not addressed in the
finalising of this bill and which stands out as a concern
to the law institute.
One of the requirements of a registrable relationship is
that it not involve the provision of domestic support and
personal care for fee or reward or on behalf of another
person or organisation. The law institute has expressed
concern that the criteria will unnecessarily restrict
partners in a relationship who are receiving carers
allowance from the commonwealth under the
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commonwealth Social Security Act; there is no express
provision in the bill that will enable a person receiving
a carers allowance to enter a registrable relationship.
The institute has stated that there is a provision in the
equivalent Tasmanian act that addresses that concern
and clarifies that a person who receives a carers
allowance is not receiving a fee or reward for the
purposes of this act or for the purposes of defining a
registrable relationship.
A further concern expressed by the law institute relates
to confidentiality and restriction on reporting of
proceedings. As I stated earlier, the bill will change a
number of provisions with respect to settlements arising
from relationships. It is the view of the law institute that
those provisions should be subject to the same
confidentiality or non-reporting provisions as apply
under the commonwealth Family Law Act. Where
matters of family dissolution and custody of children
are considered, it is the law institute’s view that those
matters should be protected from widespread reporting
in the way they are protected by the commonwealth
Family Law Act, which is not explicitly provided for in
the provisions relating to property matters which are
picked up by this bill. A number of issues have been
raised by the law institute and other parties with respect
to how this bill will operate if it is adopted.
A further matter has been raised by the Catholic Church
with respect to the nature of the relationship that exists
or is required to exist between the parties entering into a
registrable relationship. The Attorney-General in his
second-reading speech talked about this bill as being
one that addresses the situation. He gave an example
that has been repeated by government members in the
other place, of a person seeking medical attention and
their partner in a relationship being denied participation
in decisions surrounding the need for medical treatment
when the patient is incapacitated. That has been a key
argument for this bill that has been advanced by the
government.
One of the concerns raised by the Catholic Church is
that, while acknowledging that problem exists between
same-sex partners, as the Attorney-General particularly
points out, this bill does not recognise that that problem
exists between other non-traditional relationships. The
Catholic Church cites the example of elderly
siblings — brother and sister et cetera — who have a
responsibility for looking after each other. There is no
parallel provision in this bill that will give them the
coverage that this bill seeks to provide, if you accept the
basis of the Attorney-General’s argument that this bill
will provide the type of coverage that he talks about. I
think it is a fair point that has been raised by the
Catholic Church. I understand that the Tasmanian
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legislation provides for that carer-type relationship to be
acknowledged in a similar way so that those issues, if
indeed they exist as the Attorney-General suggests, can
be dealt with for those types of relationships as well as
for couple-type relationships that this bill is primarily
directed to.
In acknowledging that there is a wide range of views on
this bill across this Parliament and across society, as
evidenced by the consultations that have been
undertaken, the Liberal and National parties have given
their members a free vote on this legislation, so I am
not seeking to put forward a Liberal Party view on this
legislation. The members on this side of the house will
express their own views on this legislation and express
their own position with respect to the vote.
I note that the government has not given its members
that opportunity. That is an unfortunate reflection on the
government. I think the fact that in the other place only
48 of the government’s 55 members actually voted on
the legislation reflects the disparate views within the
government as to whether this legislation should be
supported. It is disappointing that those members have
not had the opportunity to voice their opinions on this
legislation in the Parliament in the way
non-government members have been afforded the
opportunity.
A lot of progress has been made in this Parliament and
in society in this state since 1980 when the Hamer
government decriminalised homosexuality. We have
seen many steps taken and a lot of progress made to
remove discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation
and sexual partners. That is something that is widely
accepted in the community as appropriate: that people
should not be discriminated against on the basis of their
sexuality or their sexual partners. The legislation that
this Parliament passed in 2001, which put same-sex
relationships on the same footing as de facto
relationships with respect to access to entitlements and
financial relationships between the partners, was a step
in the right direction.
It is something that has been welcomed in the
community and across this Parliament because it is
appropriate that partners in a relationship, be they
opposite sex or same sex, have that relationship
recognised in a way that gives them access to the
entitlements that married couples have. I can only
imagine the pain that partners — generally same-sex
couples — must feel where they are denied access to
superannuation entitlements under estates where one of
the parties has died, particularly when the relationship
has been a longstanding one but is not recognised for
the purposes of settling estates or for superannuation.
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It must be incredibly difficult for people in those
circumstances, and it is appropriate that this Parliament
take whatever steps it can to address such situations. I
point out that with superannuation that situation is not
limited to same-sex couples; it applies also to single
people where there is limited capacity to nominate
beneficiaries with respect to superannuation
entitlements. Both those groups are at a disadvantage
when it comes to superannuation matters. It is
recognised that there are issues still outstanding and
further progress needs to be made to address those
matters, with partners in relationships being recognised
for the purposes of their own personal financial affairs
and broader entitlements.
That is not what this bill is about. This bill is about
symbolism. When I looked at the bill, the
second-reading speech and the broader debate in the
other place, I asked myself, ‘What is this bill trying to
achieve? What are we actually doing through this bill?’.
The strongest argument put forward for this bill by the
Attorney-General was the example I quoted earlier
about couples seeking medical treatment. He said:
For example, when discussing a partner’s health information
with a doctor in an emergency situation, the last thing
someone wants is to have to argue that ‘Yes, this patient is my
partner’. A certificate of registration gives everyone, hospitals
included, certainty and peace of mind.

That is the strongest argument the Attorney-General
and the government have advanced for this bill being
enacted — the creation of registrable relationships and
a relationships register. I find that argument for the
establishment of this status of relationship to be
extraordinarily weak. I can only wonder: has the
Attorney-General not heard of medical powers of
attorney? Does he not know that already people in an
existing relationship who are not married and do not
have a marriage certificate, who are in either a de facto
relationship or a same-sex relationship, can give a
person a medical power of attorney, so that if this
situation ever arose — and no evidence was brought
forward in the debate in the other place of such a
situation having arisen — for those partners who had
given a medical power of attorney the issue would be
resolved? The example relied on by the
Attorney-General, where one partner seeks to influence
the medical treatment of another in an emergency
situation, is in no way a strong argument for creating
the relationships register and registrable relationships.
It is interesting to reflect on the debate in the other
place, which I read in full. The senior government
members, the ministers, who spoke in the debate stuck
to the government’s line about this bill being introduced
to address the type of situation highlighted in the
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second-reading speech, the medical situation, which, as
I have already pointed out, can be adequately addressed
by granting medical powers of attorney. The
government backbenchers went a bit wider in their
contributions to the debate. It was very clear from their
contributions that they see the bill as delivering on a
commitment for gay marriage. You need read only the
contribution of the member for Yan Yean in the other
place, who very proudly stated that that is what this bill
is about, to realise that. The government’s
backbenchers in the other place have made it clear that
the Attorney-General’s argument for the bill, based on
the medical example, is merely a smokescreen for a
much broader agenda that the Attorney-General is
running with respect to this legislation.
Our community recognises marriage as the foundation
of our society. It is the basis on which families and
broader communities are built. It is the cornerstone of
our society. Accordingly, it is something that is
elevated in status in our society and something that we
as a community should honour, nurture and protect. We
should recognise that marriage has special status
because of its special position within our community as
the fundamental basis of our community. This bill is
not seeking to address issues of discrimination or
practical issues of same-sex partners or de facto
partners being denied access to property or
entitlements; it is about creating marriage lite, a
dumbed-down version of marriage that effectively
competes with the institution of marriage as we know
it. It is interesting that marriage in this nation is
governed by the commonwealth Marriage Act of 1961,
which establishes the basis of marriage. There is no
doubt that that has created some difficulties for the
Attorney-General in framing this bill. He would have
liked to have set up a full-blown alternative to marriage
through this legislation. It is clear from the way the bill
is structured and is proposed to operate that the
overriding position of the commonwealth legislation
has created some difficulties for the Attorney-General.
The commonwealth legislation provides that a marriage
is a union between a man and a woman excluding all
others, voluntarily entered into and for life. There are
very strong criteria that apply when two people seek to
enter into a marriage. What this bill does is read down
those criteria. It seeks to create a marriage-like state,
without the obligations that attach to marriage. I do not
think this bill in any way advances the legitimate needs
of those in de facto and same-sex relationships.
This is yet another piece of ideological legislation from
the Attorney-General delivering on his utopian view of
the world that strikes at the core of a fundamental
institution in this state. I do not believe it is legislation
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that is worthy of the support of this house. Much has
been done and can be done to ensure that de facto and
same-sex couples are recognised as couples when it
comes to managing their own affairs and accessing
entitlements. However, elevating those alternative
forms of relationship to the same status as marriage
does not advance tangible achievements for participants
in those relationships and does not achieve anything for
broader society. I urge the house to oppose this bill.
Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — First of all I want
to say in my contribution this afternoon that I do not
intend to go through the bill in a lot of detail and talk
about its technical aspects, given that both the minister
who moved it and delivered the second-reading speech
and Mr Rich-Phillips have canvassed a lot of the
technical arrangements and outlined them to the house
very competently. I think most of us know what this bill
is all about. In my contribution I want to talk in general
terms about relationships in Victoria and relationships
in my experience and relate them to a couple of the key
aspects of the bill before us.
By way of a general comment I say that the sorts of
relationships people develop with others are generally
their own business. As long as those relationships are
entered into with good, free will on the part of the
participants and so long as they have no profound effect
on the lives of others, I believe that people in the
democracy in which we live should have the right to
enter into and enjoy and live within the types of
relationships that they choose.
In terms of personal relationships, some 36 years ago I
chose marriage as a means of defining my choice of
relationship. Others choose to live in heterosexual
relationships without marriage and others, as we know,
choose to engage in a same-sex relationship. So while
marriage is my personal choice of relationship, it is not
a position that I try to thrust down the throat of others.
People should have the option to live the type of
relationship of their own choosing, subject to the
conditions which I outlined before.
Equally, with those people who choose different types
of relationships one would expect that they not try to
coerce others and push their views on to others either.
We live in a democracy and the great thing about it is
that we have the freedom of expression to generally live
life the way we choose to do it. While we have our own
personal values and while it is proper to express views
publicly and privately, we should continue to respect
those who might hold different values and views to our
own.
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And so it is with those general opening remarks that we
come to the Relationships Bill before us. In my reading
of the bill, the essence of it is that it provides a legal
framework for having a relationship other than
marriage recognised by law. It applies, as the minister
has said and as Mr Rich-Phillips has said, to both de
facto and same-sex relationships; it may also apply to
relationships of a more general form, and for that I turn
to the paragraph in the second-reading speech headed
‘Relationships register’, where it also says the
relationship may extend to:
…a couple, where one or each of the persons in the
relationship provides personal or financial commitment and
support of a domestic nature for the material benefit of the
other.

So it is a very broad range of relationships that could be
incorporated and encapsulated within the legislation
before us today.
It is also pertinent to look at the comment made in the
second-reading speech with regard to consideration of
whether we need a further legal framework to recognise
the rights and obligations of partners in domestic
relationships, irrespective of their genders.
In the second-reading speech the minister said, in terms
of comments about a report undertaken back in 2000
entitled Same-Sex Relationships and the Law, written
by the then Equal Opportunity Commission:
We delivered on the general recognition scheme in 2001,
when we amended almost 60 statutes to recognise the rights
and obligations of partners in domestic relationships
irrespective of the gender of the partners in the relationship.

In respect to that particular legislation I went back and
read my contribution to that debate, and I must say that
with some misgivings I voted against that bill. I say that
honestly; but it was more for pragmatic reasons than
moral reasons because that bill at that time asked us to
amend something like 60 acts of Parliament, and I
believed it was not within the scope or the ability of
members of Parliament to fairly evaluate the impact of
the changes proposed to 60 pieces of legislation in one
bill going before the house. If that sort of legislation
came before the house today we would probably refer it
to the Legislation Review Committee for consideration
of those particular changes.
I said in my speech that I was prepared to look at some
of those changes individually, but that, quite frankly, it
was beyond my ability to analyse the impact of changes
to 60 pieces of legislation in one significant bill. In
hindsight I have to say that I am pleased that the bill in
2001 passed, and it seems that the rights and
responsibilities assigned to partners in relationships is
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proving to be fair and effective in terms of those
relationship arrangements.
I am not aware of any grossly adverse impacts of that
change in legislation in 2001. What I understand this
bill to do is to take that whole concept — developed
upon that 2001 legislation — one step further and
provide for the registration of different forms of
partnerships. Again, the reason for that is one that I
searched for from the minister’s comments, and it
seems that they are most succinctly summed up in the
following comment in the second-reading speech:
Registration will allow those couples easier access to existing
entitlements without having to argue repeatedly that they are
in a committed partnership, or have to prove this in court.

The question before us is whether we actually need the
additional step taken by this legislation to enable people
to exercise their rights and responsibilities as citizens of
Victoria in respect of different arrangements that they
may enter into. If I were confident that the position
outlined in the bill as it stands at the moment was the
final step that we were ever going to take on the
recognition of relationships here in Victoria, then my
vote would be different to the position that I have
ultimately adopted.
But one of the things that I have observed in all of the
representations made to us — and Mr Rich-Phillips
outlined the various and numerous representations
made to us as members of this chamber — is that there
has been a series of incremental changes already to a
position adopted, and there are likely to continue to be
incremental changes to the way in which we regard
relationships here in Victoria.
No doubt there has been incremental change from the
position in 2001, and this bill takes us to a further new
position — I am aware that there are proposed
amendments to be moved today. The Greens have
given me the courtesy of having a look at some
amendments they propose to move, and despite the fact
that I say quite clearly that I will not be supporting
those amendments — and if there needs to be a further
explanation I will give that during the committee stage
of the bill — I highlight that proposal as a further
incremental change to the legislation before the
chamber today.
Further, I have heard via another member of the
chamber that the government itself is proposing to
amend this bill as it stands at the moment. I have not
been privy to that conversation, but I see by a nod of
some government members that there is going to be a
further change to the bill.
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It is very difficult for us as members of Parliament to
make decisions on legislation, which involve both
actual and foreshadowed incremental changes over a
period of time. Already publicly flagged is the position
of IVF and adoption, and how that might relate to
couples or registered partnerships in this state, and I
must say quite clearly that I would be most concerned
about the issue of IVF and adoption being available to
same-sex couples, because these are more complex
issues where the welfare of the child — a third party of
those relationships — needs to be paramount; so we
need to be very careful when considering those issues
and I would have a great deal of reluctance about ever
canvassing the possibility of same-sex couples being
given access to IVF and adoption in Victoria.
I want to try to succinctly summarise the position I have
come to on the bill: firstly I repeat that I believe people
in genuine, loving, caring relationships should not be
discriminated against, and the changes to the law in
2001 went a long way towards addressing that issue. I
also respect people’s rights to live their lives in the
manner they choose, but I am concerned that the
successful passage of the bill will be the catalyst for
further far-reaching changes to relationship
arrangements in this state. I suppose it is because I am
more concerned about what might be ahead than what
we have before us that I am not prepared to support the
bill.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
happy to speak on the Relationships Bill before us. This
bill allows same-sex and mixed-sex couples to register
their relationships with the Victorian registrar of births,
deaths and marriages. In so doing they will receive a
certificate verifying their relationship, which can be
used for medical, legal and general administrative
purposes. There is no minimum length of relationship
required for the registration of that relationship.
The Greens welcome this important and long-overdue
step forward on the long road to full equality for all
people before the law, which unhappily with this bill
we still do not have. However, if the bill is passed,
Victoria will become only the second state in Australia
after Tasmania to have a relationship register scheme.
The Australian Capital Territory is currently looking at
a similar bill, and hopefully that will come into being
without too much delay. The Tasmanian act, which was
passed five years ago, in 2003, was the first recognition
scheme in Australia and serves as the model, with some
exceptions, for this bill. This foreshadows some of the
comments I will be making during my contribution to
the debate. Certainly the national ALP policy states that
it is looking to a system of nationally consistent,
state-based schemes, but already the second scheme,
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which is modelled on the Tasmanian bill, is quite
different, so our second state-based registration scheme
is already not consistent. That is a concern.
While this is a reasonable bill, we believe it could go
further. A range of problems and issues with the bill
have been raised by interested groups in the
community, which I will refer to in my contribution.
The most obvious and easily remedied include the lack
of mutual recognition of other registers. We know we
have the Tasmanian scheme already in operation, we
will presumably have the ACT scheme coming into
operation in the near future, and we can look forward to
similar schemes coming into operation in other states of
Australia. It is only the second piece of legislation to
come into fruition, and it has left out mutual
recognition. I have raised this issue with the
government. Given that the Tasmanian scheme is
already in existence, it seems that putting a clause in the
bill to provide for recognition of registration in another
state or territory would be such an easy thing to do.
The other easily remedied problems include the lack of
provision for a formal ceremony. I know there are
various views in the community about that, but to my
way of thinking it could easily be inserted into the bill. I
will be moving an amendment to the bill to insert a
provision for a marriage ceremony, and I am happy to
have that amendment circulated. Another easily
remedied issue is the unnecessarily narrow requirement
that both partners — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
Does Ms Pennicuik wish those amendments to be
circulated now?
Ms PENNICUIK — Yes, I would be happy for
them to be circulated, and I will speak to them again.
There is also an unnecessarily narrow requirement in
the bill for both partners to reside in Victoria. Certainly
the Law Institute of Victoria advocated in its
submission that that should be completely removed. I
have had discussions through other legal avenues and
with parliamentary counsel, and the view is that there
should be some nexus with Victoria, so I will be
proposing as an amendment that at least one person
should reside in Victoria.
The other issue raised by Mr Rich-Phillips concerns the
possibility of people in receipt of a commonwealth
carers allowance being excluded from the register under
clause 5, which refers to people not being able to be in a
registered relationship if they are a carer for a fee or
reward or on behalf of a government agency. The
Tasmanian act specifically contains a clause which
ensures that no-one is excluded from being in a
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registered relationship because they are in receipt of a
commonwealth carers allowance.
I should speak to the amendments being circulated. I
will not be proceeding with amendment 1, which goes
to the issue of mutual recognition. That is on the basis
of last-minute discussions with the government. I have
made it very clear to the government that I see this as
an easy thing that should be — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
I advise Ms Pennicuik that I have just been informed
that it will be 5 minutes before the new amendments are
available to members of the house. She might care to
take that into consideration whilst making her
comments.
Ms PENNICUIK — I can still carry on to say that I
will not be proceeding with that amendment, given
last-minute discussions with the government. The
amendment I was going to proceed with sought to
insert a line in the bill to provide that the register will
recognise a corresponding law or any prescribed law of
another state or territory in relation to chapter 2 of the
bill, which basically deals with the setting up of the
register. I will be proceeding with the amendment to
insert a clause dealing with ceremonies when
registrations take place and also the amendment to
change the requirement for both parties to live in
Victoria to a requirement that at least one party living in
Victoria. When the new amendments arrive members
will know what they mean.
It is important to say that the creation of this register —
while it is groundbreaking in that it will at last provide
the means for same-sex couples to have their
relationships legally recognised — falls short of
providing full equality for same-sex couples and will
allow discrimination against same-sex couples to
continue. On a symbolic level the proposed relationship
register will afford same-sex couples lesser recognition
than marriage. There is no reason for this other than the
objections of certain people in the community to whom
presumably this will not apply and on whose lives it
can have no practical effect or impact. This is highly
regrettable. It is not good enough to only partially
remove discrimination and to make things a little bit
more equal but not fully equal. People are equal, and
the law should be reflective of that and not be watered
down to appease groups who advocate against full
equality for all people because of their prejudices or
beliefs.
Greens amendments circulated by Ms PENNICUIK
(Southern Metropolitan) pursuant to standing
orders.
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Ms PENNICUIK — The Greens have campaigned
for the rights of gay, lesbian, bisexual, transsexual and
intersex people from the start, and we have a policy of
no discrimination. Our policy states that we are
committed to working towards legislating to abolish all
discrimination based on sexual orientation, sex and
gender, in particular in relation to marriage and
relationship recognition, superannuation, migration,
veterans’ affairs, employment, education, health, social
security and family law, documentation, privacy issues
or any other area of law or public process. We are also
committed to working towards establishing a civil
union scheme and a formal registry of relationships that
recognises, affirms and celebrates same-sex and all
significant personal relationships.
That is why I will be moving an amendment to this bill
to provide that the registrar may conduct a ceremony in
conjunction with the registration of the relationship.
That is what groups such as the Victorian Gay and
Lesbian Rights Lobby and the Civil Union Action
Group have called for. It is what persons who choose to
be married are entitled to under sections 45 and 72 of
the Marriage Act. Therefore it should be available to
those registering a relationship should they wish to have
a ceremony. Many couples, same sex or mixed sex,
may not wish to hold a ceremony, but the choice should
be available. It can mean much to the couples involved
and cannot possibly affect anyone else.
On 15 February 2007 federal Greens senator Kerry
Nettle introduced a bill into the federal Parliament to
redefine marriage to mean ‘the union of two persons
regardless of sexual orientation or gender identity
voluntarily entered into for life’. People should be able
to get married if they want to, regardless of their gender
or sexual orientation.
This is an issue of personal freedom. It is a fundamental
right to choose one’s partner and to have that choice
fully accepted and recognised. Less than that is the
denial of a fundamental right and is therefore
discriminatory. In my view, marriage as it is defined in
the federal Marriage Act is inherently discriminatory.
While not all gay and lesbian people might want to
marry, they should be able to be married if they want to
be.
Marriage is outside the state jurisdiction and so this bill
cannot create a right to marry. However, Victoria has
the power to provide registration and revocation
procedures for relationships that are practically
equivalent to those of marriage. This bill does not go
that far, although it could have, so it is a lost
opportunity.
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The Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
(SARC) gave a useful comparison between this bill and
the Marriage Act. In terms of eligibility, the bill
requires that people in a registrable relationship must be
adults and providing a material benefit. That is not a
requirement for marriage. It is not a requirement that
you provide a material benefit in order to be married. I
do not know why it is a requirement in this bill.
Residence in Victoria is not required in other
relationships, and marriage is available to all unmarried
adults — possibly and probably because marriage is
covered by a commonwealth act. I will go to a remedy
of my own for that later on in my contribution. Also,
under the Marriage Act marriage is available to people
between the ages of 16 and 18 in some circumstances
and that is not the case under this bill. There is no real
reason why the same provisions that apply in the
Marriage Act for exceptional circumstances for people
between the ages of 16 and 18 could not have applied to
this bill.
Another issue is that the registration of relationships is
at the registrar’s discretion and can be revoked by a
court without an application from the partners, whereas
the registrar must register all marriages solemnised in
Victoria and has no discretion in that issue. Divorce
requires an application by a party to the marriage; a
court cannot dissolve a marriage of its own volition.
On the issue of costs, the registration cost is $190 and
$58 for revocation, whereas the solemnisation of
marriage and removal of the registration following
divorce are free, although there may be associated
costs. That issue has been raised by the Victorian Gay
and Lesbian Rights Lobby which expressed the hope
that the government will look at reducing this when
regulations are made. I also call on the government to
look at that issue.
SARC has said that it considers these differences, to the
extent that they would prevent or deter an unmarried
couple from accessing the benefits of registration in
circumstances where a similarly placed opposite-sex
couple would not be prevented or deterred from
accessing the same benefits of marriage, may infringe
the charter rights of those couples and their children to
equal protection of the law. While the state has no
power to legislate for same-sex marriage it could, as the
Australian Capital Territory is considering doing,
introduce civil unions with the option of a ceremony.
But I note the federal Attorney-General’s opposition to
the ceremony option.
It is also important to say that this register is not just for
same-sex partners. That is the focus and emphasis for
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obvious reasons, but it is also available to mixed-sex
partners who may not wish to be married, and that is
also a good thing.
As Mr Rich-Phillips alluded to, there are a lot of people
who have made submissions and raised issues with us
about the bill. Those in support of the bill include the
Law Institute of Victoria, the Civil Union Action group
and the Victorian Gay and Lesbian Rights Lobby. I
have talked about some of the issues they have raised.
The main concerns of the Victorian Gay and Lesbian
Rights Lobby are the cost and the lack of mutual
recognition of registers in other states and territories. I
have strongly made the point to the government that
that is a big flaw in the bill, and it could have made its
own amendment to that. I am assured by the
government that it will look seriously at this issue when
it returns to the bill later in the year in terms of carers.
It is also interesting to note that in Tasmania the Deputy
Premier, Steven Kons, has called for the Victorian and
Tasmanian relationship registers to include mutual
recognition because it makes sense for registered
couples to be recognised on either side of Bass Strait.
Mr Kons made that comment in December last year.
Another matter that concerns the Victorian Gay and
Lesbian Rights Lobby is the lack of a ceremony, which
I mentioned before, and those issues are also raised by
the Civil Union Action group.
The Law Institute of Victoria has also raised quite a few
issues about the bill. Mutual recognition comes up
again as an issue which it strongly advocates should
have been included in the bill. It advocates that there
should be no requirement for people to be domiciled or
resident in Victoria. I have explained already that I will
be putting forward an amendment that at least one party
be resident in Victoria. I fundamentally agree with the
position of the law institute, but in my conversations
with parliamentary counsel I have come to see that
perhaps there may not be a legislative nexus, so I will
be moving an amendment that at least one person be
required to reside in Victoria — for example, same-sex
and mixed-sex couples who live in Albury-Wodonga
who register their relationship in Victoria. They might
live only half a kilometre apart but be in different states.
There is also the situation — and I know this because of
the circumstances of some personal friends — where
one partner could be residing in Victoria at the moment
while the other is temporarily working in another state;
they may wish to avail themselves of this register, and
they would be able to do that under my amendment. It
would be possible because the bill will fundamentally
change the definition of a domestic relationship.
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I am not sure if anyone else has noticed this, but
cohabitation is not a fundamental requirement of a
domestic relationship any more. A domestic
relationship was formerly defined as a couple who are
living together. Under this bill that definition has now
been altered. A registrable relationship is defined as
being between two people, irrespective of their gender
and irrespective of whether they live together. That is a
big change to society. The issue has been overlooked in
this bill. To be considered a domestic partner in the
past, you had to be living with someone, irrespective of
whether you were married. Under this bill that will not
apply to a registrable relationship.
The definition of a domestic relationship has been
changed under this bill. You can be in a domestic
relationship with someone even if you do not live with
them. Some people might think that is good; I think it is
good in terms of registering a relationship when people
in the relationship live apart. But it has other
implications. There are people in the community who
are in a sexual relationship with another person or in a
self-defined relationship — that may be any kind of
relationship — who do not wish to be married, do not
wish to be in a de facto relationship and do not wish to
register their relationship, but could, under this
legislation, be considered to be domestic partners. They
may not wish to be so considered. The criteria that
define a domestic relationship in the legislation may
suggest people are in a domestic relationship when they
may not define themselves that way. This issue has
been brought to my attention, and the change is quite
profound.
I proposed an amendment; however, I decided not to
move it because the government has assured me that it
is going to bring this bill back and look at the issue of
caring relationships, which is a provision in the
Tasmanian legislation. In the Tasmanian legislation
significant relationships and caring relationships are
referred to. Under the definition of caring relationships
in the Tasmanian legislation there is a clause that says
that a person in a domestic relationship or a caring
relationship cannot be excluded from being so
registered by receiving a carer’s allowance. That is not
clear under this bill; I think that issue is muddy under
this bill. I have had some conversations with the
government. and it assures me that clauses in this bill
make it clear that if you are only a paid carer and have
no other type of relationship with another person, you
cannot register your relationship. But I am not sure that
that will not inadvertently impact on people who are
receiving a carer’s allowance and who wish to be in a
registrable relationship; the clauses in this bill say they
cannot be if they receive a fee or reward or act on
behalf of a government agency. I have withdrawn my
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proposed amendments. The government assures me
that it will look seriously at that issue because it is a
serious one.
Obviously there are people in long-term relationships
that consist of partners of the same sex or the opposite
sex. We all know that some people may become ill and
require care; therefore their partner may become their
carer. Under the Centrelink scheme, they are entitled to
remuneration through a carers allowance. We do not
want that issue to impinge on a couple’s right to have
their relationship registered if they wish to. I raise this
as a serious issue. The government has assured me
during discussions that it will look at this issue. I will be
watching that issue and the issue of mutual recognition
closely.
The Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
(SARC) raised some questions about whether people in
relationships have to be domiciled in Victoria — I have
already talked about that. It has concerns that the bill
does not specify when the registrar may refuse to
register relationships. Under the bill the registrar can
make a refusal and has the discretion to do so. The
grounds for refusal and the details of when a court may
bar the registrar from revoking the registration are not
stated in the bill. Quite a few details were also raised by
the Law Institute of Victoria.
The explanatory memorandum to the bill says:
this would allow a court dealing with property matters arising
from a registered relationship that has broken down to order
the revocation as a way of finally determining the
relationship’.

SARC noted that no court can order the divorce of a
married couple except upon the application of one of
the partners of the couple. SARC also said that the
courts and tribunals are exempted from acting
compatibly with section 38 of the Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities.
SARC also observed that:
… discretionary control by the registrar or a court or tribunal
over the registration of a registrable relationship or the
revocation of the registration of a registered relationship may
significantly diminish the dignity of the members of those
relationships and limit their personal autonomy.

These are further issues that the government should be
looking at in terms of its proposed amendments to this
bill.
If the bill is enacted, there needs to be a campaign to
educate people about their ability to register their
relationships and to make sure that they understand the
rights and duties that registration gives rise to. We were
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asked about this issue in our briefing and we were told
that some resources had been allocated.
The Law Institute of Victoria recommends that persons
making an application to register their relationship be
provided with a fact sheet, which recommends that the
applicants seek independent legal advice before
registration.
I want to talk about the need for federal law reform.
The federal Australian Labor Party says it is committed
to ending discrimination in the areas of taxation,
superannuation, social security, the Medicare safety net,
immigration, veterans and all other areas except for
marriage. In fact it is not ending all discrimination, only
some discrimination. Federal law reform is overdue and
urgent, and while gay and lesbian rights advocates have
expressed cautious optimism about reform of the
58 federal discriminatory laws identified by the
Australian Human Rights and Equal Opportunity
Commission, plus about 40 other laws that have been
identified by the government, we have to assume there
is no guaranteed timetable for that.
Obviously there are people in the community who do
not support the bill. I have received a number of emails
and letters, as I assume all members have. I have not
received that many from people or organisations who
do not support the bill. I am of the view that the vast
majority of the community supports a relationship
register. Many of the submissions I have received by
letter or email have been overtly prejudiced, and as
such I cannot take them seriously. Others expressed the
view that somehow the existence of a relationship
register will undermine marriage, while some argued
that that is not the case. I agree that it may be the case;
previously people who got married had the choice of
either no relationship registration or marriage. That is
the choice they had: either they were not registered and
had no recognition of their relationship or they got
married. So they got married. However, many may
have preferred to register their relationships.
The advent of the register may mean its use will grow
and the incidence of marriage may fall — who
knows — but in any case it will be the choice of the
people concerned and not of other groups trying to
impose their views on how people should live their
lives. If people are voting with their feet and not getting
married, that may mean marriage does not suit them.
The bottom line should be full and total equality before
the law, and there should be choice. My view is that
that equality could be achieved by amending the
Marriage Act so that marriage is open to any two
persons regardless of their sex.
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We are implementing a system of state-based registers,
but a commonwealth registered system would have
advantages over the state-based system because it
would be consistent. I am sure we will not have
consistent state-based registers, because we are only up
to the second one, and already we are not consistent.
It is my view that to achieve full equality before the law
any two people should be able to be married. If they do
not wish to be married they should be able to register
their relationship in a relationship register that is less
ceremonial, if you like, or less solemn than marriage. A
relationships register would provide full choice and full
equality for those people who do not wish to be
married, who do not wish to be known as someone’s
husband, wife or spouse, but who wish to have legal
recognition of their relationship. It should not be
forgotten that there are also people, as I have mentioned
before, in self-defined relationships who do not wish to
enter into either of those arrangements — and that
should be fine as well. The issue is equality and choice
and equality of choice.
Last year the government announced plans to reform
parenting rights and to implement most of the
recommendations of the Victorian Law Reform
Commission. However, it stopped short of allowing
same-sex couples to adopt children. This has been
referred to the national ministerial council. The Greens
support adoption by same-sex couples so long as they
meet the other criteria for adoptive parents. Same-sex
couples can adopt in Europe, Canada, parts of the
United States of America, South Africa and the United
Kingdom, and in Western Australia they have been able
to adopt since 2002. I look forward to the committee
stage when I will move my foreshadowed amendments.
Mr KAVANAGH (Western Victoria) — The bill
before us has often been referred to in the press as a
‘gay bill’. In fact it has application to heterosexual as
well as homosexual relationships. All of us here aspire
to a free society which surely includes the individual
pursuit of happiness. In a free society there is no
compulsion to marry and those who choose single life
or relationships outside of marriage are entitled to
fairness and respect. Those in relationships outside
marriage are also free to seek to be seen as committed
couples by friends, relatives and acquaintances, if that
is their desire.
In late 2006 I was interviewed by a leading Melbourne
newspaper. I responded to questions on this topic along
the lines of the sentiments just expressed. The
newspaper published an article with a heading which
said that the DLP (Democratic Labor Party) supports
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civil unions. This conclusion did not logically follow,
however, from the comments I had made.
The DLP’s position is that families are a key to
Australia’s present and future and that the union of a
man and a woman, voluntarily entered into for life to
the exclusion of others, is the foundation of stable
families. In my inaugural speech I noted that those who
voted for me hold their own firmly held beliefs. One of
those firmly held beliefs is in the value of marriage.
For millenniums marriage has been shown to be the
best way for societies to fulfil their most important
task — the creation and successful nurturing of the next
generation. The DLP feels that marriage has already
been placed under excessive stress in recent decades by,
among other measures, the Family Law Act, which the
DLP considers to be inappropriately named.
Recently I argued in this house that family break-ups
have contributed to Australia’s housing affordability
crisis — for example, by adding to the demand for
accommodation but doing nothing to increase supply.
Accommodation is only one aspect of economic
wellbeing that is enhanced by families. Surely the
sharing of goods and services increases standards of
living, and, even in narrow economic terms, families
are the most effective means we have for sharing.
The economic benefits of stable marriage might be seen
by simply considering the effect that divorce has on the
standard of living of the individuals concerned. It was
correctly pointed out to me, after my contribution on
the relationship between marriage and the demand for
accommodation, that an increasing reticence to marry
has also had a detrimental impact on people. That
growing reticence to marry is, no doubt, more a product
of our culture than of our laws, but of course our culture
is informed and partly shaped by our laws. The benefits
of a culture of strong, stable marriage are much more
profound and diverse than merely the economic
implications.
There are many other social aspects that could be
referred to in demonstrating the importance of marriage
to the future wellbeing of our country. One of these is
the contribution of stable marriage to fatherhood.
Unfortunately, it is not always possible, even in a
culture of strong marriage, for every child to have a
father in his or her life. It is, however, almost always
desirable. Fatherhood does not make any man perfect
but children benefit enormously from having a father.
Can it be doubted that the lifetime commitment of a
man to his children and, wherever possible, to their
mother, is beneficial to his children? As a teacher of
boys in high schools I noticed that it was often obvious
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from their behaviour which boys had fathers in their
lives and which did not. I know of some fine young
people of good character who have grown up without a
father in their lives. I mean no disrespect to them at all;
they deserve our admiration. The point, however, is that
they have overcome a disadvantage. Just as fatherhood
is enhanced by the lifetime commitment inherent in
marriage so the decline of fatherhood is partly a
consequence of legislation and a developing culture that
has weakened marriage and therefore families. In my
view Australia is undergoing the beginnings of an
epidemic of loneliness. This is also in part a
consequence of the damage done to families.
In giving sexual relationships other than marriage
official status on the basis of sexual relationship per se,
this bill would likely have the effect of making
marriage merely one of several options and may well
further erode marriage. Indeed, this point was accepted
by Ms Pennicuik in her defence of the bill. I accept the
government’s claim that it is not intending to create
new forms of marriage through this bill. However, it
seems likely to me, given the marriage-like obligations
imposed on de facto couples over recent years both by
the incremental changes to legislation that Mr Hall
referred to earlier and by judicial interpretation, that
under this bill marriage-like obligations, stronger than
those presently envisaged, will eventually be imposed
on those registrants who are in sexual relationships. In
my opinion, in the future those registrants, contrary to
their intentions, are likely to have imposed on them
many of the obligations of marriage.
I am concerned about the implications of this bill for
human rights because it minimises the requirement of
voluntariness as a condition to assuming lifelong
obligations. I also feel that many of those who support
the bill now may in the future regret their current
enthusiasm.
It might have been preferable to recognise the people in
relationships rather than the relationships themselves.
Why not simply create a register in which all people
may mutually register to receive benefits such as
superannuation entitlements, inheritance privileges in
the event of death, automatic medical and other powers
of attorney in the case of disability, and privileged
access if either party is hospitalised, without making
registration dependent on a sexual relationship? Why
not allow people to register, without even asking if they
are in a sexual relationship? Why not allow old friends,
siblings or other relatives or lovers, whether
heterosexual or homosexual, to register without asking
the nature of their relationship and without making a
sexual relationship a prerequisite to registration?
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In discussions about this bill there have been claims
about the rights and privileges of marriage. In my
opinion very few rights are bestowed by marriage. It
seems to me that marriage is actually much more about
accepting responsibilities, duties and obligations than
about gaining rights. However, it also seems to me that
even more than that, marriage is an institution for the
benefit of children.
We all know and love people who are in relationships
outside marriage. Their happiness is as important as
that of any other adults. I think we all hope they find the
happiness they seek, but we should not approach
creating legal structures to accommodate people in
these relationships in ways which risk doing harm to
marriage, an institution which has long been and
remains the primary and best method we have for
creating, raising and nurturing new and future
generations.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — This is a critical
bill which defines the type of society in which we seek
to live. It establishes in Victoria a register of domestic
relationships. A number of issues have been raised by
other speakers, some of which I will turn to, but I want
to outline briefly the nature of the bill and the reasons
why I will support it passionately.
The register will enable same-sex couples to have a
legally recognised relationship, and this is a significant
achievement. Registration will provide conclusive
proof of a domestic relationship, and people in such a
relationship will not have to provide any further
evidence to establish that their relationship exists. The
register will be maintained through the registrar of
births, deaths and marriages. There will be a single
location for the statutory provisions dealing with
property rights following the breakdown of a domestic
relationship. There will now be a clearer, fairer regime
to deal with the allocation of property if a relationship
breaks down.
The bill also provides a mechanism to allow couples to
register agreements dealing with how property should
be divided in the case of a breakdown. As you would
hope and expect, these provisions are subject to a
number of safeguards but at their core they give couples
the power to determine how they want their property
and their contributions to the relationship to be
measured and their property divided where there is a
breakdown in the relationship.
At a less legalistic level, the bill gives couples the
dignity of formal recognition of their loving
relationship. This bill provides the security of knowing
that their decision to commit to a life shared with each
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other is respected. In addition, it addresses the issue that
Mr Rich-Phillips identified, and that is it will have a
real and significant impact on the lives of individuals,
including — and this is an important consideration —
where in an emergency there is a discussion with a
doctor around a partner’s health situation.
The bill is the continuation of a process embarked upon
by this government to eradicate discrimination against
same-sex couples. The journey undertaken by the
government has seen the amendment of some 70 pieces
of legislation which were identified as discriminating
against same-sex couples. I think these steps are
critical. They are critical for the individuals concerned,
who are otherwise treated as second-class citizens, but
they are also critical in developing the type of society
that we should embrace. I am very proud of this
government’s commitment to reducing discrimination
against gay and lesbian individuals. I say this because I
passionately believe the dignity of one really does
depend on making sure we provide justice for all. I
welcome this bill. It provides that greater dignity for the
individual and at the same time makes our society a
better place for all. As Martin Luther King wrote,
‘Injustice anywhere is a threat to rights everywhere’.
Where the law treats any class of individuals as
second-class citizens there is always the threat that
some will take this as licence to treat those individuals
as second-class citizens. We know that members of the
gay and lesbian community still face significant
discrimination, and worse. A 2002 study by the
Victorian Gay and Lesbian Rights Lobby reported that
85 per cent of gay, lesbian or transgender respondents
had experienced discrimination or harassment in their
lifetime. This discrimination can have a devastating
impact on the lives of the individuals concerned and on
their families and indeed on their children. This is
important, groundbreaking legislation. As I said, it is
legislation that defines the society in which we live — a
society that is built on respect for the rights of others, a
society that is built around equality, compassion and
respect for diversity.
In protecting those rights for individuals, we are
enshrining rights for everyone. If the rights of one
group are inferior, there is a risk that the rights of other
groups may well follow. We have seen a pattern
emerge in the last 10 or so years where the rights of
individuals have suffered. We have seen David Hicks
rot in jail for five years without being charged and then
being charged with a retrospective offence — he was
charged with doing something illegal when at the time
he committed the offence his actions were legal. We
have witnessed the loss of human rights for individuals
like Cornelia Rau. We have seen the loss of rights for
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those involved in the Tampa. We have seen the loss of
rights for the innocents caught up in the so-called
Pacific solution. We have seen the saga surrounding the
rights of Dr Haneef. When I look back on these
examples, they remind me of the imperative that none
of us are safe unless we are all safe. I congratulate the
government on this bill, not just because of the equality
and dignity that it bestows on same-sex couples but
because it protects the equality and dignity of us all.
As I indicated, I wish to briefly return to a number of
issues that have been raised in the debate. The first
issue is that raised by Gordon Rich-Phillips in relation
to the Tasmanian legislation and the absence in Victoria
of a carers provision such as that provided for by the
Tasmanian legislation. I think Ms Pennicuik also
referred to this issue. I can confirm that it is the
government’s intention to develop legislation that will
allow for the registration of caring relationships.
Hopefully it will be introduced by the end of this year.
The bill has a default commencement date of December
2008. This will allow time to work through the complex
issues surrounding the registration of caring
relationships. I will return to that issue briefly, but a
number of other issues have been raised.
Gordon Rich-Phillips raised the issue of the absence of
a ceremony. Indeed Ms Pennicuik has indicated that
one of her amendments deals with the issue of having a
ceremony. I can advise that it is the intention of
members on this side of the house to oppose this
amendment. We are not opposing this amendment
because we oppose per se the right of individuals to
mark the occasion of their registration with a ceremony.
That is entirely a matter for the individuals concerned.
There is nothing in this legislation that prohibits the
holding of a ceremony or defines the nature of a
ceremony that can be held. It is entirely a matter for the
couples concerned. The view is that there is no need for
this legislation to provide for that opportunity because
that opportunity already exists.
In relation to the issue of mutual recognition, I note
what Ms Pennicuik said. As I understand it, it was her
intention to seek to amend the legislation to provide for
mutual recognition. I understand it is not her intention
to proceed with that amendment at this stage. I can
indicate that there are clearly views both ways in
relation to this issue. We know, for example, that
Tasmania has a relationships register and that our bill
is, in essence, based upon that legislation, and there is
an argument that there ought to be some recognition of
those relationships. On the other hand, there is an
argument that says we ought not recognise those
relationships on the basis that the Tasmanian legislation
does not recognise relationships in other jurisdictions,
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and there is an argument in favour of uniformity. We
had a broader concern with that amendment, which was
that in essence it provides for the recognition in other
jurisdictions of legislation which does not exist. The
government is concerned about supporting the
amendment for that reason. The government intends to
carefully and clearly look at this issue — to further
consider it. As I have indicated to the house and to
Ms Pennicuik, we will consider carefully and seriously
the issue of mutual recognition.
In relation to the other issue raised by Ms Pennicuik,
her amendment concerning couples where one member
is a Victorian resident and the other is resident in
another jurisdiction, the government will be opposing
that amendment. Ultimately this bill is about the
registration of a relationship, and while the definition of
relationship is not and should not be overly
prescriptive, it is certainly my view that as a minimum
both individuals in the relationship should be living in
Victoria. A practical consequence flows from having
registered relationships where the individuals live in
two jurisdictions: there is a concern about the nature of
the law that applies to that relationship. Currently the
relationships register is about Victorians living in
Victoria and about the application of Victorian law to
those registered relationships. There is a degree of
complexity about situations where one party to the
relationship is resident in another jurisdiction.
The other issue I wish to briefly return to is the issue of
carers. As I have indicated, the government intends, if
this bill goes through, to amend the legislation to
address the issue of carers. Ms Pennicuik talked about
the provision which deals with carers who receive a fee
or reward. As I understand it, the concern is that this
would exclude couples where an individual in the
couple received some sort of carer’s benefit. I indicate
that it is the intention of the bill and the government to
exclude purely professional relationships. It is not the
intention to exclude a relationship where one individual
receives a carer’s allowance of a sort. As I have said,
the government intends to introduce a bill to deal with
this issue of carers, and again this issue Ms Pennicuik
has raised will be looked at when those provisions are
drafted.
However I should indicate the government’s view that
equivalent provisions that have been in place in other
legislation for more than five years have not been
subject to this issue; this issue has not arisen in that
legislation. Therefore we do not think the issue is as
muddy — that was the word Ms Pennicuik used — as
she indicated. However, we are prepared to have a look
at it in the context of the amendment that we will
introduce into this house.
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In summary, I am very pleased to be standing here; this
is a very proud moment, and this is important
legislation. It is legislation which provides for the type
of society that I aspire to live in. I would urge the house
to support the bill.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I rise to speak
on the Relationships Bill 2007, the purpose of which is
to allow same-sex couples and mixed-sex couples to
register their relationships with the Victorian registrar
of births, deaths and marriages. The bill will establish a
relationship register: it defines the nature of
relationships and is largely non-judgemental of them.
Registered couples will receive a certificate verifying
their relationship which can be used for medical, legal
and administrative purposes. Registration will formally
recognise the couple’s legal status as domestic partners
and symbolises that their relationship is respected in
Victoria.
The bill is one of those pieces of legislation that has
inspired passionate debate in the community. All
members on both sides of the chamber have been
lobbied heavily by people on both sides of the debate.
On the one hand we have those people who are
vehemently opposed to the bill and who fear it will
undermine traditional marriage. Many have
communicated their support for traditional marriage,
and I share their respect for marriage as the foundation
of our society. On the other hand there are those who
support the legislation but who would like to see it go
even further. In the middle, I believe, are the vast
majority of Victorians, who recognise that modern
society is made up of many different types of
relationships and that each relationship needs to be
treated with dignity and respect.
Relationships are not easy. Sometimes we are good at
them, and sometimes we are extremely bad at them.
Like people, relationships come in many and varied
forms. There is a traditional relationship that we have
always known and valued — a relationship that begins
with a courtship and graduates to an engagement and
then to a traditional marriage. Traditional marriage, as I
have already said, has been the foundation of society. It
is a relationship that we as a society continue to value
and to hold the highest respect for.
In modern society there are many other types of
relationships. Some of those include de facto
relationships, which were once frowned upon. I can
remember even in the late 1970s or early 1980s, when a
friend of mine was living with her partner and they
went to get a loan or purchase something under
hire-purchase. They needed to put a title to their
relationship and because they were living together
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under the female’s name they put ‘de facto’. She was
most unhappy at being called a ‘de facto’. It was
considered a derogatory term at one stage. Due to her
unhappiness at having that label, the couple became
engaged but the relationship did not last because it was
a forced engagement for the wrong reason. My friend
has since repartnered, gone through the traditional
engagement and marriage, and has two children. She
has been very happily married to her partner for many
years, and it is a much better result for her than her
original engagement.
There are also companion relationships. They may be
of people who have lost a husband or a wife and have
repartnered but do not necessarily wish to remarry.
They believed they had married for life but due to
unfortunate circumstances a partner has died of an
illness or has died young. They have formed a second
relationship out of the need for companionship and they
may want to give some formal recognition to that new
relationship but not necessarily enter into a traditional
marriage.
A couple of family friends have been in that situation.
One, who was a friend of my grandparents, had lost her
husband as a result of World War II. When she was
younger — and when we were all much younger — she
filled her life with the companionship of many children
from the neighbourhood and the children of family and
friends. I can remember going to stay at her house quite
often. As the children grew up, she became lonely and
needed a companion. Another friend of ours, who had
lost his wife, became her companion. They never lived
together but they had a relationship that filled a need
they had. Both of them were independently quite well
off so they did not need to depend on each other for
financial support. They died in an order that meant it
probably would not have affected them anyway. If
there is a need for one or other person in such a
relationship to be looked after financially, and the
partner wants to make that arrangement, sometimes it is
not without difficulty for that to be done in a will.
Formal recognition of a relationship through
registration may make it easier.
We have another family friend who has also formed
one of these types of relationships and that relationship
is still going strong. Both parties lost their partners to
cancer. They were both lonely and needed
companionship. They share a home and both have
families of their own. I am sure that if one or other of
them passes away in the immediate future they would
want some sort of assistance given to the other partner
to ensure that they were financially secure for the rest
of their life, before all property and whatever other
assets they have are passed on to the children.
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There are also same-sex relationships. Again, I have
several friends who are in these types of relationships
and most of them are long-term and committed
relationships. They want the opportunity to organise
their legal affairs and to recognise their long-term
partners so that, in the event of one of them dying, the
other will be looked after. This bill gives couples who
enter into a relationship that is not a traditional marriage
a legal arrangement that enables them to carry out their
everyday affairs without having to prove their
relationship over and over again. It will give their
relationship the legal status of a partnership. It will
make it easier for them to access existing entitlements
and to deal with medical emergencies without having to
justify their relationship.
I had a friend whose partner in a same-sex relationship
was rushed to hospital. After she accompanied her
partner to the emergency department, she was denied
access to the emergency area where her partner was. It
was only after she threatened to sue the hospital that she
was allowed access to the emergency area so that she
could be with her partner. A registered relationship will
prevent these types of events occurring. It will also
make it easier to deal with financial and property
matters in the event of a relationship breakdown.
I will support this legislation because I believe it
delivers a sensible solution to those couples who either
choose not to or do not qualify to enter into a traditional
marriage. It will give them the opportunity to enter into
a registered relationship that will enable them to better
organise their legal and financial affairs.
Every relationship begins with a great deal of hope and
with aspirations that it will be a long and loving union.
However, it is inevitable that some relationships will
not last and that even when they do in some cases a
family will contest a will. I believe that as legislators
we have a responsibility to put in place legislation that
supports a couple to manage their relationship when
they are together, in the sad situation of the passing of
one of the partners, or in the event of a relationship
breakdown, and that allows the couple to deal with their
financial and property issues in the easiest manner
possible without any unnecessary difficulty or pain.
Finally, I restate my support for traditional marriage. It
is the foundation of our society and will continue to be
so. Many of those who oppose this bill have stated that
they believe that this bill will undermine traditional
marriage. I do not believe that this is so and would not
support the bill if I thought it would. To me marriage is
the union of a man and a woman before God, and the
church believes in a union between a man and a
woman. I would never support any legislation that
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imposed on the church the performance of a ceremony
that was not in its beliefs.
Whether this bill passes or not, I believe traditional
marriage will continue to be the foundation of our
society, and whether it passes or not, the relationship it
speaks of will continue to exist. I believe that as
legislators it is our duty to support legislation that
enables all members of the community to be treated
with dignity and respect and be able to manage their
financial and legal affairs as simply as possible. For this
reason I will support the bill.
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — The
Relationships Bill extends human rights in Victoria and
should be strongly supported. The provisions of the bill
harm no-one; they limit or adversely affect no-one’s
existing rights. The provisions of the bill do the
opposite: they strengthen and develop the rights of
many people who on an almost daily basis face
difficulty in establishing the legitimacy and authenticity
of their relationship with their partner. Through this bill
the community collectively recognises the legitimacy
and dignity of the thousands of genuine relationships
that exist between couples who either do not wish to
marry or who are unable to marry.
As the Attorney-General stated in his second-reading
speech, the bill will give peace of mind to couples
choosing to have their relationship formally registered,
because they will no longer need to prove the
genuineness of their relationship when attempting, for
instance, to discuss their partner’s health information
during an emergency or when seeking to obtain
compensation entitlements as a dependent partner.
The opportunity to formally register a relationship is
important because it publicly validates the deep
personal commitment that people have to their
relationship and that mostly they can share only
privately within their own social circle. Most people
who are in married relationships count amongst their
friends those who are in relationships that are not
formally recognised by our institutions, and they have a
fair understanding of the negative impacts this lack of
general social recognition has on a person’s sense of
belonging and personal validity, not to mention the
many practical difficulties they need to deal with.
The vast majority of Victorians understand that our
society is diverse and that adults should be free to
conduct their personal lives as they wish, provided that
they cause no harm. Victorians understand that people
have a natural wish to have their relationships publicly
recognised and that they already do this in a variety of
ways — in a variety of religious and cultural traditions
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and also in the form of civil ceremonies. I think
Victorians also believe that it is better that domestic
relationships should be regulated through the law and
that we do not want to go back to the kind of
dysfunction that existed in Britain before
Lord Hardwicke’s Marriage Act of 1753.
It makes good sense to establish a legal basis for
registering genuine relationships for people who, as I
have said, either do not wish to marry or who cannot
marry under our laws. And yet, along with other
members, I have received emails and a few letters from
constituents who believe that in line with the Christian
principles on which this country was founded, the
Relationships Bill will undermine marriage in
Australia, or words to that effect. Others have written to
say that the relationships register would be dangerous to
the family unit and to the institution of marriage, and
that having a relationships register would undermine its
unique status.
On the one hand these writers say that the relationships
register should be opposed because it is weaker than the
marriage contract, and on the other they say that it will
be an open door to those who want the same rights as
married people. These writers have consistently
reminded me that marriage should always be between
one man and one woman — a matter that is not
contested by the Relationships Bill, and there is no
disagreement with that here. But none of the people
who have emailed me — in fact, none of the people I
have heard speak in opposition to this bill in the house
today — have clearly established the logical or practical
connection between establishing a relationships register
and undermining the institution of marriage. The only
point that has been made by these people is that people
who would otherwise marry might now prefer to have
their relationship registered under the provisions of this
bill. So in the end the objection is that some people may
prefer the arrangements in this bill. This seems to me to
be an argument in support of its provisions.
Along with other members, I have received material
from groups who have argued that while they support
the legislation in that it provides financial and
work-related entitlements that assist people in
supportive and caring relationships, they believe the
provisions in the Relationships Bill should not be
predicated on the existence of a non-marital sexual
relationship. Some have put the view that in codifying
provisions that aim to establish a relationships register
the law should be blind to the sexual dimension of a
relationship. In my reading of this bill I cannot see any
evidence at all that the bill refers to sexual relationships.
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The relevant sections of the bill are in chapter 2,
‘Registration of domestic relationships’, and part 2.2,
‘Registration of a registrable relationship’ in clauses 6
to 16, which set out the conditions that must be satisfied
and the steps that are involved in having a domestic
relationship registered. Under these provisions a
registrable relationship means a relationship between
two people who are not married to each other but are a
couple who are, to summarise, materially
interdependent.
The public understands perfectly well the difference
between, for example, a couple who do not wish to
marry or cannot marry but wish to have a formal and
legal recognition of the status of their relationship, and
a couple who are married — a couple whose
relationship is registered under the Marriage Act. I also
believe that overwhelmingly people recognise the
unfairness of preventing some citizens from having
their relationship legitimised. The vast majority of
Victorians believe that individuals should be free to
conduct their relationships as they see fit, as I said
earlier, provided they abide by the law, do no harm to
others and make a positive contribution to their
communities.
The aim of the bill is to establish a register of domestic
relationships that will enable a formal recognition of
those arrangements with the registrar of births, deaths
and marriages. Registration will constitute proof
beyond question that a genuine relationship exists
between two parties. The bill makes it possible for the
first time for people in a domestic relationship to enter
into an agreement on their finances and property which
the courts can deal with as they deal with a contract.
The bill describes a domestic relationship as that
existing between two persons who are not married to
each other but who are living together as a couple on a
genuine domestic basis, and that definition is consistent
with part 9 of the Property Law Act.
The bill provides a single site for the legal provisions
that relate to property division and maintenance
arrangements in the event of a breakdown of a domestic
relationship and for the enforcement of relationship
agreements. These agreements can be made before a
couple register their relationship, during the period the
relationship lasts, at a time when it looks like the
relationship will end, and also after the relationship has
ended.
One of the objectives of the bill is to extend equality
before the law by recognising relationships between
two people regardless of the genders of the individuals
involved. This is good legislation that will make an
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important and positive difference to the lives of
Victorians. I commend it to the house and urge all
members on the non-government side to support it.
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
would like to cover the five main areas the
Relationships Bill provides for. It provides for a register
for domestic relationships, relationship agreements
between domestic partners, the power of courts to alter
the property interests of domestic partners, maintenance
payments by domestic partners and consequential
amendments to other legislation.
This bill applies equally to heterosexual de facto
relationships. The bill also draws largely upon the
provisions of the Tasmanian Relationships Act of 2003;
however, the Victorian bill applies to relationships
between two persons who form a couple, and there is
an implied sexual relationship. Importantly, the bill
does not allow for the registration of other kinds of
relationships based on the provision of domestic care
and support.
From the outset I would like to say, as a somewhat
personal reflection, that for my entire adult life I have
had the pleasure and privilege of having many friends
who have gone on to form same-sex relationships. I
cannot remember a time in my adult life when I did not
enjoy their company or understand and share their pain
and sorrows as they have wended their way through the
course of society’s adjustment to their lifestyle choices.
Members of my family through marriage maintain
same-sex relationships. Where would we be without the
contributions to society of people who espouse
same-sex relationships?
However, as much as I personally wish to eliminate any
suffering or concern of same-sex couples across the
state, we have to say in the cold, hard light of analysis
that the bill will serve to undermine marriage for
heterosexual couples because of what it facilitates. In
our society the normative unit is marriage between a
man and a woman, and to quote Archbishop Hart of
Melbourne:
The status which the law confers on marriage is justified by
the benefits which marriage confers on society.

It is possible that this bill will result in a paradigm shift
as to what is normative. The shift and its consequences
may eventually percolate down through to the youngest
in our society, and whilst the make-up of families is
now quite a mix, with blended families and the
opportunity for children to have multiple
step-siblings — there are single parents, grandparents
with their grandchildren, children of de facto
relationships, children born of surrogacy, surrogacy by
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siblings et cetera — we still need the foundation of the
symbolic rock which allows us to usher the next
generation into this world with the greatest degree of
safety that we can possibly provide as human beings.
This bill specifies criteria for determining whether a
domestic relationship exists, so it is important to note
that these criteria are the same as those that were
inserted by this government into the Property Law Act
by the Statute Law Amendment (Relationships) Act
back in 2001.
I have to say that for many years I have been witness,
through my circle of friends, to some of the worries that
same-sex partners might have been put through in terms
of being recognised as next of kin in case of a medical
emergency. With my brother-in-law living overseas, I
can tell you that when his partner was dying of AIDS
we experienced firsthand a lot of suffering within that
jurisdiction. No-one considered that such a person
would already be under great stress because of their
partner’s medical condition and suffering and doubted
whether they should be interrogated by medical staff as
to whether they had the right to be with their partner or
act as next of kin. I was particularly concerned about
this because of the family circumstances.
After the death of the partner from AIDS there was a
very complex battle, with members of the immediate
family claiming property rights to the apartment they
owned together, and there were also times when the
healthy surviving partner was made to feel
uncomfortable during medical events. This does not
happen in Australia.
Mr Scheffer — Yes it does.
Mrs KRONBERG — It does not. Against this
background I have looked very carefully at what needs
to be changed in Victoria to ensure that these hurtful,
embarrassing and frustrating events are not inflicted on
same-sex couples here, and to my profound relief I
have found that their rights have already been catered
for in the 2001 Statute Law Amendment
(Relationships) Act. I am amazed that the
Attorney-General sees the need to cloak this bill with
the mantle of such important need when in his
second-reading speech in 2001 he actually specified
what the provisions were meant to achieve. He said that
the bill would ensure that there is recognition of the
right ‘of a lesbian woman to be consulted about the
medical treatment of her hospitalised female partner’.
And rightly so; and that has been prevailing in this state
since 2001. That is why I challenged what Mr Scheffer
had to say. But amazingly enough, this is put forward
as the main reason for this bill. I must say I am sure that
a number of consciences of members of the
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government are being pricked on this issue, and we can
see that from the outcome of the voting in the
Legislative Assembly. I thank God that I belong to the
Liberal Party, which has given me the choice to vote as
I feel I must.
It is felt that this system of registration will be akin to
marriage and will not simply be an administrative
exercise; that would mean that this state is supporting
same-sex relationships as the norm. As we are an
enlightened society here in Australia, and in Victoria in
particular, it is not really necessary for the entire culture
to experience such a profound change in order for
homosexual couples to feel valued, welcomed,
comfortable and accepted as part of our community.
From my viewpoint they already are, and rightly so. Let
us face it: male and female relationships merit unique
recognition. It we look at the federal Parliament’s view
of reserving marriage for male-female couples, we see
bipartisan support for its preservation. Frankly this
unique relationship needs to be upheld and
championed. With this legislation there is the potential
to weaken male-female relationships. It is an ersatz
form of marriage and a downgrading of expectations.
For me, the government has embarked on a dangerous
course, because the bill represents a seismic shock to an
enduring ideal. Even in these times of much social
upheaval, marriage is still there to ensure that children
have the optimal opportunity for emotional and
financial support because of the lifelong commitment
that most married couples make — no matter what
happens during the course of a marriage — to achieve a
long-term objective. I think they do that with the best of
intentions, no matter what happens to derail the
marriage.
With the registration of relationships, surely the
government understands it is setting up the conditions
for couples to ask: why should we marry at all? This
way we have a relationship that is easier to slide into,
and equally easy to slide out of. The government should
operate at all times in the way that doctors agree to do
when they take the Hippocratic oath, in that they set out
to do no harm. The interests of children must at all
times be paramount. The interests of children are best
safeguarded in a stable relationship, not one that starts
out with a cynical, short-term commitment.
Legal access for same-sex couples, along with social
equality and acceptance, has already been covered in
legislation introduced by this government. This bill
does not seek to ameliorate the injustices that we are led
to believe still prevail; rather it is designed to replicate
marriage for same-sex couples, and I am unable to
support it.
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Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I rise to make
a contribution to the debate on the Relationships Bill
and, like many other members of the chamber, I have
received many emails and pieces of correspondence
from constituents and the various organisations which
previous speakers have referred to. I have read all of the
correspondence, and I have also met with many people
and listened to their positions. I have also studied the
elements contained in the bill.
The plain facts are that the bill establishes a
relationships register for adult partners who are not
married but are in committed relationships. Essentially
it means that it will be much easier to access
entitlements, and it will also mean that people who are
registered in these relationships will not time after time
have to prove that they are in committed relationships.
It will also mean that they will not have to prove this in
a court.
To me the bill means many things. Primarily it will
mean recognition. It is an acknowledgement of those
relationships other than traditional marriages. The bill
means that, hopefully, society has stopped, has taken a
look and is rectifying a situation that has led to
discrimination, so that when your partner is seeking
medical attention you will be seen as the appropriate
person to be consulted by the medical practitioner. In a
time of crisis you will not have to stand there and argue
the existence of your relationship, but instead you will
be able to concentrate on what is at hand and deal with
the medical emergency. It will also mean that people
will have access to superannuation entitlements in the
same way that many others in relationships have been
able to enjoy that benefit over some time.
It will also mean that a person can be seen as the
primary person for people such as funeral directors to
deal with. For example, in circumstances where people
may be in a same-sex relationship and the parents of the
deceased want to intervene, they cannot do so at this
point. They cannot intervene and marginalise the
partner in the relationship, put them to one side and
organise all of the arrangements without due
consultation. Funeral directors will be obliged to sit
down and consult with the same-sex partner in the same
way as they would with any other partner. It is about
the recognition of relationships. It is not
marginalisation; it is quite the opposite. It is a
recognition about the inclusion of relationships other
than traditional marriage.
In all of this I sincerely hope the bill will make life in a
practical sense much easier in respect of entitlements
and status. I know from speaking to constituents,
friends and family members who are in loving and
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committed relationships that the register and the
consequential recognition have been a long time
coming. I hope people in these relationships will be
able to engage in our collective community without
being sidelined and having to justify themselves and
their relationships, or the quality of their relationships. I
thank them for their contributions in agitating at many
levels to bring this type of reform to this house.
I found it quite interesting talking to people in the wider
community in the lead-up to this bill, and I found that
the majority of people I spoke to who were
heterosexual, whether they were married or not
married, did not believe that people in same-sex
relationships are denied the basic rights that we are
talking about here tonight. In fact most people thought
that there was legal protection; that there was
legislation that had been passed through parliaments
many years ago. They were quite shocked and appalled
that the benefits and status that they take for granted
had been denied to a whole sector of our society.
In conclusion I wish to thank the many people who
have worked tirelessly to make sure that this bill is
before us today. I thank them for the journeys they have
endured in making sure that people of our next
generation do not have to justify their existence, do not
have to justify their sexuality and do not have to justify
their relationships over and above anyone else in the
community. I commend the bill. I wish it a speedy
passage, and I urge the opposition to recognise that the
episodes of middle-class United States of America
sitcoms, Leave it to Beaver-type episodes, need to
remain on TV sets of the 1950s.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) —
Relationships — I decided I would go and check what a
relationship is. I went to a traditional reference book,
the Concise Oxford English Dictionary, and under
‘relationship’ it says:
the fact or state of being related … a condition or character
due to being related … kinship.

Under ‘relation’ the same dictionary states:
a narrative … the laying of an information …the way in
which one person or thing is related to another … connection
correspondence, contrast, or feeling prevailing between
persons or things …

The Concise Oxford English Dictionary is a traditional
way of looking up information, but I decided that we
live in a technical world; we live in a fast world where
information is shared very rapidly, so I also went to the
internet and googled ‘interpersonal relationships’ and
there were pages and pages and pages of items. It talks
about relationships in business, relationships with God,
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nurse-patient relationships, patriarchy, patrimonial and
filial piety and so on.
Then I went to Wikipedia. Wikipedia may be a lot of
things, but it is mainly a social reflection. It is a
reflection of what people across the world, across this
country and in this state think. I went to ‘interpersonal
relationship’, and this is what it had to say:
kinship relationships (including family relationships) …
formalised intimate relationships or long-term relationships
recognised by law and formalised through public
ceremony … non-formalised intimate relationships or
long-term relationships such as … romantic relationships —

such as girlfriends and boyfriends and lovers —
soulmates, individuals intimately drawn to one another
through a favourable “meeting of minds” … casual
relationships, sexual relationships extending beyond “one
night stands” … platonic love, an affectionate relationship
into which the sexual element does not enter … friendship,
which consists of mutual love, trust, respect, and (often
unconditional) acceptance … brotherhood and sisterhood:
individuals united in a common cause … partners or
co-workers in a profession … participation in a community,
for example, a community of interest or practice …
association, simply knowing someone by introduction or
knowing someone by interaction.

Although the concise definition is just that —
concise — there are some very similar threads with
what Wikipedia, the tool of today, has had to say.
What are the fundamentals of a relationship? I would
suggest they are trust, respect, loyalty, communication
and common interest. I ask everyone in this chamber
tonight, either in the gallery or within this chamber
itself, what ‘relationship’ means to them. Now I ask: is
there anything that suggests that same-sex relationships
are built on values other than trust, respect, loyalty,
communication and common interest? I do not think so.
I totally respect the institution of marriage, just as I
totally respect and value the commitment of a civil
registration ceremony. I believe that people who want
to make a commitment to each other should be able to
do so — in fact should be encouraged to do so.
Relationships and commitment are under threat in our
community today. People are increasingly feeling
constrained by time and circumstances and to spend
time and effort on a relationship is just all too hard, and
so for me commitment is vitally important.
There are technical aspects of this bill that are
non-contentious. It is the issue of the recognition of a
same-sex relationship in a formal manner that has
raised some violent discussion. This is a difficult bill,
for it challenges the supposed foundations and values of
society as we have known it. As current-day legislators,
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we must look at what has been successful in the past
and build on it. Our charter is to represent the
community of today and into the future. That is our
responsibility.
There are members of Parliament who are vehemently
opposed to the recognition and registration of the
relationships of same-sex couples. They reflect the
views of their communities and I totally respect that,
but I reflect the views of my community and that
includes a large number of same-sex couples. They,
like many of us in this chamber, have been together in
loving, respectful, quiet, stable and supportive
relationships for decades.
As I said, there are some concerns about this bill. For
example, I was very interested to hear Ms Pennicuik
say in her contribution that the government had agreed
to look into some aspects of this bill and bring it back
later this year. I ask: why was it not fixed originally?
Why were we not presented with a bill that in fact
reflected all the issues and things we feel? It has been a
missed opportunity and I am sad that these issues were
not dealt with, but I hope when this bill comes back a
number of things will have been looked at.
I look at the issues that were raised in the submission
from the family law, administrative law and human
rights, and property and environmental law sections of
the Law Institute of Victoria (LIV) and highlight a
number of concerns they have about this bill. I hope the
government looks at these issues, addresses them and
speaks in depth with people at the Law Institute of
Victoria so that when the legislation comes back here, it
is right.
One of the concerns that the law institute has is the
definition of ‘adult’. Other concerns relate to the
requirement that a person be domiciled or ordinarily
resident in the state, a registrable relationship not
including a person who provides domestic support and
personal care for fee or reward, the bill not allowing for
recognition of registered relationships in other
jurisdictions, and the definition of ‘child’ in relation to
domestic partners.
About the definition of ‘child’, the institute goes on to
say in its submission:
The LIV recommends that the definition of ‘child’ in
clause 39 of the bill be amended to incorporate the meaning
of ‘child’ in clause 45(1)(b)(ii), by including a further
subclause (d): ‘a child accepted by one or both of the partners
into their household, whether or not the child is a child of
either of the partners’. We consider this amendment important
to ensure the recognition of children whose parents are
same-sex domestic partners.
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This is probably an oversight by the government. I
certainly hope it was and that it will be addressed when
it goes back to the drawing board, so to speak.
The concern with which I am in agreement with the law
institute is another element of its submission — that is,
the confidentiality and restriction of reporting
proceedings. It is very important that we deal with
confidentiality, which has been overlooked in this bill.
It is an important element that should be revisited. The
submission goes on to say that:
The LIV recommends that the bill be amended to include a
provision similar to section 121 of the Family Law Act 1975
(Cth) (FLA). This would restrict the publication of any
account of proceedings which identifies either a party to the
proceedings, a person who is related to, or associated with, a
party to the proceedings or is, or is alleged to be, in any other
way concerned in the matter to which the proceedings relate,
or a witness in the proceedings.
The LIV considers that it is appropriate for reporting of
proceedings to be restricted in property and maintenance
matters, in order to protect the children of domestic partners.

I certainly hope that is something that is looked at and
that the government deals with the law institute on that
issue.
I was very interested to see that Ms Pennicuik withdrew
one of her original amendments which was to have
dealt with the recognition of relationships that have
been registered in other jurisdictions — for example,
Tasmania and the Australian Capital Territory — and I
add to them the United Kingdom and New Zealand. It
is a pity that we are not to get an opportunity to divide
on this issue, because I believe it is very important.
From listening to Ms Pennicuik I understand she has
been assured by the government that it will address this
issue and that it will be included in the bill when it
comes back here. We are holding the government to
this promise to the Greens. I hope to see that reiterated
in a re-presented bill. I hope it was an oversight. The
ramifications are unnecessarily discriminatory, and they
should be corrected.
On the other amendment the Greens have put forward, I
certainly agree that the application to register a
relationship should require that at least one person be
domiciled in this state. I have some difficulty with the
amendment providing that the registrar may conduct a
ceremony in conjunction with the registering of the
relationship. I have an enormous amount of empathy
with people wishing to register, and I understand that
any loving couple going to the effort of registering their
relationship will want to have a ceremony in
recognition of that. I certainly understand that it will be
a very exciting and special moment for the people
concerned and that it will be a significant celebration,
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but I am not convinced that the state has to include that
ceremony in legislation. I have some difficulty with that
proposed amendment, and that is my position.
In conclusion, I believe that members of the wider
community wish to live in a state that removes
discrimination against people on the basis of gender
identity. I most certainly have that wish. This bill is a
recognition of the realities of modern Victoria. It will
allow same-sex couples life security, peace of mind in
the event of a partner’s death and fair treatment should
their relationship break down. This bill is about equality
and human rights; it is about same-sex couples having
the option of having a loving, committed relationship
being officially recognised. That should be the
fundamental right of everyone. I will be supporting this
bill.
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I rise to
support this bill and to oppose the proposed
amendments. Firstly, I agree with the sentiments
Mrs Coote expressed at the conclusion of her
contribution, that the community wants the
discrimination against same-sex couples eliminated.
They will welcome this bill and the sort of respect and
legal protection that it will afford other people in
same-sex relationships. We live in an enlightened
society. People in same-sex relationships need to be
protected so that they do not have to continually prove
that they are living together and are in a committed and
loving relationship where there is dependence —
whether that be emotional or financial — on each other
and a mutual respect of each other.
I want to address some of the criticisms of the bill
which were made by Mrs Kronberg. Her criticisms may
have been echoed by other members during their
contributions; I did not hear those other contributions
but I heard what Mrs Kronberg said.
Mrs Kronberg talked about the bill downgrading
marriage. I cannot and do not agree with that. I do not
see how the recognition of a committed relationship
between two adults who are of the same sex can impact
or downgrade a committed relationship between a
heterosexual couple. Mrs Kronberg also said that
marriage financially and emotionally protected children
and that marriage afforded children security. She said
that is why marriage is so important and why this bill
should not be supported. But same-sex couples also
have children, and the children of same-sex couples
deserve to have as much protection as the children of
heterosexual couples, through the emotional security of
a relationship and the sorts of security that this bill
offers same-sex relationships, including financial
security.
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I do not accept that marriage is the only relationship
which produces children; that is not the case. I agree
that children need to be protected and need to be in the
most secure kind of relationship possible. The
provisions outlined in the bill before members today
will help to secure those relationships.
At the moment we discriminate against people who are
in same-sex relationships and people who are not
married, which include people who choose not to marry
and those who are in same-sex relationships who are
unable to be married but who may want to be married.
This bill is a good bill; it deserves support from all
members of the chamber. It is not something new. In
2007 the government announced it would establish a
relationships register similar to the model in the
Tasmanian Relationships Act 2003.
This bill builds on the reforms which were put in place
in 2001 when a large number of Victorian acts were
amended to recognise the rights and obligations of
partners in domestic relationships, irrespective of the
gender of the people in those relationships. The reforms
in the bill form part of the vision which our government
set out in Growing Victoria Together. They are reforms
which work towards the goal of creating a fairer society
for everyone and which reduce disadvantage and also
respect diversity. That is exactly what this bill does. It
ensures that people are not disadvantaged because they
are a part of a same-sex relationship. It also respects the
diversity of relationships within our community.
The bill establishes a relationship register for the
registration of domestic relationships. The bill describes
a relationship. Mrs Coote referred to Wikipedia and
dealt with a whole raft of relationships and with what
the word ‘ relationship’ means. The bill says:
A registrable relationship means a relationship, other than a
registered relationship, between two adults who are not
married to each other but are a couple where one or each of
the persons in the relationship provides personal or financial
commitment and support of a domestic nature for the material
benefit of the other. A couple does not necessarily have to be
living together to be in a registrable relationship.

The bill clearly spells out the relationships that will be
able to be registered. This is about a committed
relationship between two adults, regardless of their
gender and regardless of the fact that they may or may
not be living together.
The relationship register will allow couples in a
registrable relationship to register their relationship with
the registrar of births, deaths and marriages. The
register will operate as a single system of registration
across Victoria. Registration will provide conclusive
proof of a domestic relationship where such a
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relationship is recognised under Victorian law. Partners
in registered relationships will not have to provide any
further evidence to establish that their relationship
exists. This will make it easier for couples to access
their rights under Victorian law. Couples will not have
to go through the process of having to demonstrate to
whomever it may be that they have a committed
relationship. In the case of a death — which is not an
easy situation for family or friends to deal with — of a
partner in a same-sex relationship it can often be even
more complicated because the family may not accept
the relationship. It may be complicated even when the
family does accept the relationship because church
organisations or funeral directors, as pointed out by
Ms Tierney, or other people associated with the
conducting of the funeral service do not recognise the
partner of the person who has died.
Mrs Kronberg talked about death and dying where a
partner in a same-sex relationship may be terminally ill
and there are difficulties associated with the partner
being able to visit the person who is ill and difficulties
about who is the next of kin. These situations are often
able to be dealt with quite smoothly when there is an
acceptance and recognition in the family and the
extended family of the relationship, but in
circumstances where the relationship is not recognised
they can become quite complicated and difficult. This
bill will make all those situations much easier. The very
fact that you have registered a relationship and declared
that relationship by putting it on the register means that
everyone knows and understands that you have a
committed, emotional, loving and caring relationship.
That is very important to the stability and the
recognition of all relationships.
The bill will make sure that there is not a continual need
to establish that the relationship exists. The bill also
provides a single location for statutory requirements
governing property matters in the event of the
breakdown of a domestic relationship. It also provides
for the enforcement of relationship agreements,
property adjustments between partners and
maintenance. In circumstances where the relationship
breaks down the couple are afforded the weight of
Victorian law when it comes to dealing with property,
when it comes to dealing with agreements that the
couple may have entered into and when it comes to
dealing with maintenance and upkeep, whether it is for
the remaining partner or for a child in the relationship.
It provides protection and recognition for the couple
and it provides protection and recognition for the
partners within the relationship if and when the
relationship breaks down. We all know how messy and
difficult a breakdown in a relationship can be, which is
why it is so important that we have a bill like this that
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affords same-sex couples the same support from
Victorian law that a married couple would receive.
This is a very good bill. The Victorian law institute was
mentioned by Ms Coote in her contribution. The law
institute supports this bill. I acknowledge it has made
some comment to the effect that it could go further, but
it has also recognised that this is a good bill and
supports it.
As a society we need to ensure that we protect people
as much as possible, and protect them at times when
they are likely to be more vulnerable. The way we do
that is to ensure that couples and relationships are
recognised. We do it by recognising family
relationships; we do it by recognising marriages; we do
it by recognising de facto relationships, and of course
we do it by recognising same-sex couples as well.
We do not want to discriminate against sectors of our
community. We have all received a plethora of
communications from people who are very supportive
of this bill as well as from individuals and organisations
who do not support it. We have all looked at that
material very carefully. As a government we have made
our position very clear since coming into government:
we believe that same-sex couples deserve and should be
provided with support through laws like the one we are
proposing with the bill.
As I said, this is a very good bill. It is a bill that
removes discrimination that occurs against a section of
our community. It is a bill that deserves the support of
all members of this chamber. I congratulate our
Attorney-General for bringing this bill before the
Parliament. I wish it a speedy passage. It deserves the
support of all members of this chamber.
Sitting suspended 6.28 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — I rise
today to speak in favour of the Relationships Bill in its
present form. I choose to do this on the basis that I do
not support discrimination against members of our
society based on their sexuality. In a contemporary
society which is inclusive and non-prejudicial it is
timely that we acknowledge many of the rights that
heterosexual couples take for granted.
This bill seeks to register relationships by the
establishment of a relationship register. It enables those
relationships to be defined by registration and
deregistration, and importantly acknowledges the
property rights of gay and lesbian couples and other
partnerships, which are not currently defined. It also
includes provisions which may have been included in
other acts. The relationships register will allow
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Victorian couples in registrable domestic relationships
to register their relationships with the registrar of births,
deaths and marriages. Registration will provide
conclusive proof of the existence of a domestic
relationship. Partners in registered relationships will not
have to provide any further evidence to establish that
their relationship exists. This will make it easier for
domestic partners to access their rights under Victorian
law.
It has been stated by the Attorney-General that the bill
does not include an exchange of vows or the use of
celebrants or a formal ceremony. For marriage to be the
next step, or the erosion of community values, is not the
purpose of the bill before us tonight. This is about
supporting and assisting members of our community to
better manage those issues which affect all of us in our
lives.
This bill does not support gay marriage. If it did, I
would not support it. I see traditional marriage
remaining at the core of our society. It is for the benefit
of raising and nurturing children. It should be
remembered that marriage is the cornerstone of a
civilised, stable society, and demonstrates the clear
Christian values that our society has been successfully
living under for many hundreds of years. If this bill
passes tonight, I do not see that it will undermine this
and the tradition of heterosexual marriage. Marriages
will continue. Some will be successful and some may
not endure. This is the nature of all relationships. This is
no substitute or replacement for marriage — there is no
substitute for traditional marriage.
What this bill seeks to do is alleviate some of the
difficulties around property, inheritance,
superannuation and in the case of illness or emergency
the opportunity for that partnership to be recognised so
that a partner can be with their loved one in their time
of greatest need. These are all things that many of us
take for granted, things that heterosexual couples take
for granted.
Opponents of this bill have stated that it will in some
way undermine our society and the way it functions. I
am saddened that in our community there are members
who still have difficulty being open about their
sexuality because of community prejudice and the
pressure this places on them, particularly young
members of our society who may be struggling with
their identity or coming to grips with their sexuality.
These issues which we are able to speak about in this
place should be reflective of community views, and
some of the more difficult issues confronting our
community should be discussed in this house and
within the community. If we do not do that, we will
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never overcome the struggles facing some of our
community members. If this bill alleviates some of the
pressure on those individuals, it is a good thing.
In 1980 the Hamer Liberal government introduced and
passed the Crimes (Sexual Offences) Act. This
decriminalised homosexuality between consenting
adults. The Liberal Party recognises the right of
individuals in our community to make choices about
their private lives, and to do so without government
interference. The Liberal Party allows for a free vote on
issues such as this, which I think is important. Many
diverse and wide-ranging views have been expressed in
this chamber today, and this reflects the wide-ranging
and diverse views on this subject in the community.
This is reflective of our party’s approach to dealing
with issues of this nature. It is important to remember
with issues such as these that all views should be
respected, just as those individuals in our community
who are affected by these matters should be respected. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — It is a
privilege for me to be able to speak in favour of this bill
today. I would like to thank the many people, both from
inside and outside my electorate, who have contacted
me through letters and emails to pass on their thoughts
and concerns on this bill. This correspondence has
included a lot of arguments in favour of the bill being
passed and a lot of arguments against it being passed.
I will outline some of the reasons why I support the bill.
One of the reasons is that the great majority of our
society clearly believes it is unacceptable to
discriminate against a person because of their sexual
preference. In many areas, including employment
opportunities, it is illegal to discriminate against
someone because of their sexual preference. On top of
that, it should be illegal to discriminate against a couple
who are in a domestic relationship but who are not
married. Therefore, supporting this bill is a no-brainer
for me. It gives committed domestic partners,
regardless of their gender, the opportunity to legally
register their relationship with the registrar of births,
deaths and marriages if they wish to do so.
It is a fact that we live in a community where fewer
people are getting married. We live in a community
where more and more people are choosing to live in
de facto relationships, whether they be heterosexual or
homosexual relationships. This is a reality we live in,
and as legislators we have to legislate for all the
community within the reality we live in. We cannot
legislate on the basis of false notions of what some
people think our society should be. There is no point in
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our being here if we are not relevant to what is
happening out there in our cities and in our suburbs.
Some people have lobbied me to vote against this bill
because they believe passing it would be an attack on
the family unit. I do not agree with that. I had an
interesting conversation with a Family First volunteer
while we handed out how-to-vote cards next to each
other two federal elections ago. I was handing out ALP
how-to-vote cards, not Family First ones! We had quite
an interesting conversation, which I initiated by asking,
‘What’s your mob all about?’, seeing that at that time
Family First was a relatively new political party. ‘Can
you tell me what Family First is all about?’, I asked.
She answered, ‘Our party stands for what is good for
the family. Anything good for the family is what we
will be representing’. That led me to ask further, ‘What
families?’. The answer was ‘All families’. I said, ‘That
is great. In saying that you mean all types of families,
which include families with single mothers, families
with single fathers, rich families, poor families and
families with parents who are in de facto
relationships?’. After a bit of thought the woman
responded, ‘No, it is not exactly right. We just stand for
what is good for families’. That led me to believe that
her view of what families are was quite different from
what I view the family unit to be now.
In my view the family unit takes in a multitude of
different combinations. As I outlined to my
handing-out-how-to-vote-card acquaintance, families
now are not necessarily based on a man and a woman
being married and having the 2.3 children in the
ensuing years — and not before.
Mrs Peulich — Two point seven.
Mr LEANE — Two point seven? I stand corrected.
Thousands and thousands of families have chosen to
exist happily without this base of being a married
couple for decades. If the people who have written to
me along this line are urging me to defend what they
see as the only acceptable family unit, even if I wanted
to defend their position I would see no point in taking
up their fight, because the way I see it their quest was
lost decades ago.
Our society has changed. Committed relationships in
our society do not exist only between married partners.
It is important that a couple whose members have
committed to a domestic relationship can register their
relationship if they choose to. Registration of
relationships will also be very important in enabling
couples who so wish to enter into a relationship
agreement covering property and maintenance to
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protect all parties, including children, if there is a
breakdown in the relationship. It is important not to
discriminate against these couples if they are not
married or for that matter if they are not heterosexual. I
commend this bill to the house.
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — I am pleased
to make a short contribution to debate on the
Relationships Bill 2007, and I note that the Liberal
Party has provided its members with the opportunity of
a free vote, which is something that a number of our
members have said we are very proud of. The
Relationships Bill will have a profound impact on and
be of profound importance to many people in our
community. It will have an impact upon many people’s
lives if it is passed here tonight. It is a bill that will give
formal recognition — not on the same level as
marriage, but nonetheless formal recognition — to
relationships that are neither de facto nor legal
marriage.
As we all know, this bill has drawn much debate among
many people in our community over recent weeks. I
have had a very large amount of feedback, as no doubt
have other members, particularly from the Christian
churches. I want to pass on my appreciation of the
Catholic Church, the Presbyterian Church and a range
of other Christian churches and organisations for taking
the time to inform me of their points of view. Further, I
want to pass on my thanks to members of my own
party, particularly Jan Kronberg, a member for Eastern
Metropolitan Region, who took the time to pass on
information from other religious leaders in Victoria
whose input is valued and always very worthwhile.
I have thought long and hard about this bill, about its
impact on society after its possible passing in this
chamber tonight, about the views of those who oppose
it and about the views of those who support it. Further I
have noted with some interest and a little bit of sadness
that the debate on this bill appears in some respects,
particularly in the other chamber, suited to a routine
piece of government legislation rather than a bill that
may bring a profound social change for many people
within our community.
The bill will provide a legal framework for couples
other than those who are legally married. It will apply
to de facto and same-sex couples and even to couples
where one or both partners provide domestic care to
each other. The bill is very broad and wide ranging.
I believe no-one in society has a monopoly on love.
No-one’s opinion is right or wrong when it comes to
what a couple believes to be their expression of love,
what that expression is for them and what it means to
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them. While I do have some concerns about the
elements of this bill, as far as I can see it simply seeks
to recognise any genuine, loving, caring relationships
within the protection of a legal framework. As I see it
the bill seeks to provide that legal protection to people
who choose to recognise their relationships within the
framework of the law without seeking or having access
to the legal protection of marriage. I do not view those
aims as offensive, immoral or wrong.
The bill undeniably has a very strong impact upon the
many people in our community who are in same-sex
relationships. From much of the correspondence I have
received it seems that some associate this bill with the
recognition of short-term, promiscuous homosexual
relationships. This argument has confused me, as it is
obvious to me that promiscuity is not a trait wholly
owned by partners in same-sex relationships. A trip to
any bar or nightclub in Melbourne on a Friday night
may alert people with that concern to the fact that short
terms and promiscuity exist within many heterosexual
relationships as well.
On a personal note, I am very good friends with a
number of same-sex couples who are in long-term,
loving relationships and have been for many years. It is
frankly my view that their relationships are their
business. I believe no-one has the right to tell them that
their relationships are of a lesser value than anyone
else’s, and I believe they have every right to expect that
the society in which they live will provide legal
protection of their relationship should that need arise.
In short, I do not fear the intentions of this bill. I think it
is one that can allow our society to contemporise and to
provide legal protection for any couple while protecting
the sanctity of marriage; therefore the bill will receive
my support.
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — I am very pleased
to be able to speak in support of the Relationships
Bill 2007 and want to pick up briefly on some of the
points and issues that have been raised by others in this
debate.
I concur with the view expressed by the previous
speaker, Mr Guy, that the relationships formed by
people in a same-sex relationship are frankly their
business and no-one else’s. In fact I would extend that
and say that any relationship between consenting adults
is their business and we ought to provide a framework
for people in any relationship to be able to register that
relationship so that it is recognised in law.
I differ a little from Mr Guy in that I get the sense that if
this bill is passed tonight, or on Thursday if the
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speaking list is not concluded tonight, on the next day
things will not be much different to the way they are
today. The passing of this legislation is not in fact going
to create more or less relationships of any kind;
relationships between adults are formed purely as
relationships between adults. Whilst I am proud that
this legislation is groundbreaking in Victoria, I have to
say that in the overall scheme of the development of
society this bill is catch-up. This bill is catch-up in the
context that it is absolutely proper and appropriate and
beyond time that people in a relationship should be able
to register that relationship whether or not they have
entered into a formal marriage. They ought to be able to
ensure that the care and love they have, however
expressed between them, ought to be recognised under
the law.
With those few words I express pride in being a
member of a government that is bringing this
legislation forward in recognition that it is absolutely
time that people in relationships ought to be able to
register those relationships and have them appropriately
recognised in law.
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) — It is an
interesting thing about bills and proposals like this that
they are confronting. Even where you might have a
fairly solid personal opinion that goes one way or the
other, the reality is that when a piece of legislation or a
public debate such as this is presented it is incumbent
upon us as legislators and as people who are
responsible for public policy to go out and seek the
opinions of people to validate our personal positions or
to enlighten ourselves on aspects that we might not
previously have considered. To not take that step is a
dereliction of our responsibilities as members of
Parliament and people responsible for public policy.
There is no doubt that this legislation has generated a
great deal of correspondence from many people in the
community, some of whom have very fixed positions
and some of whom have fairly considered positions
where, like us, they have had to address some of the
technical aspects of the legislation and to arrive at a
position. In my case I wrote to all of the churches, most
community organisations and a great many individuals
in my electorate to inquire about their position in regard
to this legislation. I even extended the envelope a bit by
writing to a number of organisations that I knew did not
have a political agenda or a particular interest in getting
involved in political matters, such as Probus clubs and
senior citizens clubs. The reality is that quite a number
of those clubs did respond, some of them
conventionally, saying, ‘No, this is not our area’. But
interestingly enough very often the person who would
respond would say, ‘This is not our area, but as an
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individual within this club and as somebody who
perhaps has talked to a few other people in this club,
this is what I think’. In other words, people in the
community had an interest in engaging in the debate
and considering it earnestly with a great deal of
empathy with others in the community whose
experience in life is quite different from their own.
In terms of this legislation, I am supporting the bill.
This legislation worries me a little bit. I guess the easy
option for someone like me might have been to say,
‘There are some detailed matters in this legislation that
allow me to cop out, to vote against it even though in
principle I might support it’. One of the most
fundamental areas that I have a concern about in this
legislation is to do with a number — the number 28 —
because I find it rather difficult that we should be
prescriptive and say that 28 days determines whether
somebody is in a committed relationship. I find the
28 days in this legislation as a measurement across the
total community an extraordinarily short period of time
in which to establish a committed relationship. It is
possible that some people might well enter into a
committed relationship within that period of time,
effectively a month, but in my experience the
measurement of most committed relationships,
irrespective of the people who enter those relationships
in terms of gender, age, experience, ethnicity —
whatever — tends to be considerably longer than
28 days. I am not sure that the prescriptive figure in this
legislation is entirely helpful.
I am also mindful of points that have been made by a
number of other members that in some ways this
legislation has some Clayton’s aspects to it. Clayton’s,
of course, is the drink you have when you are not
having a drink; it became very popular in folklore as a
measurement of situations which were not quite what
they appeared to be. In some ways there is a certain
Clayton’s aspect to some of this legislation in that the
rhetoric of the second-reading speech and what has
been suggested by a number of people is — and I think
this was in the contribution to debate that I listened to
earlier today by Ms Tierney — that this bill introduces
a number of rights that are not there at the moment. I
must say that I have some agreement with those people
who have suggested that in many ways this bill does
not go a lot further than the 2001 legislation and does
not introduce a great many additional rights or even
make more legible some of the rights that were
available to people in 2001. To that extent there is a
certain element of a Clayton’s nature about this bill. I
am sure some people in the community will also be
dissatisfied with this and will very much see it as a
Clayton’s piece of legislation in the context that it does
not deliver the civil union that some people would have
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advocated and that at one stage one of our colleagues in
the upper house sought to achieve by way of a private
member’s bill in this place.
From my point of view, while acknowledging that in all
honesty I am not sure that this legislation goes terribly
much further than the 2001 legislation, I certainly do
not see anything untoward in this legislation that would
undermine the institution of marriage or other aspects
of our society and the way people engage with and
approach one another and respect and recognise other
people’s circumstances, including, as Mr Leane said in
his recent contribution to this debate, quite different
family groupings to what we might have held as a
traditional nuclear family in years gone by.
I also do not intend my contribution to be long, but
another point that is important in a debate like this is
that there has been a fair amount of discussion of rights
and entitlements in the context of debate. One of the
things that concerns me is that perhaps there has been
too little comment on responsibilities. One of the things
we have to think about a lot in life is not just what
society, what other people, what governments, what
employers and what friends and family owe us, but also
what we owe them. The fact is that this is not all about
entitlements and rights but is also about responsibilities.
It is about what you put back. It is about what you are
prepared to trade off in terms of your contribution as an
individual for what you might expect to get back as a
right.
The reality is that I also do not think this legislation will
undermine marriage. I have received a great many
submissions and I have to say that as far as establishing
a political position, none of them were very helpful. If I
were to hold them up, they would probably be of
almost equal weight in terms of support and opposition.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Is that how you make
up your mind?
Mr ATKINSON — I think Mr Theophanous is well
aware that that is not how I make up my mind. I am
suggesting that this was a fairly divided issue among
the people who put pen to paper. I am not sure of the
number of people who put pen to paper, and I think
other members have referred to this too. In his recent
contribution I think Mr Leane referred to the fact that
the people who might have made representations to us
perhaps do not necessarily represent in a proportional
sense the broader views of the community. I think that
is true, but I certainly do not disparage those people
who have made an effort to make a contribution to this
debate. I deliberately went out — as no doubt other
members did — to seek input on this particular issue,
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and some people hold very earnest views and quite
strong religious positions about this sort of legislation,
but the reality is that we live in a society where we need
to recognise that relationships are no longer just all
about nuclear families.
However, there is a very important point that some of
those people allude to — that is, that we need to be
careful about not establishing what I would call a
McDonald’s society, a fast-food society, where we do
things in a hurry and hang the consequences, and where
we do not recognise our responsibilities. I am alarmed,
as I am sure most members here are, about the very
high divorce rates and the number of relationship
breakdowns in our society, and they are not statistics
that apply necessarily to heterosexual or homosexual
couples, or even people across generations within
families.
Relationship breakdowns, particularly marriage
breakdowns, are sadly not just of import to those people
who are involved — obviously it is very traumatic for
them and I do not want to be dismissive of the trauma
that people go through in relationship breakdowns —
but there are also significant implications for us as
government and as society when relationships break
down. One of the things we have to do a lot more of as
far as public policy is concerned is to look at
opportunities to encourage and support enduring
relationships in this community. We have to look at a
lot more initiatives that we can take to help people to
maintain, service, nurture and grow their relationships
and get over the speed humps along the way in their
lives, because there is a very significant community
cost, just as there is a very significant personal cost.
Like other members I thank those people who have had
an input to this debate. As I said, I believe their input
has been earnest, considered, genuine and, in many
cases, heartfelt. I have looked at the legislation and, as I
said, I am not sure that it takes us a great deal further
than the 2001 legislation in some instances. In other
areas from my point of view it is perhaps a bit too
prescriptive, such as the 28 days provision. I am not
sure that is helpful. I think the bill is deficient, as the
government has effectively acknowledged in that it has
not considered a range of other relationships that
perhaps ought to have been part of this bill, particularly
those relationships in which there is a caring aspect.
That that issue will be visited at another time is
unfortunate. It would have been much better if it were
part of a composite debate at this time and that we
simply got the legislation right to begin with rather than
having to come back and revisit it later with further
tinkering.

887

Nonetheless, on balance I believe this legislation is
worthy of my support at this time. I just hope that we
do not think that passing bills like this will simply fix a
lot of problems for people and will, by a factor of
recognition, absolve government from doing what it
needs to do in supporting people with better public
policy. There is a whole range of areas that we might
address, including alcohol abuse, drug abuse, domestic
violence, financial pressures on families and work-life
balance. I know that many government members pay
some heed to those issues and address them at various
times. I agree with advocates of those sorts of issues
that as public policy makers we need to do a lot more to
ensure that there is more support for and less pressure
on families, and not just families in the conventional
sense but relationships more broadly in the community.
Perhaps to that extent this legislation is a small step in
the right direction.
Mr THORNLEY (Southern Metropolitan) — Our
side of the house has long been, for 100 years or more,
a coalition of people of faith and people of secular
humanist values, and we are united in a common view
about human dignity and how it is promoted. There has
been some criticism from some of those opposite that
there is no free vote on this side of the house. That
would be a valid criticism if there were people on this
side of the house who would like to vote against this
bill, but there are not.
There are not because this bill seeks to do one simple
thing. Much of what has been said, particularly against
the bill, claims a whole world of change would result
from the bill, which is self-evidently nonsense. This bill
will not change a single person’s decision about what
type of relationship they are in. The last time I checked,
people did not make decisions about who they love and
how they wish to love them on the basis of what some
group of legislators might or might not have said about
insurance or other consequences.
As I said, this bill will not change one person’s decision
about the type of relationship they are in. It will not
create one relationship and it will not destroy one
relationship. The only thing this bill will do is remove
an anomalous situation where those in certain types of
relationships are currently prevented from having some
simple and basic rights in terms of the way their
property is determined and the way they interact with
the medical and insurance systems and ensure that all
people, regardless of the types of relationships they
choose to be in, will have equal rights on these issues.
That is all this bill seeks to do.
I am a heterosexual married person. I have been in a
monogamous heterosexual relationship for several
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decades. I am a father of three children and I am a
practising Christian. There is absolutely nothing in this
bill which threatens any of those elements of my
identity, my family’s identity, my children’s identity or
anybody else’s identity. There is nothing in the bill
which threatens anybody’s identity. There is nothing in
this bill which attacks families, there is nothing in this
bill which attacks marriage and there is nothing in this
bill which attacks children. All that is in the bill is the
right of all people to continue to choose whichever
relationships they have already chosen and not to have
some of the basic legal, administrative and financial
consequences of those choices adversely affected by the
nature of those choices.
To be pro-family does not require you to be anti-gay. In
the words of Jim Wallis, the author of the great book
God’s Politics, the question is not whether God is on
our side but whether we are on God’s side. For people
of faith, that is a simple question, and anybody trying to
bring God down on one side or another of the
legislative debate should do so with great care. I choose
not to do that, but I do choose to stand up as a person of
faith and say that there is nothing in this bill which
contradicts or attacks anything I believe in.
I have been trying to understand, through the course of
this debate, why there has been such strong and
passionate opposition. I have tried to listen to the
arguments made against the bill. One is that the bill is
the thin end of the wedge, with a range of possible ends
of that wedge, depending on who is putting the
argument forward. I find that argument completely
non-compelling, as I did in the stem cell debate. We are
here to debate this piece of legislation and its
consequences. If somebody wants to bring forward a
different piece of legislation with different
consequences, this Parliament will have the same
opportunity to debate that legislation at that time. An
argument that any piece of legislation will, ipso facto,
lead to some future piece of legislation is logical
nonsense.
Secondly, the argument was made that this bill
recognises only people in a sexual relationship or
requires that there be a sexual relationship. I went back
through the bill and I checked with those who have
drafted it. That is simply not true. This bill does not
anywhere require that there be any form of sexual
relationship. This bill specifies certain sets of
relationships that will have the benefits of the types of
changes we have described. It has been flagged by the
government, and welcomed by others, that additional
relationships such as carer relationships are likely to
have further legislative support some time later this
year. So that argument also is false.
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The third, and I think the most disingenuous, argument
has been that the bill is unnecessary, that of course
everybody really supports the rights of all the people in
all these types of relationships and nobody is really
arguing with that. The argument is that if you get a bit
of string and bailing wire and tack together a medical
power of attorney over here with a legal power of
attorney over there and some other set of things, and if
you do them in the right order, then everything will be
okay and so all these rights already exist. That is just
nonsense. It is simply not true. Even if that were true, it
is hard to see why somebody would be so violently
opposed to simplifying the process so that people in
some types of relationships could have the same basic
protections as people in other types of relationships.
The primary argument that I have heard both in this
house and in the other place has been that this bill is an
attack on marriage and families. I am struggling to
understand how one could arrive at that conclusion. It is
not because that is not an important concern. I share the
concerns of people on both sides of this house that for
multiple decades our society and many other Western
societies have been experiencing an epidemic of family
breakdown. In many cases the consequences of that
epidemic of family breakdown have been devastating to
many individuals, families and communities, and they
have caused great suffering in our society as a whole.
I grew up in a sole-parent family. It was not a choice I
would have preferred, but I have friends who grew up
in sole-parent families and could not have been happier
with their upbringing. There is nothing in this bill
which will do anything, unfortunately, for or against the
epidemic of family breakdown, because the epidemic
of family breakdown is not driven by who is allowed to
make medical decisions on behalf of the people they
love. The epidemic of family breakdown is not driven
by what the settlement of somebody’s superannuation
or property might be when their partner dies. They are
not the issues that cause an epidemic of family
breakdown.
If people want to move bills that address those
issues — and I would like to think that we move quite a
lot of them quite frequently — I will be the first person
to stand up and support any measure that helps alleviate
that epidemic of family breakdown. If people want to
find things that support the cause of love over the cause
of materialism, then I will support those things. If
people want to support the cause of love in families
over violence and domestic violence which breaks up
families, I support that cause. If people want to support
the cause of love over selfishness, I will support that
cause. If people wish to support the cause of love and
fidelity in marriage over infidelity and promiscuity, I
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will support that cause. If they wish to support the
cause of love over hatred, I will support it. If they want
to support the cause of love over the sort of economic
pressure that is devastating families — and we had
some many debates on it in relation to the issues in
industrial relations — then I will support families there
too.
I will support families and the cause of love against the
neglect of children and the failure to teach them of
love — how to give it and how to be part of it. I will
support the cause of families against the ravages of
alcohol and drug abuse. There are many, many things
which are challenging and in some cases destroying
families in our society that we should be concerned
about. None of those things relate to superannuation or
property settlements or the health management of
people and the people that they love.
Some have argued that this bill is somehow against the
Christian tradition, Christian society and Christian
values. They are entitled to make that argument, but
they do not do so in my name or in the names of many
other Christians and other people of faith. I read some
of the arguments made by various members in the other
chamber that seem to suggest seriously that the
reasonably pedestrian purposes of this bill were
calculated to oppose Christian values and marriage. I
look at the words of people like the member for Box
Hill in the other place, who contended:
Social cohesion will of course suffer if family instability
becomes increasingly common, and that will lead to greater
disadvantage, particularly amongst children growing up in
non-maritally based families.

How that has anything to do with the content of this bill
eludes me. He then went on later to talk about the
importance of children having a mother and a father.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, I am
just seeking your guidance. I am not sure but I thought
it was against standing orders to be quoting from
Hansard of the same session. I am not sure whether it
applies across chambers. I wonder whether you could
make a ruling in relation to that.
The PRESIDENT — Order! My inclination is that
Mrs Peulich is correct, but I will just wait until I get
confirmation of that from the Clerk. Rather than hold
up the house whilst the Clerk is struggling, I will err on
the side of caution and suggest that Mr Thornley does
not read from any contribution to debate on this bill in
the other place. If I am wrong, I will apologise later.
Mr THORNLEY — Thank you, President, for your
guidance. In that case I will spare the house a recitation
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of the wide range of alleged ills that, according to
people who have spoken in previous debates, this bill is
purported to bring against the interests of families,
marriage and Christian doctrine. That whole position
reflects a view that I profoundly disagree with. I spoke
about it in my inaugural speech, and I will no doubt
speak about it many times in the course of my
involvement in this chamber and this business — that
is, the idea that to give something of value to someone
must somehow cause a diminution of value to others.
That is essentially the argument being put forward here
by those who claim that this bill somehow degrades the
institution of marriage. I do not understand how the
rights of my next-door neighbour to have certainty in
their property, superannuation or medical situation as a
result of their relationship could possibly degrade my
marriage, my family or my children. That is a
dangerous argument, and it is one that those who seek
to support it on the basis of Christian doctrine should be
troubled by.
There is a very clear passage in the Bible that confronts
that doctrine and argues against it. It is the passage in
Matthew 20 about the vineyard workers. People were
hired to do a day’s work for a certain pay. Later on
people were hired to do the remainder of that day’s
work at the same rate of pay and the folk who got the
original deal were upset that they did not get a better
deal. In that parable it was put to them pretty clearly
that what happens to those other folk does not impact
on what happened to them if they are comfortable with
what they did. So it is for me. Nothing that happens in
the lives of my next-door neighbours or those
somewhere else — in my street, my suburb, my city,
my state or my nation — that supports their right to the
simple clarity that I have on those issues in any way
derogates from my rights or the rights of any other
married person or any other family and particularly
not — and disgracefully this has been falsely
suggested — from the rights of children.
I note also that some people have sought to bring
biblical justification to their opposition to same-sex
relationships and therefore somehow argue that this bill
is against Christian principles. The passage they usually
cite is Romans 1:26. Even a casual glance at that
particular doctrine would then lead you some three or
four verses later to Romans 2:1, which says:
Therefore you have no excuse or defence or justification …
whoever you are who judges and condemns another. For in
posing as judge and passing sentence on another, you
condemn yourself, because you who judge are habitually
practising the very same things —

that you censure and denounce.

RELATIONSHIPS BILL
890

COUNCIL

That is the thing to me about the New Testament: it was
a new deal. It was a simple deal and had only two rules:
love the Lord your God with all your heart and all your
soul and all your mind, and love your neighbour as
yourself. That is all. That was the entire law and the
prophets, according to Christ. If somebody wants to
argue that it is against Christian doctrine to give people
in these relationships the same certainty as I have in my
marriage, then I would like to see how it violates that
simple biblical principle — that new deal, that new
covenant, that New Testament — upon which, as I
understand it, the Christian faith is based.
If I may, I want to read into Hansard just a short
passage which I think summarises the view that I have
tried to put forward. This is also from Jim Wallis’s
book, God’s Politics, so members will forgive the
American bias to it. It reads as follows:
Today, family break-ups, broken promises, marital infidelity,
bad parenting, child abuse, male domination, violence against
women, lack of living family wages, and the choice of
material over family values are all combining to make the
family norm in America more and more unhealthy. A critical
mass of healthy families is absolutely essential to the
wellbeing of any society. That should be clear to us by now,
especially neighbourhoods where intact families have all but
disappeared.
But the right has seized upon this agenda and turned it into a
mean-spirited crusade. To say gay and lesbian people are
responsible for the breakdown for the heterosexual family is
simply wrong. That breakdown is causing a great social crisis
that affects us all, but it is hardly the fault of gays and
lesbians.

I do not think anyone could be thinking more clearly
than Jim Wallis on this matter, and I agree with him
entirely.
That leads me to the difficult question of whose
conspiracy theory is in play here. Some of those who
have argued against this bill have contended that it is
unnecessary and that all the rights provided for by the
bill are already provided. They have therefore led the
chamber to believe that the only possible reason that
anyone would have to support this bill is because of
some perverse or bizarre desire to degrade marriage,
attack the family and harm children.
I would have thought that fails, in the normal criminal
process, for lack of motive. Why in heaven’s name
would somebody be seeking to attack marriage, attack
families or harm the rights of children? It is a kind of
bizarre conspiracy theory, but it is the only narrative
that explains a position that says, ‘Everything that is
sought to be protected in this bill is already protected;
therefore this bill should be opposed because apparently
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it causes a range of other ills, presumably deliberately
on the part of those who drafted it’.
The alternative explanation is that those who oppose
this bill oppose it because they have a problem with
homosexual relationships or they seek to pander to
those who do. No matter how often they protest that
that is not the case, it is difficult to otherwise explain
the opposition to this bill and its content. Most
reasonable thinking people who are observing this
debate and who are asked which of those two perverse
motivations they believe is likely to be in play here, are
more likely to suspect the latter than the former. There
is a heck of a lot of form on that one; there is not a lot
of form on the idea that there is a group of people out
there who are secretly and silently trying to attack
marriage, families and children.
This bill will not impact on any one person’s decision
about their relationship. It will simply impact the legal
consequences of that relationship. This bill seeks to
ensure that everybody has the same basic capacity to
deal with issues like superannuation, property and
health care in their relationships, regardless of the type
of relationship. That is a reasonably commonplace
purpose, but it has brought surprising opposition for a
range of reasons that I have outlined. I believe the only
sensible course is to support the bill. I commend the
members on both sides who are choosing to do so.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In reference to my
earlier ruling that I would err on the side of caution, I
am pleased to inform the house that I was in fact
correct. Standing order 12.17 headed ‘Reference to
debates in the Assembly’ confirms that. It states:
No member will quote from any debate on a bill or
substantive motion in the Assembly during the previous six
months of the same session.

Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to speak
on the Relationships Bill 2007. By way of preamble I
will set out some principles to put my subsequent
comments into context.
Firstly, I believe that relationships are a matter for
individuals, not for parliaments. What occurs between
consenting adults in private is their own affair, not that
of law-makers. This bill assumes a moral justification
to legally sanction certain relationships but not others. I
believe fundamentally that only people can determine
the form of their relationships.
Legislation that this Parliament passed in 2001 to
amend a large number of existing laws conferred
recognition on the rights and obligations of partners in
domestic relationships — that is, all domestic
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relationships irrespective of gender. In essence the bill
now before us establishes the legal status of domestic
partners with respect to all committed couples who
wish to register their relationship. The register will
provide proof of a relationship between domestic
partners who are not married, irrespective of their
gender. It provides a proper legal avenue to settle
financial and property matters in the event of a
relationship breakdown.
Existing law recognises domestic relationships, but this
proposed legislation extends the concept a step further
with the introduction of a formal register. Same-sex
relationships have been the focal point of the debate
around this bill, but while it will give them recognition
it is important to note that it does not extend to marriage
which is covered by commonwealth law and which
excludes same-sex couples. Registration of a
relationship should require a statutory declaration from
each applicant that establishes a bona fide domestic
relationship in which the partners provide personal
financial commitment and domestic support for the
benefit of each other even in cases where they may not
be living together.
The jurisdiction of this Parliament is confined to the
state of Victoria. Therefore registration applies and is
enforceable only while a couple resides in this state.
Much as is the case with marriage, registration of a
relationship can be revoked on application to the
registrar of births, deaths and marriages, which will
have carriage of the administration of the registration
process. The property provisions of the bill are also the
same as those applying in marriage.
The Liberal and National parties have determined that
members should be free to cast a conscience vote on
this bill. A large number of organisations and people in
the community hold strong views on the matter of
legalising relationships that are beyond the traditional
view of the family and fall outside the scope of the
commonwealth Marriage Act 1961. I need to make the
point at this juncture that all of the unsolicited
representations I have received have been opposed to
this bill. There have been many and in fact I have
reviewed all of those again today.
Some see it as a reflection of our modern demographic
make-up and as an important step to removing a form
of discrimination against a sector of the community,
particularly people in same-sex relationships. Others
regard it as a move that will undermine the foundation
of our notion of family, that it will have negative
implications for social structure and for the care and
wellbeing of children. I would assess these divergent
views to be in equal proportions, notwithstanding, as I
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have indicated, that the representations made to me —
that is the unsolicited representations — have been
opposed to the bill. This would reflect the vote in the
Senate last June to reject a move to overturn the federal
ban on civil union laws in the Australian Capital
Territory. Senators divided 32 to 30 on that motion.
It is clear that national uniformity would be preferable
in matters of this nature. Should the legislation be
passed, it will apply only in Victoria and therefore
couples will be registered only so long as they continue
to live in Victoria.
I recognise that one reason — and it is, admittedly, a
secondary reason— for the introduction of this
legislation is to provide a consistent approach across the
state because of the situation in which a number of
councils have initiated relationship registers. Because
the legislation deals with a common issue for the whole
of Australia, it would have made common sense for the
states and territories to have arrived at and enacted a
uniform legal framework. Alternatively, using their
new found cooperative federalism as a basis, the states
and territory governments could have persuaded the
commonwealth government to introduce legislation
nationally to amend the Marriage Act, although frankly,
while this would have been a convenient mechanism, I
personally would be opposed to it because the Marriage
Act has quite a specific purpose — which I will deal
with later.
The primary objection to this bill concerns the
implications for the family as the base unit of our
society and for the institution of marriage on which the
traditional family has been based. But the question
becomes this: what do we mean when we talk about the
issues of family and marriage? If we take them in
reverse, there is a law governing marriage which sets
out eligibility and defines the legal aspects of marriage
between a male and a female. By definition marriage is
deemed to be for life, yet the liberalisation of the
divorce laws makes that unenforceable. The fact is that
the provision in this bill for a registered relationship to
be terminated upon 90-days notice equates to about the
same time as it takes for a divorce to take effect from
when an application is made — that is, if everything
goes according to plan.
There remains the question of defining what constitutes
a family. That question could be put in terms of both its
structure and its characteristics. The argument has been
put that the answer is found in article 16 of the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights. It reads:
(3) The family is the natural and fundamental group unit of
society and is entitled to protection by society and the
state.
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Yet if, as in Genesis, we begin at article 1 of the
declaration, we find that:
All human beings are born free and equal in dignity and
rights.

Firstly, the declaration affirms the freedom and right to
association of humankind as a fundamental principle of
equality. The family comes within this context but is by
no means the sole consideration of human rights.
The declaration was introduced under the auspices of
the United Nations in 1948 and remains in force in its
original form. While obviously we are generations
removed from that time, the declaration stands because
in its setting out of inalienable rights it is not static but
allows for the generational change we have seen in our
lifetimes.
Secondly, while article 16 implies that a family
comprises a man and a woman in marriage, it is not a
definitive description of a family and cannot be
interpreted to mean the family is the only group unit of
society. Here we are coming to the basis of the case for
this legislation, to the notion of the family in today’s
world. In pursuit of this entity, I discovered that the
United States-based National Association of Social
Workers — the largest such organisation in the
world — defines ‘family’ as two or more people who
assume obligations and responsibilities generally
conducive to family life. Divorced, separated, or
unmarried parents who have individual or shared
responsibility for children now factor into the familial
makeup. So do grandparents caring for grandchildren,
gay and lesbian couples with child responsibilities, and
adoptive parents of foster children.
To take a statistician’s view, the ABS (Australian
Bureau of Statistics) defines a family as:
two or more persons … who are related by blood, marriage
(registered or de facto) adoption, step or fostering, and who
are usually resident in the same household.

The ABS further comments that:
One area which has been the subject of some discussion is
whether or not a same-sex couple relationship should be
regarded as the basis for the formation of a family. The ABS
makes no judgements about such relationships, but aims to
provide an accurate statistical picture of the structures of
society to be used as the basis for informed decision making.

The ABS says its view is consistent with the
recommendations in relation to the diversity of
Australian families contained in the final report of the
National Council for the International Year of the
Family in 1994. To enable a more accurate depiction of
the national demographic, the ABS also takes into
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account households, which are defined as people who
reside in the same dwelling. Some ABS figures will
give us a pointer at least to its inference of diversity.
The 2006 census recorded some 5.2 million families in
Australia and yet there were more than 8.4 million
private sector dwellings, not including public housing. I
do not have a breakdown, but it can be said with
certainty that not all of those 5.2 million families were
traditional families as we might perceive them. Of the
other more than 3 million households, unquestionably
there would be a proportion in which people were also
living in non-traditional relationships.
The family unit, a married couple with children, was at
its strongest point as the fundamental unit of our society
in the immediate period after World War II. Since then
our society has evolved into a substantially more
diverse make-up. Increasing numbers of people are
delaying marriage, not marrying or are living together,
and the fertility rate has been falling. We have come to
recognise and accept that increasing numbers of people
are living as partners in same-sex relationships. The
critics will argue that a law that formalises domestic
and same-sex relationships will open the floodgates.
They see it as not merely recognising a more diverse
moral spectrum, but as giving approval to moral states
that threaten the social structure and, in their eyes,
encourage immorality. For them it would be better that
it were left out of sight. We should therefore pose the
question: what will happen if this bill becomes law?
The answer is that this legislation will recognise and
give legal status to a situation that already exists but in
the absence of a necessary formality.
Arguments in the same vein were put forward in
advance of the introduction of the Family Law Act
1975 which liberalised the country’s divorce laws.
There were many vocal people who saw this as the end
of certainty and security in marriage. Their fears proved
unfounded. Initially the divorce rate spiked, as it did in
similar circumstances in the United States and New
Zealand. It is generally accepted that this was the result
of a pool of failed marriages that could not be
terminated under the previous restrictive laws.
Studies of divorce rates in Australia and the US
reported several years ago found the legislation was
responsible for very minor changes in the divorce rates.
The rates have increased, but as a result of broad social,
cultural and religious change, not changes in legislation.
We find ourselves in a similar situation in respect of
this legislation, which brings me back to my contention
that it is in itself reasonable and a fair reflection of
change and not a catalyst for unwanted change.
However, as has been demonstrated today during the
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course of debate, by amendments proposed by the
Greens, by other amendments that have been
foreshadowed but not yet revealed by the government
and by a statement that this bill is not the end of the
matter, I now have significant and serious reservations
about my ability to give my total support to the bill. As
can be seen from what I have contributed, in preparing
for the debate it was taken as a given assumption on my
part that this was a reasonable legislative framework for
a modest step in contemporising the laws of the state.
However, I am now in an invidious position, having
started out with what I would have thought was a
conventional liberal view of society — that
relationships are a matter for individuals and not for
parliamentarians — I am now confronted with a truth.
The truth is that the argument the opponents to the
legislation have run consistently now for nearly
six months — that is, that this is an attempt by the
government in the state of Victoria to develop a parallel
imitation of the commonwealth Marriage Act — is in
fact correct. The amendment specifically proposed by
the Greens today is the light, the revelation, for me in
relation to this. That is why I am confounded as to my
position.
The position the Greens have led is that there should be
a formal ceremony, with a capacity for that formal
ceremony to be conducted under the aegis of the
registrar. I would have thought that if what we were
trying to achieve with this bill in the Parliament was to
give legal effect to a better way of people administering
their own private and personal affairs, including their
financial and other mutual obligations to one another,
then this bill provides a reasonable framework for that
because in many ways it is reflective of the obligations
of marriage. I accept that, and I was happy conceptually
to support it. However, I have never been comfortable
about the notion that we should be creating an
alternative status of the recognition of a relationship
that is akin to marriage by another name. I
fundamentally believe the cornerstone of our society is
marriage as the legal recognition of a relationship
which is formed to nurture children. That is the
cornerstone of the success of all societies, not just for
the procreation of succeeding generations but for the
proper rearing of those children.
I am therefore now in a position where some minor
tinkering — in parliamentary terms described as the
amendments now proposed by the Greens — has
demonstrated to me in a way that none of the
representations made to me was able to convince me of,
that this is exactly what the opponents of the bill have
said it is: it is simply by stealth a way of the state of
Victoria creating a de facto parallel
Victorian-state-based marriage act. I cannot accept the
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amendments proposed by the Greens, and it seems to
me that, if I am to oppose those amendments — given
the simplicity with which this bill could be further
amended by the government, notwithstanding that we
have not heard a great deal about what the
government’s future proposed amendments are — I
cannot support the bill before the house.
It is with some regret that I have come to that position,
and it is a position I have arrived at only today. I
reinforce the point that I think it is not unreasonable that
the financial, organisational and administrative affairs
and of course the health and other mutual obligations of
people in relationships, however they are to be defined,
should be simplified and recognised more effectively at
law. However, I now do not believe the way this bill is
presented to the Parliament satisfactorily achieves that
without inducing further action to be taken by the
legislators that would significantly diminish the
relationship that we recognise in Australia as being
pre-eminent as a relationship, and that is marriage.
In conclusion I want to touch on another point. I would
have been much happier with this bill when it was
introduced had it included proper recognition of
relationships outside those that have been generally
described as a relationship between couples. There are
other relationships, and I speak particularly of
relationships of a caring nature which I believe should
have been included in the legislation before us. I
confess that I am watching the smoke signals coming
from the government benches via the Greens and taking
into account the contribution of the Greens reflecting
conversations that have occurred apparently outside the
chamber between the Greens and the government about
what the government’s future intentions are.
Candidly, I really do not know what the legislation will
look like when the government, the Greens and
everyone else who wants to have a go at it stop
amending it. I think it would be a great improvement, in
the event that the government wanted to introduce
legislation formally recognising relationships, if
relationships that are not of a sexual nature but are of a
caring nature could be equally regarded as important
and be recognised before the law. In fact in my view
that is a priority.
In any event I sum up by saying that it is with some
regret that I have spoken on this bill in the way that I
have because until today it had been my expectation
that it would have been a reasonable action for the
Parliament to take to assist those people who are in
relationships outside marriage to further improve access
to the simplicity of the law so as to administer their
own interpersonal affairs. The Greens have done a
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mighty fine job of pointing out the deficiency of this
bill, and therefore I oppose the bill.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
intend to speak only very briefly, as my colleague
Ms Pennicuik has covered the technical details of the
bill quite well.
I want to speak very personally. I have been with my
husband for 28 years and for 18 of those years we have
been married. I have many friends who are gay or
lesbian, and I simply do not understand why anybody
thinks those people should not have the same rights as I
enjoy.
I also want to relate the story of a friend I met up with
at the weekend whose partner died a month ago after a
30-year relationship. Paul nursed him through the last
months of his life. They had had an exceptionally close
relationship, but one of the things that gave Paul a great
deal of comfort was that when the death certificate
arrived he was listed as ‘partner’. The way he expressed
it to me was that his relationship of some 30 years with
Tim had been recognised on a number of levels by his
name being on the death certificate. I do not see how
anybody can think that just because you are a gay or
lesbian couple you do not have the same rights as
heterosexual couples.
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to bring my views on this bill to the chamber. It is
great that the Liberal Party is allowing a free vote on
the bill. Listening to the debate from those on this side
of the chamber it has been refreshing that we have been
able to engage in discussion across various issues. We
have been able to explore various concerns and debate
them amongst ourselves. That is in opposition to what
members of the Labor Party have done, which has been
to follow the Labor Party line. It is also interesting to
note what happened in the other place. When it came to
the vote, a lot of members decided that they would
perhaps go for a coffee — —
Mrs Peulich — Do we know who they are?
Mr DALLA-RIVA — We do know who they are.
It would be interesting to note what their views were on
that occasion. It will be interesting to see who in this
chamber decides to attend and who decides to abstain
from the vote, because that will reflect where they
stand. Do they support the bill or have they been
instructed to support it? Members of the Liberal Party
are being allowed a free vote, and we have heard from
various members on this side. I thank them for their
thoughts and their emotions in respect to the bill.
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I will go straight to what I consider to be the crux of the
bill. The process and machinery aspects of the bill have
been debated. As one of the speakers near the end of
the debate, it is apparent to me that we need to look at
some of the main issues. Clause 5 in part 2.1 on page 3
of the bill provides for the registration of domestic
relationships. It relates to any:
… relationship between two adult persons who are not
married to each other but are a couple where one or each of
the persons in the relationship provides personal or financial
commitment and support of a domestic nature for the material
benefit of the other, irrespective of their genders and whether
or not they are living under the same roof …

In my view it applies to all persons across the board. An
example has been provided to me of two elderly
women who decide at the end of their lives — after
their husbands have moved on — to enter into a
registrable relationship. That affords them protection in
terms of their legal rights and obligations, any property
holdings and the like. I think that is a fair and
reasonable application. If the legislation extends to
same-sex couples who are in a sexual relationship, then
so be it. I see no issue in that being the case as the
legislation is presented.
Clause 35 in part 3.2 on page 21 of the bill defines
domestic relationship. Again it is non-specific. We have
heard from this side of the chamber, and certainly in
contributions to the debate from those on the other side,
about couples who are of the same sex. They do not
have to be in a sexual relationship; they could be a
couple of the same sex. The bill affords some
protection for those who wish to be in that type of
relationship, and I support that. I also support the bill
not including people who are in a relationship in which
they provide domestic support and care for a fee or
reward et cetera. That is common sense. Those are the
two issues I wish to explore. On that basis, I will be
supporting the bill.
The Greens amendment 1 seeks to omit clause 6 and is
a test for the insertion of a new clause before clause 7. I
agree with the overarching view of the Greens. If a
person in a relationship is domiciled or ordinarily
resident in another state, I do not see any reason why
we should restrict that relationship, just as we would
not restrict any other similar relationship where the
partners were of different sexes. I will be supporting
amendments 1 and 3.
Amendment 2 relates to the conduct of a ceremony. I
agree with Philip Davis’s arguments for rejecting that
clause, and I will reject that clause when we vote on it.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I rise to speak on
the Relationships Bill, and I do so with a degree of
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trepidation. I do not believe the bill has the intent of
making it much easier for same-sex couples in
relationships to split superannuation or settle property
or access health benefits when that right would be
associated with a traditional relationship or a remaining
partner in a traditional relationship where those rights
are afforded. I think the predominant intent of this
legislation is to pass on those types of rights to
same-sex couples, and I have no real issue with that.
My issue is simply based on the fact that that is not
what we are doing here, but it is where we are heading.
I disagree with Mr Thornley when he says you cannot
argue that this is the thin edge of the wedge. That is
exactly what I am arguing, because on nearly all these
issues where this side of the house allows a free vote —
a conscience vote — on ethical dilemma-type
legislation we tend to come back on an annual or
biannual basis to slightly alter the legislation. We talked
about relationships in 2001. We are back again seven
years later. It is a long time, but we are seeing a gradual
change in our stance on relationships.
The argument is: if the legislation before you is not
suitable or what you consider to be fitting for the times,
then we will knock it back; if the legislation goes too
far, we will knock it back. The reality is that as we relax
the laws slightly that in turn changes community
expectations. Community expectations then change
parliamentarians’ views on how legislation should be
shaped. We relax the law to suit community views and
community expectations, and community expectations
change every time we relax the law. That is why I have
trouble with this bill. I am indeed concerned about the
slippery slope.
I am concerned that once we have legal relationships on
the register we will be moving closer to a legal
ceremony. We will be back here in a couple of years
giving the ceremony — whether it be a legal ceremony
or a formal or an informal ceremony — its rightful
status. Then we will be back a few years after that and
we will be giving it the word ‘marriage’. We will be
back here and we will be giving these relationships the
title of marriage. There is no doubt about that. Once we
have done that, once we have same-sex couples being
able to be married, we will be back a few years later
and will be offering all the rights then available to
traditional married families. We will be giving them
access to in-vitro fertilisation, and we will be giving
them access to adoption. We will be doing all of that.
We cannot kid ourselves that we are only going to go a
fraction of the way with this legislation. By relaxing the
law slightly it is my view, and it is only my view, that
we will be moving community views, moving
community expectations a fraction, and they in turn will
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move parliamentarians to introduce additional and more
relaxing legislation.
What are the main views from the people in this
Parliament today who have been supporting this
legislation? I have written down about five of them.
They are along the lines of this common thread: the
only important thing in relationships is that the two
people truly love each other. Someone else said, ‘The
right of individuals to choose what type of relationship
they live in is all that is important’. Another said, ‘What
occurs between consenting adults is their own business,
it is no-one else’s’. I am sure we have heard that many
times. I agree with a large part of that, with the
exception of the example described in an article that
appeared in the Herald Sun today about a father and a
daughter who have a sexual relationship and who had a
child seven years ago who died of congenital diseases
and who now have a second child who is nine months
old.
An honourable member — It’s against the law.
Mr DRUM — I hear the cry from the opposition
that it is against the law. What did a judge do? A judge
brought them in, gave them a $500 fine, said ‘Don’t do
it again’ and sent them off to live together. Here we
have a situation in Australia where an incestuous
relationship is effectively being given the green light by
our legal system. That is going to change community
views a little bit more. I know the last thing on the
minds of members of the Parliament here tonight, in
saying what they have said, was to be promoting an
incestuous relationship between a father and a daughter.
It just reinforces the fact that we need to set parameters,
otherwise it is extremely hard. We cannot make
broadbrush relationship statements like, ‘The only
important thing is that we love each other’ and ‘What
two consenting adults do is their own business’,
because I am sure this father and daughter and their
daughter — or is it her sister? — love each other.
We need to put in place some guidelines and set some
boundaries. We as parliamentarians need to be very
strong. We need to understand that what we do in here
in fact changes public and community expectations, and
those expectations in turn come back to change our
views on what we should do as parliamentarians.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
would like to make a few comments on the
Relationships Bill 2007. The purpose of the bill is to
establish a relationships register in Victoria for the
registration of domestic relationships, to provide for
relationship agreements, to provide for adjustment of
property interests between domestic partners and the
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rights of domestic partners to maintenance, and to make
a number of other consequential amendments.
Essentially it is about a register that will be held by the
registrar of births, deaths and marriages. The bill
provides yet another status of relationship. It enables
heterosexual as well as same-sex relationships to be
registered provided they comply with certain criteria.
The Tasmanian model includes carers as well as
conjugal or sexually based relationships. The Victorian
legislation does not. The Attorney-General has gone to
great lengths to avoid the use of the terms ‘marriage’ or
‘civil union’, or talking about symbolic ceremonies,
predominantly because to do so would be to make an
incursion into the domain of commonwealth law.
Under the constitution the commonwealth makes laws
regarding marriage. If there were provision for some
sort of symbolic ceremony, I believe the bill could be
constitutionally challenged as an incursion into
commonwealth powers. If the Labor Party was
determined to find a regime that elevated same-sex
relationships to the same level as others, it could take a
federal approach and change the commonwealth
Marriage Act so that the union was no longer just a
union of a man and woman to the exclusion of others,
voluntarily entered into for life, but allowed for
same-sex relationships.
This is a strong argument against the amendments
proposed by the Greens. I believe those amendments
would strengthen the case for a constitutional challenge,
in particular the attempt to unify laws across states. I
believe that proposal would strengthen that case.
This is a very vexed and complex issue. I would first of
all like to respond to Ms Hartland’s very brief
contribution based on her personal experience. Policy
setting, unfortunately, is not just about personal
experiences. It is about shaping the key institutions of
our society and the sorts of institutions that we want to
exist into the future. Yes, individuals impact on those
institutions; conversely, institutions impact on
individuals. That is, I guess, where I am coming from. I
share the views of Gordon Rich-Phillips, who I thought
put up a very competent, thorough and comprehensive
case outlining why he is opposing the bill. I thought
Mr Kavanagh’s contribution was most interesting. He
talked about alternative mechanisms that could be used
to address the needs that this piece of legislation is
supposedly attempting to meet — that is, to ensure that
people in same-sex relationships do not experience
discrimination at various and difficult points in their
lives, whether it is the breakdown of relationships and
the need to disperse property, access to benefits,
superannuation or inheritance, or the treatment they get
when they are dealing with the health system.
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Mr Kavanagh’s alternative is not predicated on a couple
or a sexual relationship, and I think that is a very
interesting proposal. It is a very interesting one for me
because I believe that, despite the definition in the
commonwealth act, a ceremony is not a crucial and
defining characteristic of marriage. I was married in a
registry office. It was very routine. It was only after a
few days that we had a wedding in a church. The first
experience did not involve any sort of symbolic action.
It did not involve any ceremony.
Ms Pennicuik — The second one did.
Mrs PEULICH — The second one did, and it was a
personal choice. It was the Bosnian party. It was a very
cheap wedding, let me say, and we will be celebrating
25 years this year.
I understand that families take very complex shapes and
forms, but for me the chief function of marriage and
family is the nurturing and upbringing of children. That
to me is the most important consideration. I personally
probably would never have even got married had I not
intended to have children. To me that is the purpose of
marriage, and I think marriage is the unit that is the
most effective in delivering a whole range of services
that otherwise society would not be able to pay for.
I take a functional approach. These institutions exist
because they perform functions that meet common
goals of our society. Generally speaking, the Labor
Party takes a more conflict-based theoretical
approach — if we are talking sociology 101 — where
you change the traditional institutions of society
because they are deemed to be somehow unjust or
unfair or because they replicate the patriarchal nature of
our society that needs to be overthrown. The Greens
typically take a phenomenological approach where you
create your own reality. I am unashamedly functional.
For me this bill is unfortunately the thin end of the
wedge. I have been around this Parliament for long
enough to have seen a range of legislative changes to
accommodate the needs of people who live with
same-sex partners. Some of those I have abstained from
voting on, and some of them I have supported. In many
ways my attitude has softened over time. Most of us
know people who are in same-sex relationships. My
view, or my contribution, is not a strike against them or
an expression of how I treat them or what I think of
their relationships. It does not mean I do not respect
them; I do. What it means is that I think we as
legislators and parliamentarians — as people who make
the decisions that shape our society — have to approach
these things very carefully.
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I have watched this government take what is very much
a salami approach to bringing about change to
important pieces of social legislation. The salami
approach means that the government gives you a slice
now; a few months later it will give you another slice;
before you know it, you have had the whole stick of
salami — to use a very simple metaphor. My concern is
that these incremental legislative changes will lead to
the logical claim for same-sex couples to have access to
in-vitro fertilisation and adoption rights. For many,
children are the paramount consideration. I believe
families and marriage need to be protected as a vehicle
for rearing future generations of society. Yes, social
institutions will change, but I think there are periods of
time when we need to draw a line.
I would like to thank all of those who made
representations to me as they did to other members of
Parliament, including the Law Institute of Victoria,
which holds a different view; the Victorian Bar
Council; the Victorian Gay and Lesbian Rights Lobby;
Civil Union Action!; the Australian Christian Lobby;
the Islamic Council of Victoria; the Uniting Church; the
Anglican Church; the Catholic Church, in particular
Archbishop Hart; the Australian Family Association;
the Festival of Light; the Salt Shakers; the Catholic
Women’s League Australia; the Women’s Electoral
Lobby; and the Institute of Judaism and Civilisation.
I would like to refer to a little booklet I received — and
I am sure all other members of Parliament received —
published by the Institute for Judaism and Civilisation,
entitled Universal, Traditional Values and Legislative
Redefinition of Marriage and Parenthood. It was
produced by an ad hoc interfaith committee that
comprised Dr Nicholas Tonti-Filippini, who has had a
lifelong involvement in ethical debate and so forth;
Rabbi Dr Shimon Cowen, representing the Jewish
community; Imam Riad Galil, representing the Islamic
community; Dr Denise Cooper-Clarke, an Anglican;
Reverend Ross Carter, of the Uniting Church; and
Reverend David Palmer of the Presbyterian Church.
Although these people are religious people, my
argument is not essentially a religious one; it is a
practical one. I must say I was most annoyed by
Mr Thornley’s contribution, because all other
contributions in this chamber were essentially
respectful of other people’s views. The views differed,
but the members offering them did not put others down
for holding their views. In that regard Mr Thornley’s
contribution made stark contrast to everyone else’s —
which, I confess, was the reason I took the point of
order.
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I will just quote very briefly, in coming to a conclusion,
from this booklet to show what this particular ad hoc
interfaith committee said:
We are living in times in which, in the midst of affluence for
many and libertarian social policies, there has been a
profound shift and breakdown in human relationships — as
historically framed by family, community and tradition. The
language of ‘rights’, choice and material satisfaction has
silenced that of obligations, responsibility and value
commitments. An ad hoc interfaith committee has formed to
express views on contemporary proposed Victorian
legislation, which symbolises this current crisis.

The committee went on to summarise some of its
concerns. On page 7 of the booklet it stated:
We support the need to make provision for people in
interdependent relationships in the Australian community —

as has been demonstrated by the fact that we have
amended something like 60 pieces of legislation to do
so —
in relation to matters such as financial and work-related
entitlements, carer’s leave to look after the other during
illness, access to the Medicare and PBS —

that is, pharmaceutical benefits scheme —
safety nets, tax concessions, access to superannuation
accumulations and workers compensation death benefits,
pension entitlements and access to aged care.
However we are concerned that in the effort to provide
flexibility to accommodate the needs and wishes of people in
a range of interdependent relationships, harm is not also done
to the institution of marriage which serves as a basic unit of
society, ‘the union of a man and a woman to the exclusion of
all others, voluntarily entered into for life’ …

The ad hoc committee went on to say:
When people develop a caring relationship of a mutually
dependent and supportive nature, then they ought not be
deprived of benefits —

and I think that is a view that has been universally
shared by members making a contribution in this
chamber.
However, the ad hoc committee concluded by making
some recommendations. The committee stated on
page 11:
This group of persons of several different faiths expresses the
concern that in attempting to make provision to accommodate
the needs and wishes of people in a range of interdependent
relationships, the Relationships Bill 2007 to establish a
relationships register for the registration of domestic
relationships in Victoria, and the related bill, the Constitution
Amendment (Judicial Pensions) Bill —

a bill that has not yet been considered by this house —
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… do much more than was envisioned by the Department of
Justice in May 2007 and in doing so they create provisions for
a status for de facto and same-sex relationships that is much
more marriage like than was indicated. In so doing they
diminish the meaning of … marriage held by the majority of
Australians.

It is not so much that I am a traditionalist when it comes
to marriage as that I believe it is the institution that is
the most desirable context for the raising of children.
Yes, same-sex couples can have children as a result of
relationships that have split, but I have a firm view that
every child is entitled to an ideal start. Although we
may stray and fall far from those ideals, we should
never stop striving for them. With those few words, I
will be voting against the bill.
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — In rising to speak
to this bill I indicate that I will be speaking against the
bill and voting accordingly. Firstly, I believe it is
important we have the opportunity to have a conscience
vote on this side of the house in relation to this
Relationships Bill. As mentioned earlier, I think it
would be very interesting to see where the government
would be on this if its members were given the same
opportunity. I will endeavour to be brief in my
contribution because I think the debate this afternoon
and this evening has covered the bill quite adequately.
I am a great believer in the sanctity of marriage and
family and the surety that they offer to the greater
wellbeing of individuals, the wider community and our
nation as a whole. Marriage continues to have major
benefits for our society for both men and women and
more importantly for children within those marriages.
The bill will endeavour to introduce a new type of
relationship, a legal relationship known as a registered
relationship that may be entered into by male and
female couples and by de facto couples and it is more
so one that is sought by the same-sex lobby.
Interestingly I have not found any evidence of this
being sought by groups other than the gay community. I
am not a supporter of same-sex couples forming a
sexual relationship, and to date it has not been
demonstrated that it would strengthen our society — in
fact to the contrary. As evidence would indicate, many
children are now raised in broken, single-parent
families, usually fatherless. In my opinion this is not
often the best outcome either from an educational
achievement point of view or from the point of view of
work ethic or later relationships — be it in the sports
arena or socially. Many even suggest that criminal
activity over recent generations may well have been
contributed to by increasing family unit breakdown.
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I am the first to admit that I am not a social engineer,
unlike many in this chamber who have a strong belief
that they are social engineers. This bill is far more about
offering better family outcomes, especially in the
raising of children and the financial benefits afforded to
those who elect to pursue these registered relationships.
I do not like the bill. I have never supported what it
endeavours to achieve. The many letters and calls to my
office, both general and personal, from all sections of
the community, faiths and walks of life have indicated
the same. I have not had one constituent in my region
come forward to support this legislation.
In my opinion this bill is not sensible, sound or
progressive and is unfortunately the work of minority
groups that are continually prepared to tear at the edges
of our society. I oppose the bill and everything it
represents.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — Firstly, I
would like to offer my sympathy, if that is the right
word, to members opposite who have not been given
the opportunity to cast a conscience vote on this issue.
Despite what Mr Thornley told us a little earlier, I know
for a fact that there are some government members who
would have voted differently if given the opportunity. I
am very pleased that on this occasion I am a member of
a party which respects conscience and the rights of
individual members to make up their minds on these
vitally important issues.
I have to say that when I first read this bill there was not
a lot that I could find wrong with it. It was confusing
and convoluted, but there did not appear to be a lot
wrong with it. It surprised some when some months
ago I indicated that it was my inclination to support this
bill. It might surprise some today to hear me say that. I
thought about this bill very deeply. I took account of
the many representations from across the board, mostly
against I have to say, and eventually I took a longer
term view of this issue. Listening to the debate today
my revised opinion has been vindicated. I think
possibly the best contribution we have heard today was
from Mr Kavanagh, who earlier this afternoon put the
argument very well indeed.
This bill is about far more than what we read in the
legislation. It is about far more than the words that are
before us. This is about a far wider social agenda being
pushed by the Attorney-General of the state, an agenda
which I believe makes him the most dangerous
politician in Australia.
Mr Leane made a very good point earlier this evening.
He said, ‘Society has changed’, and it has. There is no
question about the fact that society has changed, but I
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ask, ‘Has that change been for the better?’. In many
instances I think members would agree with me that the
answer is no. Whilst having no great immediate impact,
this bill will no doubt hasten that change. It is my firm
belief that marriage is the foundation stone of our
society, and I think many years, decades and indeed
centuries have proven this. It protects us, it builds us
and it nurtures the next generation. Marriage is by
definition a union between a man and a woman. It can
be no other way.
This bill, however, is another move toward the
Attorney-General’s ultimate intention: to break that
bedrock of our society. This bill is another step toward
gay marriage. We are seeing another move toward gay
marriage — gay marriage by stealth, as Philip Davis
pointed out earlier. If members wish to know my views
on — as Mrs Peulich said — the salami policies
presented by the government, they should read
Mr Drum’s contribution, because he summed it up
extremely well.
Ms Pennicuik was open in her support for gay
marriage. She was up-front; she was honest. Her
proposed amendments are also up-front and honest.
Whilst I will not be supporting them, I cannot help but
commend her for her openness and conviction. The
same cannot be said for the government. If the
Attorney-General wants gay marriage — and he does;
there is no doubt about that — let him bring a bill to
this Parliament, and let us debate it. Let the
Attorney-General be up-front, open, honest and
accountable — as he claims to be — and let us debate
the issue in a way that this Parliament should.
I have to point out to the house that I am not anti-gay. I
have had many friends over many years who have been
and are gay. Coming from the media, as I do, could it
be any other way? In fact last year the partner of
30 years of a dear friend of mine tragically died in a
freak accident. I delivered the eulogy at his memorial
service. It was a very moving memorial service; they
were a great couple. Two great blokes, and they spent
over 30 years together. I never want to go back to the
days when homosexuals were persecuted for their
sexuality. In a nutshell, my basic belief is: live and let
live. But in conclusion I have to say that anything
which seeks to degrade an institution upon which
society’s future depends is unacceptable. The
dangerous social experimentation must stop — and it
must stop now. On that basis I oppose this bill.
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to make a contribution on the Relationships Bill
2007. I would like to compliment most of those in the
chamber who managed to keep a succinct focus on

899

what is at hand here. At this point I indicate — and I am
conscious of the hour — that I will support this bill. I
do so after having consulted widely in my electorate
and, independently of that, having had many
representations made to me from a wide variety of
people.
This is one of those issues about which many people
have sincere and divergent views, and that is as it
should be. As has been pointed out, these are
foundational issues of human relationships and
society’s strength. I will support the bill because on
balance it recognises some significant human attitudes
and there is a need to provide for that in a legislative
framework. I believe this is the right time to give such a
recognition to the wide variety of relationships in our
community, but in doing so it in no way weakens the
institutions that are the bedrock of our society and the
provision for future generations.
Proposed amendments have been mooted today, and
they will be dealt with in committee at a later point. I
reserve my position on those amendments until I have
heard the individual points that will be made at the
committee stage about each of them. At this time the
introduction of this bill is appropriate.
I believe the relationship registers that have been
established both at municipal level and in other states
and jurisdictions have added something of value for
those who have been able to register their relationships.
However, I have concerns about some parts of this bill.
I will not enumerate them at length, but there are
aspects of the bill that make me somewhat uneasy.
Having said that, the bill is on balance worthy of
support.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 29
Atkinson, Mr
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Darveniza, Ms
Davis, Mr D.
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Lovell, Ms

Madden, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
O’Donohue, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms (Teller)
Petrovich, Mrs
Scheffer, Mr
Smith, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tee, Mr
Theophanous, Mr
Thornley, Mr (Teller)
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Noes, 10
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr

Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs (Teller)

CO-OPERATIVES AND PRIVATE SECURITY ACTS AMENDMENT BILL
900

COUNCIL

Finn, Mr
Hall, Mr
Kavanagh, Mr

Peulich, Mrs
Rich-Phillips, Mr (Teller)
Vogels, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Ordered to be committed next day.

CO-OPERATIVES AND PRIVATE
SECURITY ACTS AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister
for Planning) on motion of Mr Lenders.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

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

Transport: Bendigo study
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — The matter I
wish to raise is for the Minister for Roads and Ports in
the other place, Mr Tim Pallas, and the action I seek
from the minister is to ensure that VicRoads completes
the Bendigo transportation study as a matter of urgency
and implements its findings as a priority. VicRoads
began the study in August 2006 with the aim of
discovering Bendigo’s traffic infrastructure needs for
the next 20 years. This was due to be completed within
a year, by August 2007, but it is currently not expected
to be finished until some time in 2009 — more than
12 months and possibly 24 months behind schedule.
With Bendigo’s population expected to hit 100 000
within six months and with the completion of the
Calder Freeway duplication, there are concerns about
severe traffic congestion in Bendigo. Traffic entering
from the Calder is already congested at the Kangaroo
Flat bottleneck, and this is expected to worsen with the
completion of the freeway, which will bring more
trucks and heavy vehicles into the Bendigo CBD
(central business district). The community has known
for the past 20 years that there would be a problem, but
there has been a reluctance by the authorities to address
the city’s future transportation needs. By the time the
strategy is completed it may even be out of date. What
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is really needed is a strategy for the next 50 to
100 years.
Currently the inner city is choked with traffic, including
B-doubles and tankers travelling through the CBD. The
inner and outer box strategies will still not address the
need to remove this traffic from Bendigo’s streets. The
inner box, due to be completed soon, is a strategy that
was developed 35 years ago, and all this heavy vehicle
traffic will be diverted down Barnard Street, straight
past the Bendigo Hospital. The outer box strategy is
10 to 12 years old and will not be a reality for some
time.
Community groups such as Bendigo +25 and the
Bendigo Chamber of Commerce and Industries have
expressed the need to urgently complete the study so
that planning for work to address the city’s traffic
problems can advance. Bendigo should have three
voices at the cabinet table fighting to improve
Bendigo’s traffic woes, and yet these three voices are
silent. The former federal member for Bendigo and
current Victorian Premier, John Brumby, the member
for Bendigo East, Jacinta Allan, and the member for
Bendigo West, Bob Cameron, have all turned their
backs on the issue. I urge the minister to instruct
VicRoads to complete the Bendigo transportation study
as a matter of urgency so that planning for a solution to
Bendigo’s traffic problems can progress.

VicForests: firewood contracts
Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — Tonight I wish to
raise a matter for the attention of the Treasurer and it
concerns firewood supplies in Gippsland. I raise it with
the Treasurer in his capacity as minister responsible for
VicForests, as VicForests controls all the harvesting
and sale of forest products in eastern Victoria.
Firewood is the only viable and affordable option for
many people in rural areas for the purposes of heating,
and is therefore regarded pretty much as an essential
commodity. Last winter the supplies of firewood were
desperately short right across the Gippsland region, and
I am afraid the outlook for this winter appears to be no
better. The problem arises from the fact that VicForests
is a commercially driven public enterprise, focused on
sawlog and pulpwood operations. Firewood is a poor
cousin to these operations, and it appears that there is a
less than satisfactory process in place to enable ready
access by both commercial and private collectors of
firewood.
Whereas in the past commercial firewood operators
were allocated a coupe for the purposes of collecting
firewood or they undertook thinning operations or at
times they undertook salvage operations from coupes
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harvested for sawlog operations, this does not seem to
be the case now. VicForests is now insisting on door
sales — that is, product is being delivered directly to
the door of the commercial firewood cutters, and they
do not have the same access to coupes in the forest.
What is wrong with that, you might ask? People will
say, on the performance of VicForests in its provision
of sawlogs, that its supply is irregular, unreliable and at
least four times the price paid by those who obtain
commercial firewood from Department of
Sustainability and Environment (DSE) operations in
other parts of the state. The example of the frustrations
that these commercial firewood operators are
experiencing comes from my constituent Mr Jeff Coster
of Newry. He is undertaking some thinning operations
and for that purpose is using commercial firewood. He
was guaranteed only a three-year operation within the
thinning component and could be given no guarantees
beyond that. This was an exceptional case, as stated in
writing by the DSE when that particular arrangement
was negotiated in June 2006. In June of next year he
will be in the same situation as all other commercial
firewood operators — it will depend on the supply
available through VicForests, at the door.
My request to the Treasurer tonight is that he ensure
that eastern Victorians have access to sufficient, regular
and affordable supplies of firewood. I ask the Treasurer
to ensure that VicForests reviews its firewood
procedures and appropriate practices to ensure ready
availability of firewood for both commercial and
private collectors.

Brimbank: sporting facilities
Mr PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — Tonight I
wish to raise a matter for the attention of the Minister
for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs concerning a
submission by Brimbank council for warm season grass
funding under the drought relief fund guidelines.
Some 18 months ago Brimbank City Council released
its draft environment strategy and for the past
12 months or so it has been rolling out projects to
drought-proof sporting grounds in the municipality. On
this occasion Brimbank has made an application to the
government totalling approximately $75 000. The
application by council is in support of projects to plant
Santa Ana couch grass in a number of sporting fields
within the municipality. With regard to soccer fields the
application relates to Keilor Lodge Reserve, Keilor
Park Recreation Reserve, Larissa Reserve, Ralph
Reserve, and Green Gully Reserve Ground 4. With
regard to baseball fields it relates to Barclay Reserve,
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and regarding cricket fields it is for Green Gully
Reserve and Keilor Park Recreation Reserve.
According to the Brimbank council submission, once
that Santa Ana couch grass becomes established — and
that, of course, needs water, but the council is well on
the way to establishing it on other grounds — those
fields will use 30 per cent less water than they do with
the existing turf. To quantify that in terms of actual
water savings, the estimate by council is that once the
Santa Ana couch is established there will be water
savings of approximately 11.5 million litres per year.
They are the kinds of projects that the fund has been
designed to support. The action I seek from Minister
Merlino is simply that he support the projects I have
referred to and that he do so by allocating the funding
as requested by Brimbank council in its submission.

Greater Geelong: electoral review
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — My matter is for
the Minister for Local Government in the other place
and concerns the electoral representation review by the
Victorian Electoral Council (VEC) that is currently
under way for the Greater Geelong City Council. The
terms of reference for the review are principally
restricted to making recommendations on the number
of councillors and whether the municipality should be
unsubdivided or divided into wards. Greater Geelong is
currently subdivided into 12 single-councillor wards
and has 160 000 voters. As we know, it is the second
largest municipality in Victoria after Casey.
Disappointingly, in response to the call for public
submissions, only 18 were received by the closing date
of 25 February 2008. Half of those were politically
motivated and, not surprisingly, came from the Greens
supporters who were supporting the call for the
retention of 12 councillors from four multi-member
wards. In its preliminary report, the VEC’s preferred
option is for the retention of 12 councillors but for them
to come from six, two-councillor wards. The VEC has
simply made recommendations based on the size of the
municipality. This should not be the prime criterion for
determining the number of councillors. As Geelong has
over 2000 full-time staff, there is no need for the
maximum number of councillors currently in Geelong.
The claims that due to the large number of voters
12 ward councillors are needed as they know their
wards and are more responsive to local issues are
unsubstantiated. The local government restructure in
the mid-1990s confirmed that this is outdated thinking
and that councils are now major business operations,
not small community groups. Instead of being locked
into parochially divided wards, councillors need to be
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working for everyone within the municipality. Council
resources are not allocated by ward, and the vast
majority of councillor work relates to developing public
policies for the betterment of the whole municipality.
There are calls from within the Geelong community for
no more than nine councillors coming from an
unsubdivided municipality to bring a corporate view to
the council table. Better quality decisions are generally
made in municipalities with fewer councillors, and if
Geelong had a popularly elected mayor serving the full
term of the council, tough decisions would be made
without the fear of being thrown out after the first
12-month period.
A golden opportunity has been lost for Geelong. The
VEC’s terms of reference should have been expanded
to review policy structures to deliver the best outcome
for voters. My request is for the minister to address the
significant shortfalls in the reference used by the VEC
to gain the best outcome for local government electoral
representation across Victoria, rather than embarking
on further and costly periodic reviews.

Emergency services: telephone alert
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services in the other place,
Mr Cameron. Before I start I would also like to support
Mr Leane’s comments earlier today extending
condolences to the family of the electrical worker who
was killed last week.
Residents across the state obviously experienced major
blackouts after last Wednesday’s storm. They include
residents of Bute Street, Seddon, whose power was out
from Wednesday until Friday night. During the power
outage, Bute Street residents were not able to contact
AGL to make sure that the company was aware of the
power outage, as AGL’s number was constantly
engaged. They were not able to tell AGL that their
power was out, and they were not able to find out how
long it would be before power was restored. The radio
was not very useful as an emergency alerting system as
the problem was varied and localised. Stephanie, a Bute
Street resident, told me that the most frustrating thing
was not knowing whether to make short-term or
long-term arrangements for essential tasks, such as
sterilising baby bottles.
These issues reinforce the need for an emergency
alerting system, whether that be by a free-call telephone
information line such as the one used during floods or
fires, or a telephone alerting system, such as the one I
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raised in my parliamentary motion following the
Tottenham chlorine fire emergency.
This emergency has highlighted again that the
government is not able to deal with residents in crisis
during floods, fire, chemical disasters or storms. The
Premier stated on the day after the storm last week that
because of climate change we can expect to see more
adverse weather conditions. To be prepared for that we
need an emergency alerting system. A telephone
information line or an alerting system is a cost-effective
way for government services to send recorded
messages to multiple homes, including to individual
streets. If the system had been in place last week,
people would have had information, been able to find
out what was happening and known when they could
expect their power to be restored.
My request to the minister is to commit funding for
emergency telephone information lines as part of an
telephone alerting system in Victoria to deal with
multiple emergency situations.

Information and communications technology:
broadband access
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — The Victorian
government, particularly the Minister for Information
and Communication Technology, to whom I direct this
matter, regularly talks up Victoria’s broadband services.
In fact the government gives the impression it alone is
responsible for broadband capacity and reach in
Victoria — that is, until it faces a specific issue; then it
shifts the onus to the commonwealth and says the
rollout of communications infrastructure is out of
Victoria’s hands.
I know of a specific case involving a small rural
community quite close to Melbourne, which, to its
considerable disadvantage, finds itself beyond the reach
of broadband. Leongatha South, in the middle of a
diamond that has Leongatha, Inverloch, Kongwak and
Korumburra at its points, is just 80 miles from the
Melbourne central business district, and yet it has no
online broadband service. I use the measurement of
miles deliberately because we must be living in the past
for this to be the situation.
Ms Ro Masters, who lives adjacent to the Leongatha
South golf club, is endeavouring to start up a small
business to provide self-contained accommodation for
club visitors, and her partner would like to operate an
IT business from their home, but their plans are in
jeopardy because of the lack of broadband. They only
have access to dial-up internet — I remember that; it
was back in the Stone Age — which is inadequate, or
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wireless broadband, which is too expensive. Telstra has
told them there is no current plan to upgrade the
Leongatha South exchange to cater for broadband.
Three neighbouring centres all have an asymmetric
digital subscriber line (ADSL) broadband service.
The government makes a number of expansive claims
about its broadband credentials as part of a plan called
Broadband Framework. The framework sets out six
strategies for action, some of which focus on assisting
local businesses and communities to get up to
broadband speed, and it claims it will advocate in their
interests. Specifically the government boasts it is
making broadband happen for the Gippsland region,
but we have that blind spot at Leongatha South, just
80 miles from where we stand.
It seems anomalous in the circumstances that this
government’s parent organisation in Canberra is talking
about delivering a VDSL — that is, very high speed
digital subscriber line — service to the nation. I direct
the minister’s attention to the announcement he made
on 4 March that the government has allocated
$2.1 million for broadband projects in country Victoria
and that under this program projects to improve the
uptake of broadband and information and
communications technology service delivery in country
areas will be implemented with the input of the
Municipal Association of Victoria and local councils.
Further I have been advised that Telstra is keen to
cooperate in a project to deliver broadband to black
spot areas, such as Leongatha South.
Therefore the issue for the minister is: will he ensure
that there is an ADSL broadband service for the
Leongatha South community and in the process enable
a new small business to begin operating there, and will
he do so expeditiously?

Police: Glen Eira
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services in the other place in
regard to the issue of police numbers on the beat in
Glen Eira. Today we saw 3000 police demonstrating
outside Parliament House. Many of them said that the
police are underresourced, and indeed that relates to
what I have to say tonight. I believe the police in Glen
Eira do a fantastic job. They have limited resources and
they do an excellent job, but I am concerned that they
are not sufficiently well resourced.
Customers and shopkeepers in the Glen Huntly Road
area near the Elsternwick station fear for their safety.
Businesses are suffering because customers are scared,

903

and the shopkeepers complain of witnessing bashings,
vandalism and shoplifting. One shopkeeper said, ‘The
way things are going, we are going to be prisoners in
our own premises’. Shopkeepers say that they call the
police but the culprits are gone by the time the police
actually get there. The police have acknowledged that
the area is a major concern, saying, ‘It is on our tasking
sheet every day’. The most recent Glen Eira crime
statistics reveal that there are some alarming increases
in crime in that area.
The people of Glen Eira are most concerned, feel
intimidated and are very worried. They too
acknowledge that the police do the best they possibly
can do, but they are concerned that the police are not
well enough resourced. The action I am seeking from
the minister is, as a matter of priority, to ensure that
additional funding is provided so that more police can
be allocated to patrolling the streets of the city of Glen
Eira.

Insurance: fire services levy
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services in the other place. Some five years
ago the royal commission report on the failure of the
HIH Insurance Group recommended that the states that
had not already done so should abolish fire services
levies on insurers. To this day Victoria has failed to act
on this recommendation. Instead, this inequitable tax
not only continues to be charged, but the rate has
continued to increase. The latest round of increases has
brought the levy in rural Victoria up to 52 per cent for
commercial operators and 22 per cent for residential
insurers. Once again rural communities are being
discriminated against, as the levy on the metropolitan
area is lower and Melburnians have not received the
recent hike.
The fundamental problem with the fire services levy is
that only those who bother to take out insurance pay the
levy, but those who are underinsured or totally
uninsured still get the services of the Country Fire
Authority (CFA) or the Metropolitan Fire Brigade in
the event of a fire. Therefore those members of our
community who decide to insure are effectively
subsidising those who choose not to insure.
The effect of the fire services levy plus GST plus stamp
duty — in other words, taxes on taxes — gives Victoria
the unenviable reputation of having the highest tax on
insurance in the world. One of the flow-on effects of
these high rates of tax on insurance premiums is that
insurance then becomes unaffordable to the many in

ADJOURNMENT
904

COUNCIL

rural Victoria who have suffered the financial
devastation of a 10-year drought.
For some time the industry has been calling on the
government to provide a more efficient and transparent
scheme based on a user-pays formula where all
property owners who have access to either the services
of the CFA or the Metropolitan Fire Brigade contribute
to their operating costs. To date Queensland, South
Australia and Western Australia have successfully
abolished these insurance levies, and it is about time
Victoria looked for a better system. The action I seek
from the Minister for Police and Emergency Services in
the other place is to provide a breakdown of how much
more money the insurance industry will collect on
behalf of the government as a result of this latest rise
and to explain whether this will be spent on essential
equipment desperately needed by the CFA.

Rail: Lakeside station
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter this evening for the attention of the Minister for
Public Transport in the other house. On 4 March the
Premier announced the establishment of the new urban
growth zone (UGZ). The Premier’s press release of the
same date states that the new UGZ will ‘cut the time it
takes to prepare land for development by more than
12 months’. This announcement and the introduction of
the UGZ are clearly a response to the unexpected
population growth being experienced in Victoria. Time
will tell whether the UGZ will accelerate the
development process as much as is being claimed, but
what the announcement does demonstrate is that the
designated growth corridors will continue to see
significant population growth into the future.
In the Officer–Pakenham growth corridor the Arena
estate on the corner of Cardinia Road and the Princes
Highway has started construction and the Lakeside
estate is now home to over 3500 residents. Eventually
the Cardinia Road precinct will house nearly
50 000 people. Sadly this population growth has not
been matched with the provision of proper public
transport infrastructure. I have previously raised the
need for a new railway station at Lakeside with the
government.
In earlier responses the government said that a new
station would be built sometime after 2011, but with the
unexpected population growth and the promised
acceleration of development in the growth corridors
including that Cardinia Road precinct, 2011 is just not
good enough. Therefore the action I seek from the
minister in light of the anticipated accelerated
population growth is to commit to the construction of
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the Lakeside railway station as an absolute priority so
that the people of the fast-growing Cardinia Road
precinct have access to proper public transport services
to Melbourne, Gippsland and elsewhere via the
metropolitan rail network.

Lake Purrumbete: boat ramp
Mr VOGELS (Western Victoria) — I raise an issue
for the Minister for Agriculture in the other place in
relation to recreational fishing and boating access to
Lake Purrumbete in south-western Victoria. Lake
Purrumbete was once Victoria’s premier trout fishing
lake and is a vitally important community venue
utilised by many local residents, tourists and
holidaymakers who use the caravan park and the
recreation reserve.
The current dry conditions have reduced the water level
so that the boat ramp cannot be used, preventing
boating access to the 500 hectares of the lake that is still
there and is actually 25 metres deep. The distance from
the boat ramp to the water is 80 metres or more, and the
boats just cannot get there. As I said before, the
recreational fishing species is basically trout, with
which the state government has stocked the lake. The
lake is still being stocked as part of a regular program.
Lake Purrumbete is important to the tourism industry in
Corangamite. The lake formerly brought approximately
$6 million per annum into the region. However, in the
last 12 months or so no boats have been able to access
the lake. Corangamite Shire Council, the angling club
and the caravan park of Lake Purrumbete, Parks
Victoria and the Department of Sustainability and
Environment are all in agreement that urgent action is
required if we want to save an important icon which is
used by a community.
Various options about how to best address access to the
lake have been explored. In my humble opinion
upgrading the infrastructure — that is, the boat ramp
that exists at the moment — would be ideal. That
would cost a lot of money. Dredging, excavating et
cetera would be needed, but it should be the no. 1
priority. With all the relevant authorities working
towards a common goal, Lake Purrumbete can continue
to provide the community with environmental benefits
for many years to come. Being an optimist, I believe
climate conditions will change and return to normal.
In the meantime the action I seek from the minister is to
work closely with all relevant stakeholders to ensure
that boating access can once again be gained to this
wonderful asset in south-west Victoria. This will mean
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a financial commitment which can and will be well and
truly justified for all the right reasons.

School buses: Heatherwood School
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) — I have a
matter which I would like to address to the Minister for
Education in the other place in regard to bus transport
for special education services.
On this occasion I raise this issue in respect of the
Heatherwood School, which deals with students who
have a mild intellectual disability. The minister at the
table, the Treasurer, Mr Lenders, may recognise that I
previously mentioned a similar issue in terms of bus
transport for disabled deaf students attending the
Eastwood Primary School in Ringwood. Heatherwood
School is located on Springvale Road in Donvale. It has
approximately 250 enrolled students, and the majority
of them travel to school on buses, which are operated
by Crown and Quince’s bus companies. The school has
students travelling from places as far away as
Healesville, Chum Creek, Millgrove, Seville, Yellingbo
and Cockatoo.
The most pressing issue for many of these students, and
it concerns the school community, its teachers and the
parents, is the sheer amount of time the students are
required to spend travelling to school. The school says
that the actual face-to-face teaching time is only 4 hours
and 30 minutes, but in many instances the travel time to
and from the school is approaching that period. Some
of the students actually do not arrive at the school until
9.30 a.m., despite the 9.00 a.m. start, because of
transport problems that include dropping off junior
students at a special school in Vermont South. That
school is not too far from Heatherwood.
This issue of students with a disability having to be
transported considerable distances is a serious one. The
school mentions that on many occasions students arrive
at the school distressed and agitated. Some of those
students are consistently in buses for very long periods
travelling to and from school. The school tells me that it
has approached the minister and has sought some
indication of what is going on regarding travel
arrangements for the school and its students. At this
point they have not received any indication as to what
the government may have in mind.
My request to the minister is for some information and
for consideration of a review of transport services,
particularly in the context of Heatherwood School, to
ensure that students do not continue to face a situation
where their learning abilities are compromised by
intolerable travel times.
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Police: Frankston
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I wish to raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services in the other place. Last Friday I was contacted
by a constituent in Frankston regarding an experience
she had earlier in the week: she returned to her home in
central Frankston late in the afternoon to discover it had
been burgled. A front window had been broken and the
burglar had entered the place, ransacked the house and
turned over drawers and cupboards. Obviously that was
quite a distressing experience for a lady who lives by
herself in a home in an isolated area of central
Frankston.
When this lady attempted to contact the Frankston
police on a local telephone number, she was unable to
do so. After a number of attempts, the telephone simply
rang out; there was no answer at the Frankston police
station. Then she contacted the 000 number to request
police assistance. She was advised by the 000 operator
that a response from Frankston police would not be
possible within 2 hours. This was obviously a matter of
great distress to her because it was late in the afternoon
and it was getting dark. She did not know what time the
burglary had occurred, whether she had arrived home
just after the burglar had left or if the burglar was still in
the area. It was of considerable concern that there was a
delay. As advised by the 000 operator, the police
attended approximately 2 hours after the lady had made
the call to 000.
In conversation with the police who attended her house
she was advised that in their estimation the region is
short of something of the order of 200 police officers.
That was the reason why their attendance at her home
was delayed for the period that it was and why, when
she attempted to contact the station directly, there was
no-one there to respond.
I ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services to
clearly review the level of resources in Frankston and,
more particularly, in the south-eastern region in regard
to the issues like the one which was raised with me last
week concerning 2-hour delays in police attendance
and of a lack of police resources to respond to issues.
There is clearly a problem with the allocation by the
government of resources to Victoria Police. We hear
the government say that the distribution of police
members is a matter for police command, but
ultimately the conduct and efficiency of Victoria Police
is the government’s responsibility to the Victorian
Parliament.
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I ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services to
ensure police in the south-east and in Frankston in
particular are adequately resourced so that ladies like
my constituent do not have to wait 2 hours for a
response to a burglary incident such as happened last
week.
The PRESIDENT — Order! While
Mr Rich-Phillips ran a good argument regarding the
capacity to ask the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services in the other place to adequately resource
Frankston in particular, I do not believe it is a matter for
the minister but one for police command, and as such I
rule that out.

K Road, Werribee: cliff fencing
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change. I refer the minister to cliffs in
K Road, Werribee, rather imaginatively known as the
K Road cliffs. One can imagine the enormous
intellectual rigour that went into finding a name for
that. The cliffs are on the boundary of the Werribee
Park Golf Club, which is, as I have previously
mentioned in the house, one of the most beautiful golf
courses in Australia. These cliffs are heritage listed and
are magnificent to the eye, overlooking the Werribee
River as they do. They are also under the control of the
Department of Sustainability and Environment (DSE).
These cliffs are things of beauty but hold very real
hidden dangers.
On 14 December 2001 a report was produced which
warned of the great dangers of these cliffs; erosion that
has made them a potential death trap. For almost four
years nothing happened. On 17 October 2005 the
Werribee Park Golf Club wrote to the Department of
Sustainability and Environment pointing out the
dangers posed by the cliffs. That letter was
acknowledged on 20 October 2005, but still no action
was taken. A DSE officer attended in December of that
year.
Two years later something was finally done when a few
signs and somewhat inadequate fencing were erected in
an attempt to stop the hundreds of fishermen accessing
the river via the cliffs, mostly after dark. I am sure the
minister can see disaster just around the corner with
such a situation. If something is not done a life or lives
will be lost as the cliff edge crumbles under the feet of
some poor unsuspecting soul.
I ask the minister to instruct his department to erect
fencing which will prevent access to the cliffs, not just
by the aforementioned fishermen but by couples
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standing on the cliffs having their wedding photos
taken and passing dignitaries such as the mayor who
like to go down there and have publicity shots taken. I
am sure the minister can see the dangers that we are
talking about and I ask him to instruct his department to
erect fencing to prevent what is currently an inevitable
catastrophe.

Port Phillip Bay: monitoring project
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
matter is for the attention of the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change and concerns the
need to maintain high-quality water arrangements in
Port Phillip Bay. The Australian Conservation
Foundation has a bay monitoring project which it has
put to the government. This project would be jointly
administered by the ACF, Waterkeepers Australia and
Environment Victoria. A voluntary advisory committee
would be formed, and the bay monitoring project would
monitor Port Phillip Bay.
As we know, the Port of Melbourne Corporation is
undertaking a major project at the government’s
request — namely, the channel deepening project that
has recently been the subject of considerable debate in
this chamber. As the minister will be aware, Ted
Baillieu, the Leader of the Opposition in the other
place, sought to move in the lower house a monitoring
approach involving web-supplied information, but he
was unsuccessful. We passed a bill in this chamber to
improve monitoring of the dredging project. Equally
there are a range of matters other than the dredging
process that deserve greater monitoring and greater
involvement with the community.
A number of those matters have been singled out for
the bay monitoring project as outlined by the Australian
Conservation Foundation in a paper and a briefing
provided to me and others. They include water quality,
not only the turbidity, as much of the government
monitoring focuses on turbidity, and the impact zone of
the toxic sediment dredge and disposal, as well as the
relationship between turbidity and light attenuation, the
base flow of the Yarra and Maribyrnong rivers and the
impact of flood events in those rivers, seagrass
modelling to examine the health of seagrass, and the
impact on specific habitats of interest or concern.
The estimated cost of the bay monitoring project as set
out in the annual budget would be $215 000, which
includes boat costs, monitoring equipment, monitoring
staff and laboratory work, and assessment, as well as an
administrative cost. It is a modest cost given the
tourism and environmental significance of Port Phillip
Bay.
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While I do not think this project is the last word in
everything to do with monitoring, I think it is a project
that is worthy of consideration by the government. My
request to the minister is to examine this and develop a
way of improving monitoring.

Responses
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — President, 13 items
were raised in the adjournment debate which you have
permitted to go forward and I will speak to them in
reverse order. I note that most of these items are budget
bids where ministers are being asked to do things for
which they do not have the authority and only
Parliament does. I will go through these particular ones.
Firstly, David Davis sought action from the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change on a range of issues
dealing with the bay monitoring project and a range of
other areas. I will refer that to the minister for his
response and he can respond directly to Mr Davis on
the issues he raised.
Mr Finn again raised for the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change an issue regarding the cliffs at
K Road, Werribee. He outlined a series of issues that he
wanted addressed and asked the minister to instruct the
Department of Sustainability and Environment to build
fences. I will refer that to the minister for his attention
and the minister can respond on whether it is an
appropriate use of his authority to instruct a department
to build fences, but he will undoubtedly respond.
Mr Atkinson raised an issue for the Minister for
Education in the other house regarding the
Heatherwood School and bus transport for disabled
students. In essence he requested that the minister
receive information. I can assure Mr Atkinson that the
minister will receive information. I have probably
discharged that matter, but I will refer it on the basis
that I am sure the minister will receive the information;
there will not be any issue from that. Obviously he
seeks some action from the minister.
Mr Vogels raised an issue for the Minister for
Agriculture in the other house essentially seeking
support. He outlined the issues at Lake Purrumbete
concerning the trout stock and the tourism industry, and
his request to the minister was that he work more
closely with stakeholders. I can assure Mr Vogels that
the minister will work closely with stakeholders, and I
regard that item as discharged. I will pass the comments
of Mr Vogels on to the minister.
Mr O’Donohue raised an issue with the Minister for
Public Transport in the other house regarding the
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funding of a railway station in his constituency, and he
requested the minister commit to that funding. It is a
worthy request from Mr O’Donohue, but the funding of
railway stations is an issue that needs to go through the
state budget. It is an issue that would be done more
appropriately through the budget papers. I can assure
Mr O’Donohue that his request is noted by the
government in this area and it will be considered within
government. I regard the issue as discharged because it
will obviously come back to the Parliament in the form
of the budget.
Mrs Petrovich raised an issue with the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services in the other house
regarding the fire services levy. I can assure
Mrs Petrovich that the fire services levy is nowhere
near as simple a proposal as she presents.
Mrs Petrovich used exactly the same arguments that the
Insurance Council of Australia has used, and exactly
the same arguments that governments representing the
majority of Australian citizens have rejected. What
Mrs Petrovich failed to note is that the states she
mentioned — being Western Australia, Queensland and
South Australia — have all put a taxation burden on
their citizens, whether it be property levies, ambulance
levies, or whatever the form of levy is. I assure
Mrs Petrovich that this is simply a charge the insurance
industry puts on premiums to help fund the fire
services, whether they be metropolitan or regional.
Mrs Petrovich’s question was about whether the levy
would be going into funding equipment in regional
areas, and my answer is an unequivocal yes, because
the budget of the Country Fire Authority is based on
both a contribution from government and the fire
services levy, which is a levy on the insurance industry
which it then apportions across premiums. It is not a
discrimination against rural areas. It is a charge put on
by the Insurance Council of Australia to recover that
portion which actually funds the fire brigades that assist
those with property. If Mrs Petrovich read the report
that was tabled a couple of years ago, she would find
that the areas she raised regarding emissions and people
who do not pay insurance premiums and the like are
addressed in detail in that report. I regard that particular
issue as discharged.
Mrs Coote raised an issue for the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services in the other house, which again
was a budget bid for greater numbers in the city of Glen
Eira. I remind Mrs Coote that the current government in
the 1999–2002 Parliament, in the 2002–06 Parliament
and again in the current Parliament, committed to and
delivered increased police numbers after inheriting a
situation where a previous government — which I will
not name on the basis of being apolitical — slashed the
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police force by 10 per cent. I can assure Mrs Coote that
the increased numbers in the police force, which are at
the disposal of the Chief Commissioner of Police, will
be allocated by the chief commissioner operationally to
the areas she sees as the hot spots. I regard the issue as
discharged in a formal sense, but I inform Mrs Coote
that these are issues on which the community will be
directly liaising with the police force.
Philip Davis raised an issue for the Minister for
Information and Communication Technology regarding
broadband services, and in particular in regard to a
blind spot, as he described it, in Leongatha South. I will
refer that issue to the minister for his attention.
Ms Hartland raised an issue for the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services in the other house regarding
Seddon residents who were without power. While the
request is a budget bid for an alerting system, I will
refer the matter to the minister for his direct response to
Ms Hartland.
Mr Koch raised an issue for the Minister for Local
Government in the other house regarding Victorian
Electoral Commission reviews, particularly in the city
of Greater Geelong. He was disappointed at the
outcomes, the lack of submissions and a range of
issues, but the substantive response to Mr Koch is that
the government has made a policy decision that
electoral reviews are matters for the VEC to undertake.
The government does not have a view that they should
be initiated by the minister. That is why the electoral
commission — an independent body — makes the
prime determination. I regard that matter as discharged.
Mr Pakula raised an issue for the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs in the other house
regarding a proposal from the Brimbank council for
drought-proofing sportsgrounds, and seeking his
support for that project. I will pass that on to the
minister for his response.
Mr Atkinson — On a point of order, President, I
draw your attention to a contradiction in the minister’s
handling of these matters. The matter he has just
reported to the house on is to be referred to the minister
on the basis that it was a request that money be spent.
However, with earlier matters where members had
raised issues the minister dismissed them and said they
were discharged because they were matters that related
to the budget. The reality is that so too does the matter
he has just commented on, which he has allowed to go
to the minister.
We need a consistent position from the minister in
terms of what he is discharging, and in particular where
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he draws a distinction with matters that relate to the
budget rather than matters that ought be considered by
the minister.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Firstly, Mr Atkinson
is now debating the matter. Secondly, the manner in
which the minister chooses to answer is a matter for
himself, and it is not for me to adjudicate on it.
Therefore there is no point of order.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Hall raised an issue for me as
the minister responsible for VicForests regarding
firewood supplies in Gippsland, and in particular
seeking a review on VicForests firewood procedures. In
a sense I am reluctant to commit to any sort of formal
review on these matters. There is ongoing dialogue
between VicForests and many of its stakeholders, but I
certainly commit to having ongoing dialogue with
Mr Hall as to whether there are more effective ways for
this to be done, and I would welcome ongoing
discussion with him and with the stakeholders he
referred to on this issue.
The final adjournment matter was from Ms Lovell and
was for the Minister for Roads and Ports in the other
house regarding the Bendigo transportation study. I will
refer to the minister the issues Ms Lovell raised, but
note that her cheap shot about three silent voices around
the cabinet table on any Bendigo matter rings a tad
hollow when the party she represents also had a
Bendigo cabinet minister during the time of that
35-year plan. She was saying that this plan is tardy. I do
not wish to speak ill of the late member. I would also
have thought that, if that is how she measures the
outcomes, it is a reflection on herself, on Mrs Petrovich
and on Mr Drum as other members for Northern
Victoria Region. Certainly it is a serious issue she raises
about the Bendigo transport study, and I will refer it to
the Minister for Roads and Ports for his response.
In addition, I wish to formally advise the house that
there are 20 responses to adjournment matters for the
period from 5 February to 12 March that will be
incorporated into Hansard as required under the new
sessional orders as follows: Mr Drum on 5 February;
Mr D. Davis on 5 February; Mr Finn on 5 February;
Mr Hall on 5 February; Mr Hall on 6 February;
Mr Barber on 6 February; Mrs Petrovich on 6 February;
Mr Rich-Phillips on 7 February; Mrs Coote on
7 February; Mr Guy on 7 February; Mr D. Davis on
7 February; Mr Eideh on 7 February; Ms Tierney on
7 February; Mr O’Donohue on 7 February;
Mr Thornley on 7 February; Ms Pennicuik on
27 February; Mr P. Davis on 28 February;
Mr Rich-Phillips on 28 February; Mr P. Davis on
11 March; and Ms Lovell on 12 March.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! The house now stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 10.54 p.m.
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Wednesday, 9 April 2008
The PRESIDENT (Hon. R. F. Smith) took the chair
at 9.32 a.m. and read the prayer.

ESSENTIAL SERVICES COMMISSION
AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Treasurer).

PETITION
Following petition presented to house:

Wallan Secondary College: funding
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council the concerns of the
local community that the facilities at Wallan Secondary
College have reached their limit because the government has
failed to provide funding for the stage 3 development.
Your petitioners therefore request that the state government
provide immediate funding to allow stage 3 of the Wallan
Secondary College to commence.

By Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria)
(276 signatures)
Laid on table.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Strengthening government and parliamentary
accountability in Victoria
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) presented
report, including appendices, together with
transcripts of evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be printed.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In tabling the report on behalf of the committee I of
course speak for all members when I thank the staff for
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their diligent work. I will give other members the
greater opportunity to speak on this report, but let me
just say from the Greens point of view that this is an
area we are particularly interested in. While the
reference created by the government may have been
somewhat more limited than the wider vision of the
Greens, we managed to work with other members of
the committee to broaden it out and to address many
issues which, though they may have been a matter of
interest to only a small group of people a year ago, have
since become much more current. The number and
quality of the submissions also assisted us in
broadening the reference out to matters of
contemporary interest.
Mr PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I rise also
to make a couple of brief comments in regard to the
report. At the outset I would like to place on the record
my appreciation — and I think the appreciation of all
the committee — for the work of executive officer
Valerie Cheong. I would also like to compliment the
chair, the member for Burwood in the other place, for
the way in which he guided the committee towards a
consensus outcome in regard to this report. It is fair to
say that none of the parties represented on the
committee got everything they wanted in the report.
Significant discussions were held about all of the
recommendations, and a lot of goodwill was
demonstrated by all members of the Public Accounts
and Estimates Committee in terms of the compilation of
the report.
I would also echo the comments made by Mr Barber in
regard to the quality of the submissions taken. The
committee has made some significant
recommendations about parliamentary practice,
standards of parliamentary behaviour, modernisation of
parliamentary practice and question time procedure,
and I think it would be incumbent on all members of
the house to digest the report. The members of the
committee are hopeful that the government will take
these recommendations on board.
Motion agreed to.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General — Report on Planning for Water
Infrastructure in Victoria, April 2008.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes:
Greater Shepparton Planning Scheme —
Amendment C73.
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Horsham Planning Scheme — Amendment C34.
Macedon Ranges Planning Scheme — Amendment
C42.
Moreland Planning Scheme — Amendments C58 and
C79.
Northern Grampians Planning Scheme —
Amendment C16.
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sustainability and strengthening communities. Adopting
the recommendations made in Geelong will play a part
in shaping the future of Australia, including how we are
governed — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Tahlia Gorfine-Seedsman

Whitehorse Planning Scheme — Amendment C75.
Wodonga Planning Scheme — Amendments C31 and
C63.
Yarra Ranges Planning Scheme — Amendment C60.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — No. 18.
Veterans Act 2005 — No. 19.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Minister’s exemption
certificate under section 9(6) in respect of Statutory Rule
No. 19.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Geelong 2020 summit
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — Nearly
100 people participated in the Geelong 2020 summit
held last Friday, a forerunner to the Australia 2020
summit that will take place in Canberra later in April. It
was disappointing that other industry leaders were not
present, as the majority in attendance were related to
Labor mates, not merit.
Attendees were divided into small groups and allocated
specific topics. I chaired a group discussing Australian
governance and role in the region, nationally and
internationally. Our group considered fundamental
issues relating to freedom of information, parliamentary
reform, removing the dysfunctional dimension of the
Australian federation and public policy participation in
regional and international forums.
After 3 hours of discussing a range of ideas, our group
made three key recommendations. Firstly, as a first
principle, Australia must retain its national integrity on
the international stage. Secondly, national equality is to
be achieved for all Australians through funding
frameworks and further reviewing a two-tiered
government structure. Thirdly, all Australians should
have the full and free right of access to information
delivered in a reputable and timely manner.
Other topics discussed included the future of the
Australian economy and economic infrastructure,

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — On
6 February I received a letter from Mr Michael
Gorfine-Seedsman on behalf of his daughter, Tahlia
Gorfine-Seedsman, who is eight and a half years old.
Tahlia lives in East Bentleigh and attends St Patrick’s
Primary School in Murrumbeena. Tahlia worded and
organised a petition that was signed by 62 of her
classmates. The petition reads:
We the undersigned primary school children, parents and
teachers believe that dredging the bay will pollute the ocean,
kill the sea animals and ruin the water and wreck the fishing
and prevent us from swimming in the bay we love.

Tahlia wanted her petition to go to the ALP, but after
her parents explained to her that it had approved the
dredging she was looking for alternatives and they
suggested the Greens. Tahlia feels very frustrated but
believes she has achieved something by undertaking
this action.
On receiving the letter and petition I contacted Michael
and Tahlia and undertook to send the petition to the
Premier and the Minister for Roads and Ports, which I
did on 5 March. On 26 March I received a response
from the Premier’s office which, while noting that I had
also written to Minister Pallas, said that it had referred
the letter to him.
Tahlia is representative of many young people who
have organised bay walks, swims and other protests,
and I commend her and them for taking action on an
issue they feel so strongly about. The commencement
of dredging at the entrance to the bay, where half a
million cubic metres of rock will be removed, is an act
of recklessness and vandalism of a precious asset which
the government should be protecting for all Victorians
now and in the future.

Hon. John Button
Mr THORNLEY (Southern Metropolitan) — In
any all-Australian team of the century, John Button
would be picked as industry minister. People will say it
many times in coming days because it is true — while
small in stature, John was a giant of the labour
movement and a great Australian. He was the wily
goal-sneak of Australian politics.
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I cannot say much in 90 seconds, and John would like
that. He would reckon we should not make too much of
a fuss. And there is not much any of us can say that
John has not said better himself in his books and essays.
But John was more than a keen analyst and a witty
commentator, he was a player. Without him, where
would Australian manufacturing and exports be?
Without him, Labor may never have reformed its
Victorian branch and made the leadership changes it
needed to make.
John was always sceptical but never cynical. He saw
the special pleadings and sectional interests for what
they were, but he never lost the faith. He was respected
on both sides of the house, on all sides of the party and
by business, unions and the press alike. He loved the
ALP and he loved the Geelong Football Club. It is a
fitting tribute that both those institutions gave him a
grand final win before he went.
John was a friend, a mentor, a role model and a great
Australian. I am sure I speak for all in this chamber
when I offer our condolences to his partner, Joan, his
sons, Nick and James, his sister, Muriel, and all his
family.

Ringwood Highland Games
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — The
Scots have done it again! On 30 March Ringwood
resonated with the sounds of bagpipes and throngs of
visitors flocked to Jubilee Park for the Ringwood
Highland Games. This event proves that the work of the
president, Mrs Sue MacLeod, pays off year after year.
For years Sue MacLeod has organised this event with
some support from the Maroondah City Council. But it
seems to me that the time for a review of the very small
amount of funding received by the games is long
overdue.
The Ringwood Highland Games bring thousands of
people into the district; this year 7000 people attended.
It is a greatly anticipated day on the Celtic events
calendar. Massed pipe bands compete with each other,
as do highland dancers. For me there is nothing as
stirring or as hauntingly wonderful as a pipe band
playing Scottish airs and anthems. As is the custom, the
Ringwood RSL’s own highland pipe band was
prominent and brilliant in the massed display.
Each year clans from all over Australia assemble with
their tartans, coats of arms and other insignia, offering a
visual feast. I had the opportunity to meet a real-life
clan chief, Alexander Mathieson, who travelled from
the UK especially for the event, which was a great
pleasure. On a personal note, it was great to meet

913

members of my own clan, the Lindsays, from Coupar
Angus.

Felix Wilkins
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — Felix
Wilkins is a student at Kingsville Primary School. He
created his own petition against bay dredging and
gathered 171 signatures. I congratulate Felix, his school
and his mother, Jo Case. I will not be able to table the
petition as it is not in the correct form, but I will speak
to his argument against bay dredging. Felix says:
The environment is way more important than money! I mean,
who wants to be a millionaire and a bad country for looking
after the environment? The dredging threatens the bay and the
creatures that live in it. The bay belongs to the sea creatures,
not the government.

I agree with Felix. Our quality of life is destroyed if we
do not have a clean environment. Bay dredging hurts
the environment that supports us. You cannot eat
money, you cannot breathe it and you cannot drink it.
I met Felix at an MTAG (Maribyrnong Truck Action
Group) rally. The rally was about the extra trucks that
will roll through our residential streets because of the
port expansion. Diesel fumes are already harming
schoolchildren in our area. Our children’s lungs are
more important than money. I quote again from Felix’s
petition:
John Brumby should know better.

I invite everyone to attend the next MTAG rally, which
will be held on 12 April at 11.00 a.m. on the corner of
Williamstown Road and Francis Street in Yarraville,
where they will have a chance to meet Felix.

Welcome Back to Yaapeet
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I want to
let the house know how delighted I was to officially
open the Yaapeet Recreation Reserve last Sunday at the
Welcome Back to Yaapeet celebrations. My
parliamentary colleagues Peter Crisp, the member for
Mildura in the other place, and the federal member for
Mallee, John Forrest, also joined me. It was a big
weekend in Yaapeet celebrating the opening of a new
camping and barbecue area, delivered by a partnership
between the Victorian government, which provided
$55 700, and the Yarriambiack Shire Council, which
provided $13 800. Over $14 000 was provided by
community contributions — a great effort by a very
small community.
The weekend celebrations also saw the 90th anniversary
of the school and the official opening of the pumping
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station at Yaapeet, marking a significant point in the
construction of the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. The
Welcome Back to Yaapeet celebrations saw over
200 people come together to catch up with friends and
family. It was a great success, and I want to congratulate
all those who worked so hard to make it happen. I
particularly congratulate Mr Ian Herben, the chair of the
Yaapeet Recreation Reserve, the Yaapeet Community
Club and of course the Yarriambiack shire. It was a
terrific weekend with a number of social gatherings,
including quite a big dinner and a well-attended lunch on
the Sunday. Congratulations to everybody; it was a great
event.

Hon. John Button
The PRESIDENT — Order! This is a little unusual,
and the circumstances are a little unusual as well, in that
I wish to add my condolences to those that have already
been offered to the Button family. The reason I do that
is that as an old ironworker, someone who worked in
the steel industry, and as a union official, I can say
without equivocation that John Button saved that
industry with his steel plan. He saved the jobs of many,
many thousands of workers and the livelihoods of their
families. As an old ironworker I feel comfortable in
speaking on behalf of my old union. I can say we will
forever be grateful to John Button and his courage as a
reformist within the Labor Party. To his family I offer
my sincere condolences.

Trams: Knox extension
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise
in dismay at the Labor government and its lack of
commitment in terms of its rail and tram infrastructure,
and in particular the 1999 promise that it would rebuild
the transport network. It made a commitment that it
would extend the East Burwood tram to the Knox City
Shopping Centre, yet we have seen nothing of the sort
occur. That tram service finishes outside my office, and
those who wish to travel further on need to catch a bus.
It is a bit hypocritical for the member for Forest Hill in
the other place to launch into a staged protest against
her own government, saying that the bus services are
inadequate and they need to be fixed. If she got onto the
real promises that were made in 1999 about extending
the tram route to the Knox City Shopping Centre she
would not have to be barking in the other place or in the
media or having a whinge at the government about the
inadequacy of bus services.
The government made a commitment to build the tram
route to the Knox City shopping centre. It failed to do
that — and the honourable member for Forest Hill has
failed to do that — and I call on the government to get
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on with the job of fixing it and doing what needs to be
done for the people of Forest Hill, Scoresby and the
surrounding suburbs in Eastern Metropolitan Region.

Bushfires: briefing
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — May I take
this opportunity to thank you, President, for the
invitation sent to us all to attend the science briefing on
‘Bushfires — climate impacts and community
resilience’. I further congratulate you on successfully
having the name of the briefing changed to recognise
both presiding officers of the Parliament.
I attended the briefing and was amazed by what I heard
from Professor Michael Manton of Monash University
and Mr Alan Rhodes of the Country Fire Authority, as I
believe was everyone who attended. Some 50 per cent
of all property losses due to bushfires and over 40 per
cent of fatalities in Australia since 1900 have occurred
in Victoria. Sadly, we are the bushfire state. What is
more, all the available evidence of drying from reduced
rainfall and increasing temperatures due to global
warming suggests that things may become worse unless
we are better prepared.
We need to reduce risk and to involve the public in
planning, preparation and protecting their own
properties, because fire services simply cannot protect
every single property and household. We need to be
better prepared. To quote from material that we were
given at the briefing:
Public safety in large part depends on the capacity of the
community to take appropriate action to prepare and respond
to that threat of bushfires.

We are all part of the community.

China: human rights
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — The unrest
seen in Tibet over the last few weeks, with as many as
150 Tibetans killed according to some independent
reports, demonstrates that China has not delivered the
peace and prosperity to Tibet that it claims it has.
Despite Tibetans being made a minority with the influx
of ethnic Chinese into their country and in the face of
religious and ethnic discrimination, Tibetan culture and
identity have survived. Although living in exile since
1959, the Dalai Lama, as the spiritual leader of all
Tibetans, continues to command enormous respect
from and has authority over both Tibetans and
non-Tibetans alike.
The Prime Minister, Kevin Rudd, will be in Beijing this
week, meeting with Chinese President Hu Jintao. I urge
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the Prime Minister to make the strongest statement
possible to the Chinese leadership about our concerns
regarding the protection of human rights, including
religious freedom. I urge the Chinese leadership to
commence the long-awaited official talks with the Dalai
Lama so that the Tibetan issue can be resolved.
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I totally oppose this gross violation of and intrusion into
the lives of families. I find the approach a repulsive
breach of privacy. It is an approach that ultimately will
undermine Tell the Truth’s ability to convince the
community of the merits of its case.

China: human rights
China has earnt much international respect with its One
Country, Two Systems policy and the way it has
managed the return of sovereignty over Hong Kong and
Macau. China should see the Olympics and the world
attention that it currently has as an opportunity to
address, in a peaceful and diplomatic way, the two
other great challenges it faces — Tibet and Taiwan. I
hope Mr Rudd will put Australia’s position on this issue
in a frank and fearless way.

Zimbabwe: elections
Mr O’DONOHUE — Robert Mugabe came to
power in 1980 with enormous goodwill and support
from the world. He inherited a country which was the
bread basket of southern Africa. Sadly, during his
28-year rule he has presided over the slow destruction
of what should and could be a prosperous democracy.
He started his rule by attempting to ethnically cleanse
his tribal rivals, and later evicted all commercial
farmers merely because of the colour of their skin.
Inflation is out of control. I urge — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Abortion: Tell the Truth pamphlet
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am very
concerned about graphic images of aborted foetuses
that have been slotted into letterboxes in my electorate.
This unsolicited material has shocked and distressed
many with its graphic display of blood-soaked foetuses
and body parts. While the material was addressed to the
adult household, there was no warning about the
graphic nature of the content. I am particularly
concerned that the material could easily have been
opened by children.
Although I am absolutely committed to the rights of
organisations and individuals to freely communicate
their views, as that is a hallmark of free speech that
marks out democracy, this graphic, unsolicited material
is an obscene abuse of that right. It is offensive and
outrageous.
I urge the so-called Tell the Truth Coalition to consider
the families confronted by its images. I urge it to
consider the distress it has caused. As I said, while I
respect the right of organisations to express their views,

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — Passionate
demonstrations against China in London and Paris in
recent days and in the United States of America today
should come as no surprise. They should have been
foreseen by the International Olympic Committee when
it inexplicably awarded Beijing the 2008 Olympic
Games.
We have been told that China has changed, but it has
not. The so-called People’s Republic of China today
lives as much by the dictum of the evil tyrant Mao
Zedong that political power comes through the barrel of
a gun as it ever has. After the Tiananmen Square
massacre we were told China had changed, but it has
not. The government of China today is still controlled
by the same sorts of lying, murdering, bullying old
thugs as it has always been controlled by since the
victory of communism. They are barbarians who
oppress their own people in the name of totalitarianism.
They hate freedom.
The Australian Olympic Committee should
immediately announce the cancellation of the Olympic
torch visit to Canberra later this month. If not, the
temptation to travel to the national capital to express my
own protest may be too strong to resist. This is not
about mixing sport and politics; this is about showing
our disdain for a totally corrupt regime dripping in the
blood of its victims.

Transport: east–west link needs assessment
Mr PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
congratulate Sir Rod Eddington and his team,
particularly Tony Canavan, on their outstanding work
in undertaking and completing the east–west link needs
assessment on behalf of the government. The east–west
team did a mountain of work evidenced by its 300-page
report, 1200 pages of supporting documentation and
20 detailed recommendations. As the Premier has
indicated, the government will use the next three
months to digest the report and consult widely, as it
should, because the ramifications of this report are
massive both structurally and financially.
At first blush it is an excellent recognition of the
particular issues that confront the west. Whether it be
the recommendation for another river crossing, the
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truck action plan, the rail tunnel from Footscray or the
link from Tarneit to Sunshine, Sir Rod’s report has paid
great attention to the west’s transport requirements in
all modes, and for that reason it will be widely
welcomed by my constituents.
In discussing this report over the coming months I urge
all members to pay particular attention to two of
Sir Rod’s findings: firstly, there will be a modal shift
towards public transport in the range of 20 per cent;
and, secondly, notwithstanding that, there will be a
30 per cent increase in demand for car travel by 2031.
No simple, one-size-fits-all response could possibly
deal with figures such as these.

HEPBURN MINERAL SPRINGS
BATHHOUSE: REDEVELOPMENT
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
move:
That this house —
(1) expresses deep concern with the ongoing
mismanagement of the Hepburn Mineral Springs
Bathhouse redevelopment; and
(2) acknowledges the Hepburn Mineral Springs Bathhouse
as an icon of Victoria’s regional tourism industry and, in
particular, acknowledges the importance of the
redevelopment to the business community in the
Daylesford-Hepburn region.

I welcome the fact that the Minister for Major Projects
is in the chamber, because it is important to note that
this is not a debate about the minister and the fact of
incompetence. There is no such motion. This is a
motion that is sensible. It is a motion that should gain
the endorsement of members opposite and of the minor
parties in the sense that it is expressing deep concern
about the government’s ongoing mismanagement of the
bathhouse redevelopment.
We need to go back to where it all started, in October
2006. There was much hoopla from the government in
terms of the announcement. The process was that the
government closed the bathhouse for redevelopment,
which was set to begin at the completion of the then
current tenant’s lease, on 22 October 2006.
In all the documentation and evidence that we have seen
and the reports by various individuals, which I will go
through later, it was very clear that the intention for this
project was for the bathhouse to be closed for only 12 to
14 months. The people in the Daylesford-Hepburn
region were aware that this was an important project —
and certainly I support the project; it is an important
project for the region, for Victoria and for tourism —
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but they had an expectation that the bathhouse would be
inoperable for a short period while the redevelopment
project was undertaken.
In October 2006 there was a press release from the
various organisations headed ‘The new-look,
state-of-the-art Hepburn Springs bathhouse’. The press
release is very effective, and states:
How it will look: the new north wing (left) will include a new
relaxation pool, salt pool, spa couch pool, steam room and
much more, while the refurbished south wing —

on the right side —
will include 13 baths and therapy rooms, just to name some of
the state-of-the-art features.

This was very good, and the release also indicated — as
I said, this was in October 2006 — that the process
would be completed ‘by early 2008’. We know that the
government was confident — in fact the committee that
was selected by the government was very confident —
that this project would be developed within that time
frame. We know, for example, that the government
utilised local construction contractors, and we have
heard the minister in this place talk about the great
work that had utilised local industry. Obviously that is
great.
It is interesting to read the government’s own
statements. In a press release in September 2007 the
Minister for Major Projects, sitting opposite, said:
Construction at the bathhouse is on track …

The minister went on to praise the building contractors
and the workers and he recognised its importance,
saying:
… one of regional Victoria’s most beloved tourist attractions
with more than 250 000 visitors per year, the bathhouse is the
linchpin of a local tourism sector supporting 2200 jobs and
worth more than $200 million annually.

I agree with the minister, and that is exactly the point
that I am raising today. We have so much relying on
this development. As the minister said, there are more
than 250 000 visitors per year. It has been out of
operation now for in excess of a year and it was
planned for 14 months. It is expected that the project
will support 2200 jobs and be worth more than
$200 million annually, but we have a government with
its hands off the wheel.
The government really needs to understand when it
undertakes major projects or when it undertakes a
simple project like this that it ought to just get on with
the job. The government makes the statement that there
is more to be done, but there is more to be done because
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it has not done it. Now we have the situation where a
project that, on the minister’s own statements, involves
2200 jobs, 250 000 visitors per year and more than
$200 million annually is being delayed time and again.
The minister continually issues press releases which say
this is a great project, and we agree with that, but he
should be putting out press releases that say he has
taken action regarding the delays, he has sorted out the
concerns that have been raised and he has sorted out
with the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change, Gavin Jennings, the minister he sits next to, the
issues regarding the lease arrangements. That lease
arrangement was a stuff-up.
I will refer to correspondence about the closure of the
bathhouse. The organising committee made a
suggestion in Hepburn Springs updated document
no. 3, which says:
The redevelopment of the bathhouse is set to begin at the
completion of the current tenant’s lease on 22 October —

which was obviously in 2006. It goes on:
The state government anticipates the redevelopment will take
12 to 14 months.
The council and the bathhouse business and community
liaison group … are receiving plenty of positive feedback
from business and residents regarding the opportunities that
will be created by the redevelopment …

Where are they now? Recent correspondence and
recent media releases say those groups want to bail out.
They are getting sick and tired of the spin; they are
getting sick and tired of being told many things. One
individual was quoted as saying that people feel like
they have been treated like idiots by this government. I
do not think that is quite what the government would
expect and what the people in the Daylesford and
Hepburn Springs area would expect. I think it will
affect the expectation of the creation of 2200 jobs
which are reliant on this project. This just demonstrates
that the Minister for Major Projects is not getting it
right.
Let me put this on the record: recently in this chamber
we asked the minister how many major projects there
were in regional and rural Victoria. In 6 minutes and
25 seconds he concluded that there was one project. It
was this project. Subsequently we ascertained that the
minister is not quite sure when it will be completed. In
terms of time lines, things are not progressing as
smoothly as they could. I am curious about the
government members on the other side of the chamber.
I wonder what comments and justifications they will
make to this house, the residents of the Daylesford and
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Hepburn Springs area and the businesses that are
waiting for this major project to be done.
This is a major project! It is a bathhouse. We know that
the Minister for Major Projects is very proud of the
kitchen renovations in Parliament House. I guess the
minister and the government can do kitchen
renovations, but we should not ask them to do
bathroom renovations, because they struggle with
those.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — Yes, I understand that
Mrs Peulich has had some bathroom renovations done.
It is interesting, as I said, that this government appears
to be effective at doing kitchen renovations but cannot
build rooms for a bath. That is disappointing. Because
the kitchens are for the benefit of members of
Parliament, I assume, although no-one can know it, that
the kitchens were on time and on budget. Why is the
same consideration not given to the dedicated people of
Daylesford and Hepburn Springs? Why are they not
given the same type of consideration and concern with
this significant and important tourism icon? Why is the
government content to let time roll by — days fall into
weeks, weeks fall into months, and unfortunately,
months fall into years?
We now have a ludicrous situation. I go back to some
of the correspondence. An article in the Advocate of
10 July 2007, under the headline ‘Bathhouse on time’,
reported that:
The $10 million … bathhouse will open on time despite
reports that the project will be delayed by 12 months because
of a government mistake.

We did not need to worry, because the government
promised it would be delivered on time. The bathhouse
business and community liaison group chairman,
Cr Bill McClenaghan, said that the two-month delay
would not affect the progress of the development. He
said it was only a very minor delay, that it would not be
a problem, that the bathhouse redevelopment was still
on time and that it would open in late January or
February 2008.
Initially we were told it would open by the end of 2007,
but we are now well past December 2007. In October
2006 they promised it would open within 12 to
14 months. By the middle of July last year they were
saying, ‘Hang on, we will still open on time, but we
will open on the new time line’, which means the old
time line was obviously not correct. They said the
bathhouse would be built on time and they guaranteed it
would be completed in January or February this year.
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Cr McClenaghan said February would be an ideal
month to reopen the bathhouse. I feel sorry for the
chairman because he was obviously being sold a pup in
respect of that matter.
On 11 December 2007 there was more drama in the
bath. The rubber duckie was bobbing up and down
because it was not happening. They were waiting for
the builders, but they did not arrive. Many of us have
waited for tradesmen to roll up when we have been
renovating or redeveloping, and found that they do not
always turn up. This time the government did not roll
up.
Mr Guy interjected.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — Mr Guy is quite correct.
What occurred, as reported in the Advocate, was that
the Hepburn Springs bathhouse redevelopment had hit
a snag. Mr Lenders should be here for the sausage
sizzle that he once talked highly about. The bathhouse
was due to be finished in February but unfortunately the
opening date was pushed back to March. Just for the
record, today is Wednesday, 9 April 2008. We have
been waiting a long time for that bath and it is getting a
bit whoofy for a lot of people. I have to say that, while
we may express some joviality about this, it is
disappointing for the businesses in the area. They are
waiting for this tourism icon, as I have put in my
motion, to be built and established. The chairman of the
liaison group, who is also the Holcombe ward
councillor, Bill McClenaghan, said the delay is very
disappointing. I gather he would be extremely
disappointed for the people he represents in that area.
Reports refer back to December 2007 when
Mr Theophanous, during a visit to the site, said that the
project was on track to be finished on time. I recall that
he said at the time:
Construction at the bathhouse is on track and going well, with
the roof beams for the north wing currently being installed.

This was in December. The time line for the opening in
November or December 2007 has blown out. In
December we were told it would be opened in February
or March 2008. What happened? The bathhouse group
was becoming pretty annoyed with the whole process.
On 18 December 2007, following further delays, the
group wanted the state government to stop feeding it
guff about the Hepburn Springs bathhouse. On the
website it said it would be completed around February
or March.
Mr Koch — Which February?
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Mr DALLA-RIVA — February or March 2008. In
the minister’s own words, this is an important tourism
icon. He said that it is recognised as ‘one of regional
Victoria’s most beloved tourist attractions’. In
September 2007 he said that, with more than
250 000 visitors per year, it is ‘the linchpin of a local
tourism sector’. This is not just a local tourism event;
this project supports 2200 jobs and more than
$200 million annually, yet the government cannot build
it.
After more than 14 months we were heading into
March. On 12 March there was a further headline in the
Courier: ‘Bathhouse group set to quit’. Things had got
pretty bad. Half the poor Hepburn bathhouse business
and community liaison group was ready to quit; they
had had enough. They had had enough of the
mismanagement, which is the issue I raise in the
motion. This is not a motion created out of thin air; it is
a motion that has substantial evidence behind it. It has
the evidence of the concerns raised by various
community groups.
It is interesting that a spokesperson for the Hepburn
Regional Tourism Association, which is also
represented on the community liaison group, Carol
Hulst, said that ‘a lack of information from project
managers Major Projects Victoria was frustrating
members’. What is the government doing? We know
that when we asked the Minister for Major Projects to
list all the major projects under his direct responsibility
it took him nearly 61⁄2 minutes to come up with the
Hepburn Springs spa. The minister does not have
responsibility for the north–south pipeline and he does
not have responsibility for the desalination plant. It is
not as though there is a huge workload in the sense of
managing this project, but we now have frustration
from the members of the tourism association. On
12 March Ms Hulst said:
Members are just frustrated by the lack of communication
and embarrassed that the information we are giving the
community is continually wrong …

The chair of the community liaison group, Cr Bill
McClenaghan, would have been feeling exactly the
same way. He was out there representing the
community as a councillor, doing the right thing and
saying, ‘We are going to have this ready’. Imagine the
pressure he and the various other group members were
under. Imagine the pressure Carol Hulst was under as
president of the Hepburn Regional Tourism
Association. All the tourism and business groups and
those who were employed through downstream or
upstream relationships with the bathhouse would be
saying, ‘What on earth is going on? We can survive
only so long under the pain of rising interest rates’.
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Obviously that is going to have an impact on businesses
and how they manage to service their debt. If they have
no income stream, it is obviously going to be an issue
of concern. Ms Hulst also said:
We are upholding the official line — but then the rumours we
hear from contractors are actually what is really happening.

She also said that the last report received from Major
Projects Victoria was in December. We know that
Major Projects Victoria said it proposed that this project
would be completed in December. The association was
obviously told it would be completed by February or
March. Ms Hulst went on to say that the committee had
originally been told the bathhouse redevelopment
would be completed in December last year. That is
exactly what I said.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Not really.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — The minister interjects and
says ‘Not really’.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — That is not correct.
December was never the completion date. It is just not
correct.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — The minister says December
was never the completion date; it is just not correct.
Why would the bathhouse liaison group in its
bathhouse update of 15 August 2006 say:
The state government anticipates the redevelopment will take
12 to 14 months.

That is about right. Twelve months from the date of the
then current lease on 22 October 2006. Basic maths
would say that if it was October 2006, then in
12 months — —
Hon. T. C. Theophanous interjected.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — Let us say it is not
completed in 12 months, but completed in 14 months.
That would be December. I have just presented
evidence from the chairman and from Ms Hulst who
both say they thought it was going to be completed in
December.
Mr Koch — They were told.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — They were absolutely told,
Mr Koch. I guess they were lied to. It is disappointing
that they were lied to.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Not by us. Maybe you
told them.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — Somebody told them.
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Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Maybe it was you —
spreading false things around. I do not know, but we
never told them that.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — The minister is blaming me.
For the record, I have only just been appointed shadow
Minister for Major Projects, but I was spreading
rumours 18 months ago because I anticipated I was
going to be shadow Minister for Major Projects!
Mr Theophanous should get a crystal ball. It is
fascinating. It is amazing that the minister is blaming
me for leaking information that the bathhouse was
going to be completed in December. That is
disappointing. The minister should acknowledge that
this is a simple motion. It talks about the ongoing
mismanagement, and it is ongoing. The minister is
presumably arguing that the delay or the announcement
of it being completed in December is my fault, when in
fact that is not the case.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — You are making a fool
of yourself.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — The only person making a
fool of himself is the minister. I do not know how the
minister can go and face the people in that region and
say, with hand on heart — —
Mr Koch — He doesn’t!
Mr DALLA-RIVA — He doesn’t. I am sure the
members for that region would like to see the minister
go down to the bathhouse and say, with hand on
heart — —
Mr Guy — Hand on soap.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — Hand on soap, hand on
heart, hand on everything — hand on rubber duckie —
and say that this was going to be completed in March.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Have you been down
there?
Mr DALLA-RIVA — I might go when it is
completed, because I do not want to interrupt the
workers there. Clearly they are being interrupted by the
government. Maybe the government members should
get their fingers out of there and let the workers do the
job of completing the project.
It is important to understand that not only are we
finding the community up in arms, but we are finding
the tourism association president up in arms and we are
finding the chairman of the consultative committee up
in arms. We now find that they feel as though they have
been given a dud run.
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For all the posturing the government has done, where
are we? It is 9 April. It is interesting to note that on its
latest updated website Major Projects Victoria reveals
that the projected building completion date for the
entire Hepburn Springs redevelopment has blown out to
June 2008. We now have a new date. We had the date
in December, which the minister denies, even though I
have provided evidence that the chairman and other
individuals suggested and believed it would be
completed then. The department released public
documentation saying that the project would be
completed in 12 to 14 months. The minister rejects that
assertion. December 2007 is the first date by which it
was meant to be completed, but that date went past. It
then said the bathhouse would be completed in
February-March. We have passed February and we
have passed March; we are now into April. The
minister’s own major projects department now puts on
its website that it will be completed in June 2008. We
have been given three completion dates, one of which
the minister denies. It will be interesting to hear the
response of government members to the
February-March completion date. What is their
argument? How can they counter the fact that the
relevant individuals have been sold a dud?
We now have this new date of June 2008. This is seven
months later than the projected completion date. Again
I put on the record that it is a bath room, it is a
bathhouse. In the context of building big major projects
this is not significant. We know the Minister for Major
Projects does not have the desalination plant. We know
the Minister for Major Projects does not have the
north–south pipeline, but in terms of the regional area
he has the bathhouse to fix. As I have said before, the
major projects department built the kitchen for the
Parliament of this state. If it can build a kitchen, why
can it not build a bath room? It is just amazing.
Mr Koch — It blew out.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — And that probably blew out
as well. It is interesting. Why is there not the urgency in
terms of building this bathhouse for the residents of the
Daylesford-Hepburn region? Why is there not the
urgency to ensure the tourism industry is looked after?
As I said, back in September 2007 the minister said that
this is one of Victoria’s ‘most beloved tourist
attractions with more than 250 000 visitors per year’. If
there are that many visitors coming in each year, then
we need to get on with the job of fixing it. But there is
more to be done. The minister went on to say:
… the bathhouse is the linchpin of a local tourism sector
supporting 2200 jobs and worth more than $200 million
annually.
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As I said, this is a simple motion that requires support
from government members. They need to understand
that the government has mismanaged the Hepburn
Mineral Springs Bathhouse redevelopment. It has
missed opportunities for the tourism industry; it has
missed opportunities for businesses and the like.
The minister can carp all he likes about the fact that it
was not meant to be completed in December 2007.
Somebody must be lying in respect of the date. That
community group brought out reports saying the
redevelopment was going to be completed in 12 to
14 months. It just does not make sense. Have they been
told a lie? Have they been told mistruths? We know
they have been told mistruths because, as I pointed out
earlier, in March of this year half of the members of the
Hepburn bathhouse business and community liaison
group were ready to quit. They had had enough. For the
minister to sit there and say, ‘I have not been there’, in
respect of that — —
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — No, you have not been
there.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — I put it to the minister that if
he is so confident, why does he not go there after the
next sitting week of Parliament and confront the people
of Daylesford-Hepburn Springs — —
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — On a point of order,
President, I do not know whether the member is
deliberately trying to mislead the Parliament, but I did
not say that I had not gone there. I said the member had
not gone there. The way the member presented it could
mislead the — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is not a point of
order. The minister does not get to debate the point —
but he may have been successful in what he set out to
do.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — I look forward to the
minister’s contribution on the motion. This is a motion
that reflects directly on the Minister for Major Projects
and the mismanagement of this redevelopment.
The minister said that I have not been to that site, and
that is quite true. I look forward to attending it once it
has been opened. But I put it on the record that if the
minister is so concerned about my going there, I would
like to see the minister go to the site after the next
sitting week. Given all the concerns being raised now, I
would like to see the minister get out of the comfort of
this environment, go there and give an answer to the
people of Daylesford and the Hepburn Springs region
about why this project has been continually delayed. If
the minister is putting it on me to attend, I will put it on
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him to attend. We will go together. If the minister wants
to take me with him, I will stand back when all the
aggression towards him comes out.
Mr Guy interjected.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — He might get lost trying to
find it. I say that as part of my contribution to the
debate on this motion because the minister has
obviously raised it in a point of order. I will put on the
record that I encourage the minister to go there to meet
the people of that area and explain fully why there has
been ongoing mismanagement. I want the minister to
explain today when he is intending to have this project
completed. Somebody in the government who is going
to debate this motion today must be able to say, ‘We
have built the bath. We have completed the bath, and
there is water running in it. And the rubber duckies are
in it’.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — It must be completed at
some point. I will leave it there, because the clear
evidence is that there has been ongoing
mismanagement. I look forward to hearing government
members trying to counter the arguments. It will be
interesting to see what their views are about why the
project was not completed in December and why it was
not completed in February or March. I would like to see
a guarantee from someone on the government side that
it will be completed in June.
I would go so far to say, ‘Tell us the date of the official
opening so that everyone can diarise it and go there and
so that everyone in the Hepburn Springs and
Daylesford area can finally celebrate the opening of this
tourism icon’. The fact is that there has been ongoing
government mismanagement of this project. This is a
very important motion I have brought to the chamber. It
expresses deep concern. It does not contain a direct
criticism of the minister; it expresses deep concern. It
has been worded in a way that I think brings balance. It
is about getting support from the government and the
government acknowledging that it has real problems.
Government members should vote for the motion based
on the reasons I have outlined today.
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I move:
That paragraph (1) be omitted.

This is a serious issue and a serious debate. It is a
serious issue for the local community of Hepburn
Springs, Daylesford and the surrounding area. It has not
been helpful for us to sit through a debate that has had a
sprinkling of jocular comments: we have had comments

921

about rubber duckies, bathroom renovations, flushing
of toilets and kitchen renovations, and I really do not
think that will have too much traction with the
community in Hepburn Springs and Daylesford. I say
to the community of Daylesford and Hepburn Springs
that this clearly is a debate brought about by a shadow
minister with a new portfolio who is searching for some
sort of relevance. The issues we have been taken
through so far this morning really show the local
community is being held in absolute disregard.
My connection with the area and the bathhouse in
particular goes back to the early 1980s. After the
historical flush of tourists and families that had used to
attend the area to take the so-called waters, there had
been a slump, but there was a resurgence in the early
1980s. At that time it was still fairly quiet, but a number
of younger people, particularly in regional areas and
Melbourne, often travelled to Daylesford to go to the
spa.
The first period during which I attended the bathhouse
was in the days when there was an old chimney and an
open fireplace. One would sit around and have cups of
tea and take the mineral spring waters while the baths
were filling. It was really quite quaint and had a real
sense of character. During that time I also obviously
stayed in the area. In those days you could have fired
something down the main street any night of the week
and not hit anyone. It was very quiet and was a nice,
relaxing spot in which to rejuvenate.
Because of the area becoming known to more people,
we have seen a massive development of tourism in it.
The original quaint bathhouse was developed into a
new mineral spas retreat in the late 1980s and early
1990s. A new pool was built, along with a whole range
of new bath rooms, massage areas and a float tank area.
It was seen to be state of the art — which it was — all
the way through the 1990s. However, it became
increasingly difficult to get a booking, and one would
have to wait up to a month to get an appointment.
It was during that time that we saw the emergence of a
strong tourism industry, not just in terms of the
development of motels and hotels but also in terms of
smaller bed and breakfasts and 4-star guest houses. We
have also seen the likes of the Lake House, with its
development of a day spa, and Peppers Springs retreat,
which also has its own day spa treatment area. A series
of Japanese retreats have also come into the area.
The development has not just involved accommodation
and restaurants. We have seen a burgeoning number of
artists living and working in the area, galleries and
exhibitions, drama performances, cultural activities and
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a whole range of other events, which have been
embraced in the Daylesford-Hepburn Springs area and
have added real colour and excitement. It has become a
place of choice for many people to reside in, and that is
easily understood by visiting there. Now the bathhouse
has become a central drawcard on the tourist map. In
the 1980s, as I said, it was arguably the drawcard
because many of the other attractions simply had not
yet been developed. It is correct to say now that the
bathhouse is extremely important to the area, but other
businesses, such as spa, massage, remedial and
catering, have also developed. It is almost a case of
choose what you would like to spend your money on
and basically Hepburn Springs and Daylesford have it.
We came across this in June last year when members of
the parliamentary Rural and Regional Committee went
to Daylesford and held public hearings in the township.
It became quite obvious that the development of
tourism, with restaurants, accommodation and
activities, is multileveled and is used by a whole range
of people. Activities range from affordable family
activities right through to international 5-star activities
and accommodation.
The local economy is not totally dependent on the
bathhouse. However, the bathhouse continues to be
very important, and I would never underestimate or
devalue its importance to the area. It continues to be
recognised as one of regional Victoria’s most popular
tourist attractions, it supports over 2200 jobs and is
worth more than $200 million annually. For the record,
I think it is important to go through the financials
involved in this project.
The project is worth $10.6 million. Funding of
$8.18 million has been provided by the state
government, $1.2 million by the local council,
$500 000 by the federal government, $300 000 by the
Victorian Mineral Water Committee, $342 000 by the
Department of Sustainability and Environment, and
$50 000 by the Sustainable Energy Authority. The
redevelopment was initiated to increase capacity, as I
have already stated. The bathhouse was under
increasing demand and the need for expansion was
apparent to all. The state government took over the
project from the council in 2006, and thereby saved the
project.
Increasing the capacity of the bathhouse has also meant
refurbishing the existing heritage building, specifically
in the relaxation area and the therapy and massage
rooms. The project includes construction of a new
public mineral water pool and spa building. It also
provides for a new access bridge to the reception area,
and state-of-the-art change rooms, wet areas and
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amenities. In anyone’s estimation it is a significant
project and many people in the area are really excited
about it.
Yesterday in the house the Minister for Major Projects
also alluded to the fact that the project is quite complex
from design and construction and engineering
perspectives. It is a world-class facility and will remain
so for a very long time. When the community sees that
what is being done is not standard and run of the mill
but is actually something special and very unusual, it
will know that this is an asset which will be in its midst
for a long time and will continue to be an icon for a
long time.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms TIERNEY — There have been some delays and
I will go through some of them for the benefit of
opposition members. Again, the minister touched on
these yesterday, but it is worth my going through them
as well.
Some of the delays are due to the meticulous attention
that needs to be paid to the formwork for the concrete.
If the opposition wants more details on the particulars
of the concreting work, I am sure that that can be
provided, as it is in fact available. It is quite shoddy that
opposition members have not availed themselves of
that information. Yesterday the minister also talked
about the need for special metal to be used in those
areas that come into contact with the mineral water
because of the corrosive aspects of the sulphur content
of the water.
It is also worth pointing out that, in the Hepburn
Advocate of 26 March, Mr Nicholson, whose
construction firm is involved in building the project, is
reported as saying:
It’s not a four-walls-and-a-roof-type of project. It’s a
world-class facility that’s going to be here for a very long
time.

The article about the project continues:
Mr Nicholson said an accelerated work program during
January and February had resulted in significant progress at
the site.
Contractors have worked overtime and on public holidays to
fast-track progress.

It is important to note also that the construction firm
involved in building this project is from the local area.
The Nicholson Construction company has also engaged
local workers and local subcontractors to do the job.
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The contracting company, Nicholson Construction,
won a 2006 Master Builders Association of Victoria
award for the $6.5 million reconstruction of the
Bellinzona Grange hotel at Hepburn springs. It is just
up the road from the bathhouse. Anyone who has not
just gone past but has had the pleasure of going inside
that facility would understand that it is an absolutely
superb, top-class accommodation and conference
facility in the area.
The construction company is proud of the project and
quality of the work. It believes it is a reflection of the
construction skills of the local tradespeople in the area.
It has been a learning experience, and I am sure that
will be translated into new projects and facilities
coming up in the area on an ongoing basis. The
redevelopment will increase the capacity of the
bathhouse, which has been unable to accommodate
increasing demand in recent years. I think that at the
end of the day all will understand that not only will
there be an iconic building but also a range of products
will be delivered in a world-class way. I believe that
will attract increasing visitation not just by daily tourists
but also overnight, including international, tourists.
As far as the impact on tourism in the region in recent
times during the redevelopment, despite the bathhouse
being closed, tourism is doing well in the area.
According to the National Visitor Survey, for the six
months to March 2007 the spa country subregion
experienced a growth of 3.2 per cent in domestic
daytrips and 10.4 per cent in domestic overnight
visitation. More recent Tourism Victoria figures, from
June 2007, show extremely positive results in the
region, with a 24.9 per cent — that is, nearly 25 per
cent — increase in international overnight visitation
and a 6.3 per cent increase in Victorian overnight
visitors, compared to those from June 2006, prior to the
bathhouse closure. There was also a 12.4 per cent
increase in domestic daytrip visitors over the same
period.
In terms of the delay, in December Major Projects
Victoria advised the local community of the slippage in
the schedule and that there would be a three-month
delay. As a person who has been going there from the
early 1980s, and a member of the parliamentary
Regional and Rural Committee whose current term of
reference is to look at tourism in areas that have been
affected by drought and bushfires et cetera, and with
Daylesford and Hepburn Springs in my electorate, I
make sure that whenever I am in the area I go down
into the gully and look at the progress of the
construction. Members of the parliamentary committee
were not able to look at it when we were there, because
of the weather.
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Mr Drum interjected.
Ms TIERNEY — There was torrential rain at the
time as I recall, Mr Drum. I went to the site not last
Saturday but the Saturday before, 29 March, to see the
progress of the construction from the road. I made my
way down to the Chowder House to see the guys and
then went to a stall in the main street of Daylesford. I
was accompanied by Mr Geoff Howard, the member
for Ballarat East in the other place, and Ms Catherine
King, the federal member for Ballarat. We were there
for some time. There was some talk of the bathhouse,
but I can assure members that I was not aware of any
negative comments or of people being particularly
concerned about the schedule of the work on the
bathhouse.
In fact I have checked again with colleagues overnight,
and they assure me that the comments about the
bathhouse were of anticipation rather than what the
opposition is attempting to peddle this morning. I do
not believe any opposition members have actually spent
time in the main street of Daylesford or advertised in
the papers that they will be there so that people who
have particular issues about the bathhouse and the
scheduling of that project can come to talk to them.
People are really looking forward to the opening. We
will have a spa complex of international standard. For
some time there has been talk within the international
community of mineral spa baths about the
development. It is seen as world best practice. They
think it will create a new benchmark for the industry.
The motion moved by the opposition this morning is
not a good use of the time for opposition business. It is
a blatant attempt to just stir the pot and grab a few
headlines. Those of us who have a long and ongoing
commitment to the area really ask you to stop this. We
do not want the opposition’s negative slant to have a
negative impact on everyone’s excitement.
Mr Dalla-Riva interjected.
Ms TIERNEY — We do not want the opposition’s
comments to have a negative impact on our local
tourism industry and we do not want its negative
comments to have an impact on our local construction
industry. The government has produced a document —
the opposition is aware of it — called the Hepburn
Mineral Springs Bathhouse Project Update March
2008, which provides information and photographs of
progress to date. I suggest that the opposition simply
looks at it and appreciates the work and skill and stops
denigrating everyone’s best endeavours.
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Mr Dalla-Riva — When is it going to be
completed?
Ms TIERNEY — I will inform the chamber that the
latest information, given as recently as an hour and a
half ago, from the construction company on site is that
everything is on schedule and it is anticipated that there
will be a completion in June.
Again I would like to quote from the article in the
Advocate, which reports Mr Nicholson as saying:
It’s a shame a lot of the hype has taken the focus away from
the uniqueness of the project.

I urge members to reject the opposition’s motion and
support the government’s amendment.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I support the
motion moved by Mr Dalla-Riva today. This is a
smallish issue for Victoria as a whole but it is a very
important issue for the region itself. The
Daylesford-Hepburn Springs region has had amazing
transformations in the last 15 to 20 years. A large part
of that transformation has centred around this whole
new industry that has jumped up, which is the wellness
industry — day spas and medium-to-high-level
accommodation. The culture that Ms Tierney talked
about has created quite an exceptional situation within
Victoria. A small country town that is a short drive of
an hour or so out of Melbourne has, in effect, become a
haven for people wanting to get away, pamper
themselves and take advantage of what the natural
aspects of that region have to offer.
The history of the bathhouse has been detailed to the
house already, but it was closed back in October 2006.
The government put together funding for its
redevelopment. As Ms Tierney and Mr Dalla-Riva
mentioned, the main monetary contributor was the state
government, which owned the land. It would be the
land-holder and the titleholder of the new bathhouse,
and its contribution of just over $8 million was put
forward through the Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund.
Those of us on this side of the chamber know the truth
about that fund. Of the $450 million that was promised,
less than $200 million of it has been spent. A whole
range of excuses have been put forward by the
government, but of the total amount of money this
Labor government promised it would spend on regional
infrastructure development projects around Victoria,
less than one half of that money has actually been spent
in any five-year period. This is another example of that
happening, and in effect it is about the delays. It is not
outside the realms of normality for a project to be
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delayed by six, seven or eight months; but the problem
is the way the government goes about handling itself
when it comes across what may be standard
construction difficulties.
This is a complex building because it has pipes that
have to work in with the underground natural springs,
but again, as has been well documented, the
government knew that well before it started the
construction phase. Therefore, to be saying that this is a
specific issue and that it has very specialised problems
just seems to be part of an ongoing theme throughout
projects developed by Major Projects Victoria. It does
not seem to be able to bring any of these projects in on
time and on budget, and for Minister Theophanous to
say yesterday in the house that it will be on time is
ridiculous. The only reason it will be on time is that
every time the government runs two or three months
overdue it extends the time line. So it will be finished in
June or whenever, but this motion is simply a matter of
giving prominence to what might seem a small issue in
Victoria, but which is of major significance in the
region.
The Daylesford-Hepburn Springs region is unique.
When one drives through Daylesford, one sees that it
does not look dramatically unlike a lot of other places;
but when one continues on through Daylesford into
Hepburn Springs one sees it is totally different to other
places. It has an array of bed and breakfast
accommodation, day spas and resorts, and it is building
on some of the great work that has been started by the
bathhouse with the Lake House complex, the Peppers
resort and a whole range of other fantastic
establishments. They have all built on each other’s
popularity.
Ms Tierney spoke about the fact that the Rural and
Regional Committee went to this region to conduct one
of its public hearings. One of the problems encountered
in this area is its inability to retain and attract staff.
Probably it is a common theme throughout many parts
of Victoria, but more importantly it occurs in this area,
with public transport troubles and so forth.
We need these iconic establishments, attractions and
tourism products completed as soon as possible. We
need the lessee arrangement up and running. We simply
need to get this project completed. The government
needs to acknowledge that it has some problems, that
there are some mismanagement issues going on. It is up
to the government to decide whether it wants to
acknowledge it or not, but if the government wants to
move to delete the first part of the motion and in effect
say that there has been no mismanagement — and I
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would say that that is not being fair or honest — it is its
prerogative to do that.

mineral water to drink after we had visited Daylesford.
It is unique to Victoria and to the region.

There has been significant mismanagement in relation
to the construction and the lease arrangements.
Mistakes have been made, which caused the
government to then readvertise the lease when it
seemed to be on the cusp of announcing the lessee. But
the project has now been pushed out by approximately
12 months. It is nine months later now, and we still do
not know who the lessee will be, and yet the time line
for the lessee’s arrangement was always going to be
July last year.

We need to get the bathhouse finished. The government
needs to acknowledge that it has a real problem with
Major Projects Victoria. Hopefully the embarrassment
this has caused to the government will ensure that the
next time it ventures into a major project it will put
some quality, key people in charge so that it can deliver
the projects on time and on budget.

Lastly, I would like to touch on the inability of the
government to communicate. We have a situation
where the bathhouse business and community liaison
group — which is made up of members of the local
community who are getting behind this project — want
it to be finished in the best possible way so that the
community will gain maximum benefit and so that this
project will fit in with the views, the business plans and
profile that will suit this region.
Half of the members of that group are now threatening
to quit because every time they ask for a time line they
have been stonewalled. Their personal integrity has
been brought into question. The president is saying that
they look like idiots because they cannot get the
information they want to pass onto their community,
and it is making them look like liars and as though they
do not know what they are talking about. Every time
they have asked the government to put in place some
time frames to use as checkpoints, either they cannot
receive them or if they do receive them, things do not
get built within those time frames.
The tourism sector in this particular region has been
valued at well over $200 million. That whole region,
not unlike maybe five or six others around Victoria, is
becoming solely reliant on tourism. Here is an iconic
business in that region and it needs to be finalised and
fixed up. We need to organise the lease arrangement,
finish the construction needed on the site and get this
done as soon as possible. We need to get the bathhouse
in Hepburn Springs up and operating so that all the
associated businesses can pick up the business that will
flow on from all the visitors who will come into that
region.
I remember going to the bathhouse when I was a kid. I
have some early memories of grabbing some bottles out
of the boot of the car, filling them up, and taking them
back to Shepparton, and spending the next couple of
weeks having these ‘treats’, as it were, of natural

Mr KAVANAGH (Western Victoria) — I rise to
make some comments on the motion, which concerns a
major development in my electorate. The motion has
two limbs. The second limb acknowledges the Hepburn
Mineral Springs Bathhouse as an icon of Victoria’s
regional tourism industry and, in particular,
acknowledges the importance of the redevelopment to
the business community in the Daylesford-Hepburn
region. There is nothing controversial about that, and it
is obviously true. Further comment is not required
beyond that except to emphasise that many businesses
in Daylesford and the Hepburn Springs area depend on
the bathhouse and its redevelopment.
I have recently discussed the progress of redevelopment
with Cr Bill McClenaghan, who is a ward councillor
and chair of the Hepburn Shire Council’s Bathhouse
Business and Community Liaison Group. I have got to
know him over the last year or so. In my opinion he is
fair-minded; he is a straight talker, a man of sound
judgement and worthy of respect.
Cr McClenaghan informs me that the bathhouse has
taken a lot longer to complete than was expected. He
also informs me that the reasons for this are that the
builder has been determined to do an excellent job,
meeting unexpected challenges in the innovative design
of the building, which has required the sourcing of
specialised materials, some of which need to be
specifically manufactured for the project; and this was
referred to by Mr Theophanous yesterday and by
Ms Tierney a little earlier today. The result is very
beautiful. The fastidiousness of the builder has paid off
in what is obviously a high-quality building that is
innovative and extremely attractive.
There is widespread concern about the detrimental
effects that the delays have had on businesses in the
Daylesford-Hepburn Springs area. Cr McClenaghan, as
chairman of the bathhouse business and community
liaison group, does not blame the government for the
length of time the development has taken. He is very
concerned, however, about the way information about
the project has been withheld by Major Projects
Victoria. He alleges that up until February-March
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Major Projects Victoria was extremely reticent about
releasing information on the project, and that reticence
has needlessly exacerbated the harm done to businesses
dependent on the bathhouse in the Hepburn
Springs-Daylesford area.
The motion refers to mismanagement. If this refers to
the delays in building, then in my opinion, from the
information I have, that is a false premise. However, on
the understanding I have that Major Projects Victoria
has quite needlessly withheld information from the
community to the wanton detriment of local businesses,
I will support the motion.
I understand the lessee has not yet been announced. The
government needs to do this as quickly as possible,
because other businesses are dependent on knowing
when the bathhouse will be up and running in order to
take bookings for their own businesses, for example.
The bathhouse will be beautiful. More importantly it
and ancillary businesses will generate and contribute to
the prosperity of this beautiful part of Victoria.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I
welcome Mr Dalla-Riva’s moving a motion on this
subject, because obviously the Hepburn spa is a facility
of enormous importance, not just to the local
community out there but to many of us who have heard
of it, used it or recognised its value within our
community. It is certainly worth the Parliament’s time
to work on holding the government to account on this
particular issue.
The spa has been described as iconic. I guess that
means that when you think of Hepburn you think of the
spa. That is not to say it is the only reason to go to
Hepburn. I have been to Hepburn and Daylesford many
times but have never been to the spa. I have been there
for conferences, I have been there for meals, I have
been there for bushwalks and I have been there to visit
family. I visited and understood the Italian agricultural
heritage of the area. As an iconic facility the spa has the
value that it immediately brings to mind reasons for a
visit to the area. With an estimated 250 000 visitors to
the facility each year there is no doubt about its
economic importance either. I also tracked the statistics
which show it could organise as many as 250 massages
on a peak Saturday. It is obviously a busy and
well-used facility.
But in discussing the wording of the motion, which
specifically goes to the mismanagement of the
redevelopment, members and other people interested in
the debate need to understand where I am coming
from. As a local councillor I was responsible for
stewarding two major projects that have analogies with
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the one we are talking about here today. One is the
Fitzroy pool and the other is the Fairfield boathouse —
boathouse rather than bathhouse. They have many
elements in common. In one case we were the Crown
land committee of management and certainly heritage
was an issue. Heritage became more of an issue during
the construction of the Fitzroy pool when the local
member helped us out by nominating it for a heritage
listing while we were in the middle of construction.
Anything involving concrete, water and pipes, I am
here to tell you, becomes quite complicated. In this case
I note the complicating factor was that in the run-up to
the construction the operator went into voluntary
administration. Let us be clear about this — all of those
issues make any such redevelopment enormously
complicated. The question we have to ask ourselves is:
was this really mismanaged or was it simply a case of
the expectations and the information going back to the
community not being clear?
In the short period since the member gave notice of this
motion I have obviously not had the time to do the
extensive consultations and examination of material
and original documents that I would have liked to have
done. But I have read all the available material that is
out there on the internet — all the previous debates and
the questions raised in the Parliament, sometimes by
non-government members and sometimes Dorothy
Dixer-style by members of the government — to get a
feel at least of some of the issues that may have been at
play here and also to bring my particular perspective to
it.
Projects like this are complicated. When we embark on
them we should put in place various contingencies
around time and budget, and we should make it very
clear what the expectations should be. I would not say
the material I have seen on the government website that
communicates this issue is extensive; I saw four press
releases and four fact sheets over about three years.
Maybe at the local level the project managers have put
in a lot more effort with individual stakeholders and
those directly involved, but it is not clear from the paper
trail that the government has necessarily communicated
on the project as clearly as it could.
When we commenced construction of the Fitzroy pool
we realised that time lines were going to blow out over
summer, so we ended up restoring the pool for the
summer period and then started the construction again
over winter. What we did was set up a reference group
so that all the interested stakeholders — anyone who
wanted to attend — had direct access on a monthly
basis to the project manager and the architect and any
information they were calling for. We found that to be
an enormously fruitful way of engaging with the

HEPBURN MINERAL SPRINGS BATHHOUSE: REDEVELOPMENT
Wednesday, 9 April 2008

COUNCIL

members of the community and effectively putting
them in the drivers seat.
This building has the highest heritage listing that you
can get in the state of Victoria, so clearly you would
expect this to be a complicated project; it has to be
delivered to the highest standard. I also read with
interest that when a parliamentary committee inquiry
into tourism issues took testimony in Hepburn the
major issue brought up in relation to this and other
tourism operations was public transport: the difficulty
in attracting and retaining workers due to the lack of
public transport into the area. Daylesford once had its
own train; maybe that is the sort of issue we would be
better pursing here today.
Mr Dalla-Riva made quite a bit of the committee. He
referred to the Crown land delegated committee of
management being ready to quit. I too have felt like that
plenty of times when dealing with projects like this, but
governments, local councils and participants on
committees overseeing projects take on a big
responsibility. Of course it is difficult and of course at
times that makes them subject to some criticism, but
that may be simply the business of government.
I am not in any way trying to minimise the effect that
the community may have felt from the time span or the
delays of this project. I am not doing that in any way at
all, I am simply putting forward another perspective,
not beholden to either government or opposition, as to
what we should reasonably expect in projects like this.
People who have been involved in these things will also
understand that, while members of the community
might be enormously frustrated during the time of the
closure, on the day they appear at the opening and get
to see what it really looks like all that can be forgotten
very quickly and we can be happy with the facility we
receive.
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what their own credentials are for delivering major
projects. I do not know what the last big project
Mr Dalla-Riva delivered was. It might have been a
renovation to his kitchen.
I think — this is just a suggestion — that if the
opposition is going to have heavy hitters along the front
row on the issue of major projects it needs to bring
down the heavy hitters with local government
experience. It should get Mr Atkinson down here,
Mrs Petrovich, Mrs Peulich and people who have been
in local government and have overseen projects like
this. Then maybe it will start to make some hits. That
was a gratuitous dig at the opposition, but I am not in
any way making light of the seriousness and
importance of this issue to the local community.
Although I think Mr Dalla-Riva came very close to
making the issue into a bit of a joke, I do not believe it
is a joke. I believe with important, iconic, economically
crucial projects such as this we need to hold the
government to account, but we need to hold it to a
standard that is well known and accepted so that we are
not simply becoming critics of government full stop.
My advice to the government is that it cannot do too
much communication when it comes to projects like
this with a high level of government engagement. From
my perspective as a local councillor, we never once
went wrong by putting all the relevant information into
the community’s hands and giving the community a
seat at the table.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — Firstly, I
congratulate Mr Dalla-Riva on moving this very
important motion today, because the Hepburn mineral
springs bathhouse certainly is an iconic tourism
attraction in the state and has been for many years. It
has now been closed for 18 months, which is a major
concern for its local community.

As far as I can tell that was the substance of the
Liberals’ criticism in this case. It went on for quite a
while, but those effectively were the bases of what the
Liberal Party believes is going wrong. I think the
Liberals need to do a little bit better than that. I value
the fact that the opposition holds the government to
account, but if Mr Dalla-Riva is applying for the job of
major projects minister he needs to put forward his
relevant experience, as anyone would in any job
application.

I will firstly address a couple of issues raised in
Ms Tierney’s contribution to the debate, and in
particular I mention my disappointment at the sudden
and certainly surprising amendment she proposed to the
opposition’s motion. There has been a longstanding
agreement, in the spirit of allowing public debate, that
the government would not amend opposition motions.
It is very disappointing that Ms Tierney has a political
agenda in trying to amend the opposition’s motion.

Among the Liberal frontbench here we have got the
ex-chiropractor, the ex-copper and the ex-parliamentary
staffer, all lining up to tell the government how terrible
it is — and we heard from the ex-footy coach as
well — at delivering major projects, but I do not know

Ms Tierney also spoke about the project being on
schedule. This facility should have been opened last
February, and it can hardly be on schedule when the
construction has not even been completed. Ms Tierney
also said that the entire time the Rural and Regional
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Committee was in the Daylesford area it was too wet to
visit the bathhouse, but that is absolute rubbish. Yes, it
rained on the night — —
Ms Tierney — I did not say that.
Ms LOVELL — Yes, Ms Tierney said that. It
rained on the night we arrived, but it certainly was not
raining the next day when we took evidence from many
people in the local community as to the impact that the
closure of the bathhouse was having on the Daylesford
region. I drove down to the bathhouse after we had
finished, in the middle of the day, as all other members
could have done, to have a look at what was happening
with the reconstruction. Unfortunately it is a
construction zone, so I was not able to go in and have a
look.
While on trips during its inquiries into rural and
regional tourism the Rural and Regional Development
Committee has in the past organised visits to certain
venues. One such visit was to the Swan Hill Pioneer
Settlement. The committee has stopped organising
those visits because in the case of Swan Hill only two
members of the coalition turned out to visit the
facilities. The Labor members were not interested in
going to see the local attraction.
Ms Tierney — That is cheap political point-scoring
when we are dealing with Hepburn.
Ms LOVELL — Yes, we are dealing with Hepburn
and the disastrous redevelopment which goes back to
October 2002 when the redevelopment was announced.
It was to be a staged redevelopment which was costed
at around $6.5 million. In true Labor government style
the redevelopment was re-announced in April 2006 and
there was a budget blow-out; the redevelopment was to
cost $8.2 million. This created a major problem for the
community, because the re-announcement was
accompanied by the announcement that the facility
would be closed for 14 months. The local council was
particularly concerned about that. At a meeting with
Regional Development Victoria, the Department of
Sustainability and Environment and the Premier’s
office, the council was told there was no other option. If
it did not accept the closure of the bathhouse, then the
redevelopment would not happen. The closure of the
bathhouse for 14 months was a major concern for the
local community.
At this point, after the announcement of the closure, I
became involved in the issue. As the then shadow
spokesperson for tourism, I visited Hepburn Springs
and the bathhouse, and I spoke to the then operator of
the bathhouse, local councillors, accommodation
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providers in the Hepburn Springs and Daylesford area
and retail business providers. Since that time, I have
returned to the area as a member of the Rural and
Regional Committee. Many concerns which had been
expressed to me on my initial visit were reiterated
during the committee proceedings. During my initial
meeting with the operators, they expressed extreme
disappointment with the government and its broken
commitment to a staged redevelopment. The operators
all outlined how important the bathhouse was to the
local economy and that the closure of the bathhouse for
14 months was a major concern to them.
Accommodation providers were concerned that the
closure of the bathhouse would cost them up to 80 per
cent of their business. They said they had already lost
about 20 per cent of their business — and that was
purely because of the publicity surrounding the closure
of the bathhouse; there was confusion that perhaps it
had already closed. They also said that other spas in the
region did not have the capacity to pick up the extra
clientele currently using the bathhouse facilities. They
were also concerned that some of the other spas were
quite expensive compared to the bathhouse, which
would mean the other spas could not provide for the
bathhouse clientele who were at the lower end rather
than the upper end of the market.
Retailers were particularly concerned with the
downturn in trade that the closure of the bathhouse
would bring. Recent reports in the local press indicate
that there are currently 10 businesses for sale in
Daylesford. I have spoken to people in Daylesford who
feel that that is a direct result of the downturn in trade
due to the now 18-month closure of the bathhouse.
The spa industry attracts 250 000 visitors and
$30 million to the Hepburn Springs and the Daylesford
region annually. Local businesspeople and many of the
local councillors were concerned about the impact that
the closure would have on the local economy. The
bathhouse employed 85 staff, who all had to find
alternative employment due to the closure. Many of the
former staff have left the region and will never return.
Despite local concerns, the government pushed ahead
with the closure. We should look at the government’s
record regarding the overall project.
Firstly, we should look at the type of redevelopment
that was promised. In 2002 we were promised a staged
redevelopment to ensure the bathhouse would not
close; there would just be a period of inconvenience
with some services not being offered, but the business
would go on and support the rest of the local economy,
including the accommodation providers and the
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retailers who rely on the clientele that visits the
bathhouse.
Then in 2006 — long after the staged redevelopment
should have been completed, but it had not even been
started — the government announced the closure of the
bathhouse. The government said it would take 12 to
14 months, but 18 months have passed and the
bathhouse is still firmly closed and not looking like it
will reopen in the immediate future.
We should also look at the cost of the project. In 2002
we were told the project would cost $6.5 million; that
was then later amended to $7.2 million. Of that amount,
the state government was to provide $4.5 million. In
April 2006 we learnt from John Pandazopoulos, the
then Minister for Tourism in another place, that the cost
of the project had blown out to $9.4 million and the
state would now provide $7.5 million of that cost.
In March 2006 we learnt from the press release of the
Minister for Major Projects, Theo Theophanous, that
the cost of the project was $10.6 million — and rising!
The state contribution had risen to $8 million. There has
been a blow-out from $6.5 million to $10.6 million; the
government’s contribution has also blown out from
$4.5 million to $8 million. Also in March a local paper
reported that it believed the project had blown out to
$11 million — so $10.6 million to $11 million, and it is
still rising. Who knows what the final cost of the
project will be? Who knows what the final cost to the
local economy will be? Who knows how much
suffering it has caused the local accommodation
providers and retailers?
How many jobs have been affected? I spoke to one
business owner in the region who told me they had
bought their business based on the staged
redevelopment of the bathhouse. At the time they were
quite happy about that. But the closure of the bathhouse
could quite easily send them to the wall. The business
said it employed five staff members and that it would
have to stand down at least three members. In excess of
the 85 jobs which were lost in the region because of the
bathhouse closure, a number of additional jobs have
been lost in other businesses.
Another thing we need to look at in this
mismanagement of the project is the lease arrangement.
When I spoke to locals prior to the closure of the
bathhouse, the locals said they wanted — and I have
raised it in the Parliament before — the lessee to be
appointed prior to the closure. They wanted this to
happen because they believed if a lessee was appointed
prior to the closure they could develop a contingency
plan that would offer some services in satellite venues
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in the Hepburn Springs-Daylesford area that would take
up some of the capacity that was being lost because of
the bathhouse closure. One person who was interested
in applying for the lease indicated that if he knew he
had the lease he would install some baths for water
treatment at some of the satellite venues. The main
thing that was being lost from the Hepburn Springs area
was the water treatment, which was the main attraction
of that area. Many private spas do not provide water
treatments. Unfortunately the lessee was not appointed
prior to the bathhouse closure.
We then had the debacle of the announcement of the
tender process for the lease. The tender process was
first advertised on 9 May last year with a closing date of
7 June. It was withdrawn because of an administrative
error. It was readvertised on 1 August 2007 and closed
on 30 August 2007. We have had no explanation from
the government as to what the administrative error was,
just that the tender process was terminated and
re-announced. Although the second tender process
closed on 30 August 2007, here we are in April 2008
still waiting for the lessee to be appointed.
Another thing I want to point out about the advertising
of the lease is that in order to cover up that it had to
re-advertise the lease, the government advertised for
two different things. The first advertisement in May had
a tender title ‘Hepburn mineral springs operating lease’.
It was a lease to operate the Hepburn Mineral Springs
Reserve bathhouse. The one advertised in August was
called ‘Operating lease for Hepburn Mineral Springs
Reserve bathhouse’, which was a lease to operate the
Hepburn Mineral Springs Reserve bathhouse. Both
were for the same thing but had different titles, which I
believe was to cover up the government’s bungling of
the lease process.
We should look at the completion dates that have been
touted for this project. The bathhouse was closed on
22 October 2006. We were told it would be closed for
12 to 14 months, so even if we take the longer period of
14 months, that would mean it should have opened in
December 2007. Early in 2007 the community were
told the opening would be in February 2008. The
community was happy about that opening date. It was
depending on a reopening date in February 2008 in
order to capture visitations on the long weekend in
March and the Easter holiday period. For this to happen
those involved said the lessee had to be appointed by
October 2007 at the latest. The reason for this was to
allow the lessee to have an input into the final fit-out of
the facility and the time to recruit staff. To find 85 staff
at the last minute would not be easy. The lessee had to
be appointed last October for the facility to open in
February so it could be ready for the long weekend and
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the Easter trading period the next year. This did not
happen. We are still waiting for the lessee to be
appointed.
In December 2007 the Daylesford Advocate reported
that the completion date would now be June 2008.
However, locals working on the construction site said it
would be lucky if the facility was completed by
September 2008. We are looking at a severe blow-out
in the completion time for this project. Who knows
when it will be completed? We have had delays,
muck-ups with leases, changes in the style of the
development and so on. It is obvious the project has
been mismanaged by the government.
What are the locals saying about it? During the meeting
I had with the local councillors and tourism operators
they said the government consulted with Romney
Grange who were the operators of the bathhouse until
2002. Romney Grange then went into receivership and
the lease had to be handed over to a new operator who
operated the facility until its closure in 2006. The
government had consulted with Romney Grange, which
had requested additional areas for body treatments and
a reduction in the area for water treatments.
The government agreed to this. It went ahead with
those plans without talking to some of the other locals.
When I met with the operator who took over from
Romney Grange and with the locals, they said that what
made the Hepburn spa unique was the water treatments.
That is what sets it apart from every other spa in
Australia, and instead of reducing the number of water
treatments we should have been increasing them. In the
redeveloped bathhouse we will see a reduction in water
treatments. We have seen the spa couches reduced from
6 to 4 and the private baths reduced from 14 to 8, and
the saltwater pool is now smaller than the original pool.
That was the wrong decision because, as I said, the
main characteristic that sets the bathhouse apart from
every other spa in Australia is the spring water and the
water treatment it offers, and there should have been an
increase in those water treatments rather than a
reduction. The locals felt it would be a much better
match for their current clientele and also for their future
market to expand the water treatments, but that is not
what is being delivered by Major Projects Victoria.
Jenny Beacham, who would be well known to many of
those on the other side of the chamber, was quite vocal
about this project. She was quoted in the Daylesford
Advocate on 20 June 2006 as saying:
The loss of $30 million from the district’s economy through
the closure of Hepburn spa should not be treated lightly.
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Jenny was then the chair of the Hepburn Spa
Community Advisory Committee. In the article she
says:
… the committee was concerned about the consequences of
the loss to the tourism industry in Daylesford and Hepburn
Springs when the Hepburn spa closed for up to 14 months
during the redevelopment phase.

She goes on to say that:
… when Hepburn Shire Council undertook the process of
redevelopment four years ago, the undertaking given to the
community was that there would be minimal disruption with
a three-week closure during the redevelopment.

They could live with three weeks, but they cannot live
with 18 to 24 months. She says further:
… several people in the new group purchased businesses and
took on leases with that understanding.

I have already spoken about one of those people who
took on a business knowing there would be a
redevelopment and knowing they could trade through
that, but had they known there was going to be a
closure for 18 to 24 months they may have thought
twice before investing their life savings in a business
that they were going to struggle to survive in.
Ms Beacham goes on to say:
Suddenly and unexpectedly, when the resumption of the
redevelopment was announced, the decision to close down for
12 to 14 months was announced.
There was no consultation before this announcement and the
consequences to local businesses and the 85 employees who
will lose their jobs in October are major.

Ms Beacham says that the Hepburn Springs community
action committee would seek answers to a number of
questions, including how you weigh up the loss of
$30 million and what happens to the 85 employees who
will be without a job in October. Jenny Beacham was
certainly right on the money with that one.
In July 2007 Cr Bill McClenaghan wrote a letter to the
local member for Ballarat East in the other place, Geoff
Howard, which he copied to a number of ministers
including the Premier, John Brumby; the former
Deputy Premier, John Thwaites; the Minister for
Planning, Justin Madden; the Minister for Tourism and
Major Events in the other place, Tim Holding and also
to several other councillors. In his letter he says that:
The recent revelations regarding the confidential error of
procedure … within the Department of Sustainability and
Environment which has caused the process for expression of
interest for the new tenant/operator to be recommenced has
caused major concerns within the local community.
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He is talking about the botched lease process. He goes
on to outline some of the other concerns that he has
with the project. He says there was:
… a lack of overall coordination with no sense of urgency on
the project or sensitivity to the impacts of delays on the local
community.

He says the problem with the lease process would cause
delays, and that was seen as being:
… unduly tardy, careless and irresponsible and evidencing the
lack of sensitivity or understanding of the impacts of their
decisions being demonstrated by DSE.

He says that:
both levels of government lack credibility because of the
mishandling of this project and particularly the recent
problems. Some members of the public see parallels with the
Seal Rocks project of some years ago.

He continues:
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He goes on to say:
There is an overall knock-on effect from the current perceived
problems and delays within the wider local tourism and
general business areas and the need to restore confidence
across this grouping is critical.

As I said, the number of businesses that have been for
sale recently indicates there has been a lack of
confidence in the business community in the Hepburn
and Daylesford area. The last quote I would like to give
from Cr McClenaghan’s letter is:
Similarly in the wider community there is growing disquiet
and concern over lingering perceptions of mishandling and
delays with the project being perceived in some quarters as
being ‘on the nose’.

I think Cr McClenaghan is right on the money with the
comment that it is on the nose. People in the Hepburn
and Daylesford region know there is something very
smelly about this government’s handling of the
redevelopment.

The BB&CLG —

the bathhouse business and community liaison
group —
have identified the following imperatives required of the
government in relation to the project. Commitment to these
will restore public confidence in the project and the state and
local government’s handling of same.

The former lessee of the project, Mr Alex Zotos of
Hepburn spa, has been quoted in the local media as
saying that it may take up to five years to rebuild
visitation to the Hepburn spa after the redevelopment,
and that every day this government delays this project
that five years blows out further and further.

He is now trying to give some ideas about how the state
government could gain back some credibility. His first
point was that the bathhouse must be open to the public
by 1 February. The government missed that deadline.
He then says:

The last media report I would like to talk about is an
article dated 7 March in the Daylesford Advocate. The
headline is, ‘Bathhouse group set to quit’. This
reinforces Mr Barber’s point about the lack of
information that has been available about this project.
Here we have a report which says that:

That in order to achieve such timing the new tenant/operator
is confirmed by the beginning of October 2007 at the latest.

Half of the community members of the Hepburn bathhouse
business and community liaison group are ready to quit.

Again, we know that deadline has come and gone and
we still do not have a lessee appointed to the bathhouse,
and we are now in April. He says that if these goals are
not achieved then the consequences for the local
community would be that the:
… immediate economic impact associated with the March
2008 public holidays sees a conservative $3 million–$4 million
at stake —

Committee member and Hepburn Regional Tourism
Association president Carol Hulst said a lack of information
from project managers Major Projects Victoria was
frustrating members.
Ms Hulst said from the committee’s inception it had been
stonewalled at every turn.
‘Members are just frustrated by the lack of communication,
and embarrassed that the information we are giving the
community is continually wrong’, she said.

for the local community. He says further:
The bathhouse is recognised as this area’s most significant
tourism icon. It has become obvious during this
redevelopment closure period that when the facility is
functioning it accounts for significant planned visitation to the
area. Any delays to the project will negatively impact such
visitation.

‘We are upholding the official line — but then the rumours
we hear from contractors are actually what is really
happening.
‘Our personal integrity is now being affected — we look like
idiots’.

That is because this government was not
communicating with this group, a community group
that was the face of the redevelopment. The
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government was leaving it out there to dry. The article
goes on to say that the last time the group received a
report from Major Projects Victoria was in
December — and this was in March. It quotes Ms Hulst
as saying:
We ask for major milestones but never receive them — I
think that is because we would then hold them to that.

It goes on:
Ms Hulst said the committee had been originally told the
bathhouse redevelopment would be completed in December
last year, then by Easter and now by June or July.
‘But the word on the street is that it’s now September’, she
said.

That is certainly what the construction workers are
saying. The article quotes Ms Hulst as saying:
We just want Major Projects Victoria to be honest and
up-front with us and tell us the issues. The community can
handle the truth.

What was the result of that article? The minister
quickly arranged a tour of the facility for the
community group. He put together a glossy brochure
with pictures showing how nice it would look. He had
not communicated with the committee for four months
and suddenly decided he would do so. Let us hope he
has turned the corner and will now communicate with it
on a regular basis.
This project has been badly managed from the very
beginning. A number of government ministers have had
their hands on this project and they have to take
responsibility for this. If we look back at the major
projects ministers over the time of this project, we see
the ministers who need to take responsibility in the area
of major projects are the Minister for Community
Development in the other place, Peter Batchelor, who
was the Minister for Major Projects from 2002 to 2005;
John Lenders in this house, who was the Minister for
Major Projects from 2005 to 2006; and now Minister
Theophanous, for his contribution from 2006 to 2008.
Mr Jennings acknowledged this in the house in the last
sitting week. When I asked him a question about the
lease of the redeveloped Hepburn spa, he said it was a
nice move on my part to try to deflect blame onto him,
but a number of government ministers need to take
responsibility for the delay in this project. That does not
include only the ministers for major projects. I think the
ministers for tourism — the member for Dandenong,
John Pandazopoulos, and the Minister for Tourism and
Major Events, Tim Holding, in the other place —
should also take responsibility for this project not being
delivered on time or on budget.
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In addition, as the environment minister and the person
responsible for the lease, Mr Jennings needs to take
some responsibility for the botching of that lease
process. A lessee needed to be appointed by last
October if the bathhouse was to open in February, and
by December at the very least if it was to open by June,
but here we are in April with the government saying it
is going to open in June and still we do not have a
lessee. It will take the lessee significant time to recruit
85 staff, do the final fitting out and put the finishing
touches on this facility. We are now in the middle of
April. If the bathhouse is to open in June — in six
weeks — that is not going to happen. That is further
evidence of what the community is saying — that there
is no way that this facility will open before September.
The community has been badly treated and the
Hepburn Springs-Daylesford region has been badly
treated by this Labor government since it came to
power in 1999. Under this Labor government this
community has lost its abattoir, its knitting mill and its
sawmill. The extended closure of the bathhouse has
cost the community many millions of dollars and
85 jobs. Who knows what further damage it has done to
accommodation providers and retailers in the area and
how many jobs have been lost in addition to those lost
at the bathhouse? The minister and government must
take full responsibility for their failure and ensure
everything is done to guarantee that the bathhouse is
reopened by June, or even sooner if possible. As I said,
we cannot see the government possibly meeting that
time line. We cannot see a new operator being
appointed and being ready to operate by June.
The Minister for Environment and Climate Change
needs to ensure that that a lessee is appointed as soon as
possible. The Minister for Major Projects needs to
ensure that the facility is finished as soon as possible,
and that this icon of the Victorian tourism industry is
reopened for the enjoyment of the people of Victoria
and our international visitors as soon as possible.
Mr THORNLEY (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise
to speak against the motion and in favour of the
amendment. As other speakers have indicated, this is an
important project for the great region of Daylesford and
Hepburn Springs. It is a central piece of infrastructure, a
central project in the economy and lifeblood of that
community. For that reason it is important that we get it
right. It is important that the project is built correctly,
that the complex but very effective design is given full
effect, and that the necessary time is taken to do that
because if you do not get it right, you inevitably end up
spending more time and more money fixing the
problem.
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I have listened to several hours of contributions from
members opposite to the debate on this project. I think
the situation can be summarised pretty quickly. This is
a project that the local council originally wanted to see
happen. It could not make it happen, and the Victorian
government stepped in to save the project. The
Victorian government made an announcement through
a press release on 4 October 2006 when it indicated that
the project would be completed in early 2008.
Sometime late last year it became clear that there had
been a problem with one of the rather complex concrete
pours for the project.
As a consequence and so that that could be remedied,
the project was delayed. This was necessary for the
project to work effectively and the very good and
exciting design of the project to be brought to fruition
without error. Therefore it was announced at that time
that work on the project would slip by about 10 weeks
and it would be completed in June. That is it; that is all
there is. It is not a very interesting story. It is an
important story because of the importance of this
project to the region and the importance of getting it
correctly built but essentially the only thing of
significance that has happened here is that somebody
has made a mistake with a complex concrete pour
which has had to be remedied and that has caused a
10-week delay.
You would think from the 2 hours of diatribe from the
other side that this was the greatest scandal in the
history of the Victorian government. If it is the greatest
scandal in the history of the Victorian government, then
we are in pretty good shape. That is not to say that it is
not important, that it is not frustrating and that the fact
that the project has taken longer than we would have
liked is not causing hardship for some of the local
businesses. I am sure that everybody in this chamber
and elsewhere would wish that the concrete pour had
gone effectively the first time, but it did not. How does
that get turned into some minor scandal which the
Minister for Major Projects should feel is all his fault? I
am not sure what he should have done. Perhaps he
should have supervised the concrete pour himself,
though I suspect he would not claim any expertise in
that area.
Ms Tierney — He hasn’t got a ticket.
Mr THORNLEY — Indeed, he may not have a
ticket. That is really the extent of it. We now have the
opposition ambulance-chasing the whole situation. I am
sure if members opposite can track down whoever it
was who did not get the concrete pour quite right they
will bring them forward for a public tarring and
flogging and some other sort of punishment. Although

933

opposition members do not seem to be very interested
in that particular element of the situation, the only fact
in this situation is that a concrete pour has gone wrong
and a project has been delayed for 10 weeks. They are
trying to create this elaborate political artifice and
blame everybody under the sun — three or four
different ministers and a whole pile of other people.
There is a little bit of a hotbed of intrigue up there.
Obviously people are frustrated that the project has not
gone well. There is a little bit of blame shifting going
on and there are various political intrigues within the
local council and other areas. There are potential lessees
who are keen to get the business and see the project in
their hands. We have the ambulance-chasers opposite
desperately running around trying to stir up trouble,
trying to do the bidding of disgruntled councillors or
disgruntled potential lessees or anybody else, when all
we have is a project with a complex concrete pour that
has gone wrong and a decision correctly made that that
needs to be remedied so that when this facility opens it
works to the terrific standard that has been intended and
that it does so for the next 50 years. If a 10-week delay
is required to make sure that the project is fixed, that the
concrete pour is remedied, then that is precisely what
should happen.
The way the opposition is telling it, you would think
that this is causing a complete collapse of the local
economy. I am not disputing for a moment, and nor
would anyone dispute, that it would have been
preferable had the concrete pour not gone wrong, had
the project been completed on time in early 2008 and
had the delays not occurred. However, the closure of
the bathhouse has not led to a decline in the local
economy.
The facts on that are quite clear. They were outlined by
Ms Tierney, but I will reiterate them because they
seemed to be lost on those opposite. In the six months
ended in March 2007 — after the bathhouse was
closed — the region experienced growth of 3.2 per cent
in domestic day trips and 10.4 per cent in domestic
overnight visitations. Similarly in June of 2007 the
numbers show an increase of 24.9 per cent in
international overnight visitors and of 6.3 per cent in
Victorian overnight visitors compared to the year
previous when the bathhouse was open. No doubt those
figures will improve further when the bathhouse
reopens, and reopens with the facility in its correct
form. It is going to be a magnificent project, and I am
sure everybody looks forward to the additional
economic benefit that that will bring. But the major
economic benefit will come from having a project that
works, that will not need to be remedied again and that
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will be a proud and central part of this region for the
next 50 years.
This is a great project. It supports a great region. It is
unfortunate that something has gone wrong with the
concrete pour. It is important that that be remedied, and
it is being remedied. This motion, which seeks to
elevate a problem with a concrete pour into an alleged
government scandal, is a very poor use of this
Parliament’s time. I oppose the motion and support the
amendment wholeheartedly.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Port of Melbourne: container charges
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question without notice is for the Minister for Industry
and Trade. I refer to recent reports regarding the
planned 100 per cent increase in container charges at
the port of Melbourne from $31.67 to $67 per
container. Whilst I understand major projects fall
outside the minister’s responsibility as Minister for
Industry and Trade, does he concede that this massive
increase in container charges results directly from the
cost blow-out from $102 million to $1 billion in the
channel deepening project and that this cost blow-out
will be passed on to business and may severely damage
the international competitiveness of Victoria’s export
industries?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and Trade) — I thank the member for his
question. The member correctly indicated that the ports
are not part of my responsibility. I am not the ports
minister; nor am I responsible for the channel
deepening project, a project which is incredibly
important from the point of view of the economic
development of the state. We on this side of the house
have held a consistent line in the face of significant
opposition to the channel deepening because we
understand the importance of it to our economy —
unlike the opposition, which has sought once again to
have two bob each way on channel deepening.
Mr D. Davis — Tell us about the increased charges.
Tell us what business thinks about those.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — I will tell you
what I am prepared to tell you about, Mr Davis: I am
prepared to tell you about how much support is there
from the business community, whether it be the
Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry or whether it be the Australian Industry Group
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or whether it be the Victorian Farmers Federation, you
can name virtually any business organisation and it will
tell you how strongly it supports what we are doing in
relation to channel deepening. It will also tell you how
much its members think that the way in which the
opposition is pandering and trying to have two bob each
way on something as important as channel deepening is
disgraceful.
You only need to speak to the heads of some of these
organisations I have mentioned to learn that they
despair that there is not a consistent line coming from
both sides of Parliament in relation to this important
development for the port of Melbourne. They despair
about it. I do not know what the current situation is in
relation to the coalition, because The Nationals had a
different position to the Liberal Party. We do not know
how they manage that, but we are happy to stand by —
and as Minister for Industry and Trade I am happy to
stand by — the economic development of this state. I
am happy to stand by the economic development
particularly of country Victoria.
Let me make this point: more jobs have been created in
one year in country Victoria than were created in the
entire time of the Kennett government. That is the kind
of statistic that the opposition does not want to hear.
The Kennett government did not get that kind of
development. Imagine an unemployment rate in
regional Victoria of 4.3 per cent under the Kennett
government! That would have been unheard of. During
the Kennett period government members would never
have dreamt that it was possible to have 4.3 per cent
unemployment in regional Victoria.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — You don’t like
the statistics. I know you don’t like them! I know
members opposite hate to hear about how well the
economy is working in Victoria. They hate hearing
about the fact that we are creating more jobs — more
jobs than any other state; that our population is
growing; that the economy is growing; and that our
skill base is deepening. All of these things members
opposite hate hearing. They hate hearing the good
news. They hate hearing that we are spending three
times more on infrastructure and major projects than
they did. Members opposite hate hearing these things.
Whilst the ports area is not directly my responsibility, I
can tell the honourable member that as far as business is
concerned it absolutely supports what we are doing
with channel deepening, and it supports the economic
framework which we have put in place for the
economic development of this state.
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Supplementary question
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
specifically asked the Minister for Industry and Trade
about the impact the 100 per cent increase in container
charges would have. It clearly is going to have a
detrimental impact upon the competitiveness of
Victorian industries. I ask the minister to provide the
house with an assurance that the projected 100 per cent
rise in container charges will not cost Victorian industry
a single job.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and Trade) — Again, opposition members fail
to understand a simple, fundamental fact. I am happy,
as Minister for Industry and Trade, to stand by the
government’s record and the outcomes that it is able to
achieve in this important area of industry development.
I am happy to look at, for example, the overall taxation
that companies are paying today relative to what they
were paying under the previous government, and the
enormous number of concessions that have been given
to those companies to keep them profitable.
I am happy to talk about WorkCover premiums which
have been successively reduced by 10 per cent as a
result of the management of this government. When
you look at all of those inputs, you see that companies
are more competitive now than they were under the
previous government, and that is what is driving the
economy. It is the fact that we have been able to reduce
those costs, we are spending more on infrastructure and
we have reduced unnecessary regulation. All of these
things together are resulting in this record growth in
employment, in people coming to this state and in all
the other positive statistics.
I am confident that that will continue. I am happy for
this government to be judged on its record in economic
matters and compared to the previous Kennett
government any day.

Planning: regional and rural Victoria
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — My question is to
the Minister for Planning. The Brumby Labor
government is coordinating a number of programs to
assist with the better planning of suburban Melbourne
in light of its growing population.
Mr D. Davis interjected.
Mr VINEY — Regional Victoria is similarly
experiencing population growth — and David Davis
might know this if he visited it. I ask the minister to
inform the house about planning initiatives the
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government is undertaking to better plan for regional
Victoria, particularly in Gippsland.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
compliment Mr Viney on his substantial question on his
own region. I know he has a particular interest in
making sure that we support growth and development
across Gippsland.
It is important that we support sustainable growth and
development right across regional Victoria. I know
Mr Viney is particularly interested in Gippsland. We
know that between the years 2001 and 2006 regional
Victoria’s population grew by 51 000. The
concentration of that growth has predominately been in
regional centres. This is in stark contrast to what
happened eight or nine years ago. At that time we saw
an approach in the regions that resulted in the closure of
schools, hospitals and country rail lines. In stark
contrast to what happened eight or nine years ago, and
before that, we have made considerable and ongoing
investment in regional Victoria. That is why our
regional centres are thriving, and that extends into other
areas beyond those regional centres, which is great for
the state and the population.
I will give the house an indication of the sorts of
investments we have made to complement and assist
growth and sustainable development in those centres.
To assist councils with the management of growth in
the Gippsland region we have committed $630 000 to
the regional planning initiative. As well as that we have
also supported the implementation of rural zones with
$500 000 of funding assistance to the Municipal
Association of Victoria for the Rural Land-Use
Planning program.
In addition we are seeing growth and development not
only across the Gippsland region but also in some of
those more sensitive areas such as the coastal areas. We
need to manage that carefully, because those natural
assets are what people love about Gippsland. We need
to work closely with communities and build on those
assets. Hence we have invested in Future Coasts and
the Victorian Coastal Strategy. As well as that, we have
also contributed $160 000 to a landscape assessment
project. This will assist the shires of East Gippsland,
Bass Coast, South Gippsland and Wellington to
implement the detailed recommendations from the
Coastal Spaces Landscape Assessment Study. I have
also committed $15 000 to the review of the local
planning scheme on French Island. These initiatives are
about growth, but they are about sustainable growth and
the management of that.
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There is also a lot of work being done in Latrobe with
the preparation of the draft Latrobe structure plan and
regional town development plan. This is about data
collection for inclusion in a land supply and analysis
program. I have also recently fast-tracked a number of
planning scheme amendments across rural and regional
Victoria.
Gippsland and provincial Victoria are not only
priorities of this government but are also areas that
continue to thrive, develop and grow in a managed and
structured way. That will ensure Victoria, and
Gippsland in particular, remains not only a great place
but the best place to live, work and raise a family.

Footscray: transit city
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
question today is for the Minister for Planning,
Mr Justin Madden. On 7 August in this house he
announced that $52 million would be allocated for the
renewal of central Footscray in the form of a transit city
program. That is almost eight months ago. It does not
appear that any work has started at the station. I just
might not be seeing it, but the ramp is still in a state of
disrepair. As someone who uses that station all the
time, I would really like to know when we can expect
some work to start.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome the question from the member, because it is
always good to hear her re-announcing our investment
in the Footscray area. Anybody who has worked in and
understands the sorts of works that need to take
place — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — President, I am taking
your advice. I know the new microphone system is very
sensitive, and I have taken your advice that I do not
need to be nearly as verbose as I probably have been
previously. I am trying to be sensitive to the new
technology and to the President and the audience in the
chamber. I just wish opposition members showed the
same degree of sensitivity, but we know that they are an
insensitive bunch from time to time.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — Can I just say that the
Footscray transit city project is a very significant
project — there is no doubt about that — and I am very
pleased that Ms Hartland is interested and committed to
it. But what is particularly important in building over
any rail corridor — and I can say this from experience
with the bridge that we built through the
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Commonwealth Games initiative — is that there is
significant technical detail, and you have to get it
absolutely right. Because if you do not get it right from
the very outset, you will find not only that you will
have technical problems with the bridge and the
subsequent operation of the bridge, but you will also
have problems with the temporary operation of the
bridge and the continued operation of the railway line if
the planning and the bringing together of the
engineering in that planning are not done thoroughly
and comprehensively.
What is critical in this instance is that when the building
works commence all those issues, particularly the
operation through that rail corridor, must have been
comprehensively considered to ensure that they do not
interfere with the operation of the significant rail lines
that run through the Footscray station. To reinforce that,
not only do we have the metropolitan rail lines but we
also have the three regional rail lines running through
that area, so it is a critical station in more ways than
one.
What we have already seen out there are significant
works undertaken through government investment and
investment by the Maribyrnong City Council. We have
seen significant investment in the mall upgrade — that
is continuing and ongoing and is part of the whole
program. No doubt the works around the rail area are
critical, and they will take place in the near future, but
what also has to be appreciated is that we have opened
a one-stop shop so that developers and people
interested in taking up this urban renewal opportunity in
Footscray have a single gateway to the process.
As well as that, what is also of critical importance
across this precinct — and I know members opposite
would be particularly interested in this — is the
acquisition of land around the station. That might sound
like an easy thing to do, but we do not want to be
confrontational on this. It has required a fairly extensive
and ongoing amount of work with the local community.
There are a number of language groups among many of
the retailers and traders in that area, and we want to
work with them so that there are no shocks to the
system and to make sure that when the whole project
starts people are informed as it progresses. We want the
people to be enthusiastic so that we will see an end
result that we are all proud of.
Supplementary question
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I was
aware of all those projects around the station, as I
actually live in Footscray. The question I would like to
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know the answer to is: when will work on the ramp,
which I would consider is becoming unsafe, begin?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
As I said to Ms Hartland, I expect those works to
commence shortly. I am very enthusiastic about the
project, and I am sure that when the works commence
the community of Footscray and the developers in the
surrounding area will be just as enthusiastic about the
project as Ms Hartland and I are.

Water: national plan
Mr THORNLEY (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Treasurer and it refers to COAG
(Council of Australian Governments) — and I note that
under the new cooperative federalism treasurers also
attend COAG meetings because these are now working
meetings, not blame-shifting exercises. My question is
as follows: can the Treasurer update the house on the
outcomes from COAG, particularly with regard to
water?
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I thank Mr Thornley
for his question and his ongoing interest in matters
COAG, particularly the national reform agenda, in
which he has played a significant role on behalf of the
state of Victoria. COAG has now met on two occasions
since the change of federal government, and as well as
that we have actually had an additional two treasurers
and loan council meetings, so we have had four
opportunities since the change of federal government to
participate in cooperative federalism in these matters.
COAG has addressed some specific-purpose payments
to the states — an important issue. It has addressed
hospital funding, which I referred to in the house
yesterday; it has addressed regulatory review; and it has
addressed the national reform agenda and obviously the
big issue of water, which everybody in this house has a
great interest in.
Ms Darveniza — Me in particular.
Mr LENDERS — Particularly Ms Darveniza, as
she informs by interjection. What we saw at COAG
was a change from where the commonwealth sought to
control everything that moved in Victoria. This was the
attitude from the commonwealth. For example, Senator
Bill Heffernan, the former parliamentary secretary to
the federal cabinet, had views on how COAG should
operate and how water should operate, just as he has
views on how the conservative parties in Victoria
should pick candidates. He has views on everything —
on everything. Mr Heffernan has a view that
Mr Ingram, the member for East Gippsland in the other
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house, should be a conservative candidate for
Gippsland, something Philip Davis obviously does not
quite like. As well as Mr Heffernan having views on
that, he has views on water.
What we have now from the discussions we have had
with the commonwealth is stage 2 of the food bowl
project agreed to. We know — —
Mr Drum — We have always had it!
Mr LENDERS — I take up Mr Drum’s interjection,
‘We have always had it’. On the contrary, the previous
federal government would not sign up to the second
stage of the food bowl project unless Victoria toed the
coalition line on a priority for water going to Adelaide
rather than to towns in Victoria and unless Victoria
kowtowed to the commonwealth and had a federal
minister determining, without consultation, what would
happen with water supplies in the north of this state. It
is a little bit rich to hear from a Nationals MP about a
grievance with the commonwealth when, if we had
signed off on the last agreement offered by the last
commonwealth government, we would have sold
Victorian farmers down the drain!
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LENDERS — What we have now is a voice at
the table on water. We also have critical infrastructure
being delivered in this state. As I have said before, in
food bowl stage 1, 225 gigalitres of water are saved,
with one-third going to farmers, one-third going to
rivers and one-third going to towns. In addition to that,
this is new water; this is part of the 800 gigalitres of
wasted water. The second stage, now signed off by the
commonwealth, is for a further 200 gigalitres of
water — a further 25 per cent saving — half of which
will go to farmers, whom Mr Drum claims to represent,
and half to rivers. What we have with water — and
Mr Thornley asked me about water — in this state are
some stark choices. We have choices about what to do
with the rivers.
There is a policy proposal from some which talks about
damming the Macalister River, damming its tributary
the Barkly and damming the Mitchell River as an
alternative. Some — The Nationals — would argue that
that alternative is a good policy, and some — the
Liberals — would argue that it is a bad policy. But
what is significant about arguing about damming the
Macalister, the Barkly or the Nicholson rivers is the
presumption that in damming them you will send water
to Melbourne. We have people saying that you cannot
take Gippsland water to Melbourne, you have to keep it
in Gippsland and send back the sewage — which is
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what The Nationals argued — but the same people are
saying, ‘Dam these rivers’, presumably to send water to
Melbourne.
What we have now is a proposal from the national
government, signed off by the state government, that
actually frees up 450 gigalitres of water — and to put a
measure on that, it is a volume greater than that
consumed by the 70 per cent of the population in the
metropolitan area — for farmers, for rivers and for
towns. Victoria is contributing money in the first stage
and the commonwealth in the second stage. Therefore
we now have a partnership between farmers putting in
to stage 1; the state government putting in to stage 1;
Melbourne Water putting in to stage 1; and the
commonwealth government putting in to stage 2. We
have a seat at the table, we have more water, we have
infrastructure, we have certainty and we have a
partnership.
This is the result of cooperation between
governments — something this state has called for. We
are seeing results — more water and fairer
distribution — that are making Victoria an even better
place to live, work and raise a family.

Ballarat Base Hospital: redevelopment
Mr VOGELS (Western Victoria) — My question is
to the Treasurer. Will the Treasurer indicate to the
house when the Brumby government will finally fund
the desperately needed expansion of the Ballarat Base
Hospital, given that there are now more than
6316 patients waiting for all types of desperately
needed treatment?
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I welcome questions
on health at any time in this chamber. The Minister for
Health is in the Assembly, and he is represented in this
house by my colleague Mr Jennings. I do not know for
sure, but I suspect I am being asked the question
because Mr Vogels thinks I am the weak link, and he is
not game to ask Mr Jennings the question on the
portfolio he represents.
But I am happy to step into the breach. I reiterate my
comments to Mrs Kronberg yesterday when she raised
the question about the Box Hill Hospital. What I can
say is that when we are talking of the Ballarat hospital,
we have a pattern here. We have 150 years of history in
this Parliament of treasurers not commenting on
budgets prior to their release, and I am sure King John
signed the Magna Carta under the tree at Runnymede
on the same principles.
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But if we are talking about the Ballarat Base Hospital
and the delivery of health services I repeat what this
government has done in the last eight years: we have
gone from a million patients treated a year in public
hospitals to 1.3 million patients.
Mr D. Davis interjected.
Mr LENDERS — In answer to David Davis’s
interjection that we have a bigger population, yes, we
have, but we have not had a 30 per cent increase in
population since the year 1999. This government has
made Victoria a more attractive place to live, work and
raise a family, but not as attractive as that — not 30 per
cent!
If we are talking about regional Victoria, in the seven
very long, dark years leading up to 1999 we saw
12 hospitals — a dozen — either closed or privatised.
Speaking of the hospitals that were privatised, I will
mention the great region of Gippsland for which Philip
Davis is writing his preselection speech as we speak —
and all of us have an interest in that speech.
I grew up in that area, which includes the great towns of
Trafalgar and Willowgrove in the Baw Baw shire, and
in that area we saw the hospitals in Traralgon and Moe
close during those seven long, dark years of the Kennett
government. We also saw privatised hospitals
established to fill the gap. If I recall — and I am happy
to stand to be corrected on this — that experiment was
such a stunning success that it was sold back to the
government for a dollar so that the government could
again run a public health system in the Latrobe Valley.
Mr Vogels asks about Ballarat, and I can certainly
assure him that we have history on this matter. I can
confirm that funding to country ambulances was
slashed by 28 per cent during those seven years; we
also saw $7 million cut from community health and
$15 million slashed from country aged-care services.
I could go on — and undoubtedly as I get budget bid
after budget bid for hospitals from the opposition from
now until budget day, I will go on — but I will say to
the house that this government is investing in services,
in country hospitals. It is not closing 12 of them. It is
investing in country hospitals and in the country
workforce, and it is delivering the services. The proof
of the pudding is in the eating.
We have achieved from the federal government a
10 per cent increase in funding for hospitals — 10 per
cent out of the Council of Australian Governments
(COAG) meeting. That has seen investment increase to
more than $10.3 billion from the commonwealth
towards the hospital system, of which Victoria gets
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24.2 per cent. If you want to measure that, the
commonwealth increase alone is $242 million more for
the hospital system in Victoria out of the last COAG
meeting. We are not closing hospitals, we are putting
services in. We are also treating 30 per cent more
patients and we are working with communities.
I say to Mr Vogels that we welcome debate at any time
on delivering services to country hospitals. Our minister
visits them and encourages them. He does not go out
there and close them or slash and burn; he delivers
services — 30 per cent more patients. We welcome the
discussion, and I urge Mr Vogels to work with us
towards improving the health system.
Supplementary question
Mr VOGELS (Western Victoria) — I thank the
Treasurer. It is not surprising that the throughput is
increasing. After all, the population is increasing and
ageing, as are our hospitals. Given that the opposition
has promised Ballarat $88.4 million for 60 more beds
and the capacity to treat an extra 9000 patients per year,
what is stopping the government from matching that
pledge and funding this urgently needed upgrade for the
people of Ballarat and district?
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I reiterate to
Mr Vogels that 30 per cent more patients are being
treated, and I would say to any Victorian who wishes to
believe anything said by the opposition on hospitals that
they should go to the people of Koroit, Macarthur,
Clunes, Elmore, Mortlake, Lismore, Beeac, Birregurra,
Altona, Mordialloc, Burwood and Essendon, who had
their hospitals closed when the opposition last made
these decisions.
I would say to them: if anyone from Ballarat wishes to
measure the credentials of this Brumby Labor
government versus an alternative government, go to
those 12 communities and ask the question. The answer
will be: let us deal with the people who have improved
throughput by 30 per cent, invested back in the system
and are determined to make Victoria an even better
place to live, work and raise a family, in cooperation
with a national government that is delivering on better
outcomes.

General Motors Holden: climate change
initiative
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — My question
is for the Minister for Industry and Trade. Can the
minister inform the house how the Brumby Labor
government is working with local automotive
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manufacturers to address the challenges of climate
change?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and Trade) — I always love getting questions
from Mr Eideh because he understands business better
than most members in this house. As I think I said in
answer to a question yesterday, the automotive industry
and the textile, clothing and footwear (TCF) industry
are two fundamental manufacturing industries in the
state.
We have worked very hard over the last 10 years to
create a future for the automotive industry, and I guess
it is appropriate to get a question in relation to the
automotive industry at this time because one of the
architects of the industry and of the car plan that has
allowed us to be in the position we are in today in the
automotive industry was John Button, a former Labor
minister in the federal government, who passed away
recently.
In answering the question allow me to also put on
record, from the point of view of the government, our
condolences to the family of John Button. And let me
also say that his legacy to the car industry is one which
is ongoing. He saw before others that the car industry
needed to have a plan going forward and that that plan
needed to include an emphasis on being able to do
things better in Australia than you could do them
anywhere else in the world. That also included the idea
that we had the potential to export vehicles out of
Victoria and out of Australia. That is exactly what has
taken place. The car industry is now a successful
industry precisely because it has refocused itself to
become a global manufacturing industry and has begun
a significant program of exporting. That means that
almost 50 per cent of all cars produced in Australia are
now exported, and that adds to our export revenue.
What that means for Victoria is that the automotive
industry is still one of the engine rooms of the Victorian
economy. It accounts for $2.8 billion in exports out of
Victoria alone. It directly employs 35 000 people in
Victoria, and a further 65 000 people are involved in
other areas in the automotive sector. This is an industry
on which 100 000 people in Victoria rely for their
livelihood.
It is also an industry which understands the need to
change and meet the challenges of climate change. I
was pleased, along with my federal counterpart, Kim
Carr, to be at General Motors Holden to launch its
Greening the Supply Chain initiative. This initiative is
about working out what it is that you can do within
your own production processes to reduce the carbon
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footprint that comes from producing cars, as opposed to
what the cars themselves might have as a carbon
footprint. This is a sometimes forgotten but very
important part of what these industries need to do going
forward.
General Motors approached this by seeking the
assistance and support of the World Environment
Centre and also a specialist company here in Victoria,
Coffey Environments, to try to work out how it could
change its production processes in a way that would
reduce its carbon footprint. The early signs are of
significant success. It has invested something of the
order of $700 000, but the payback has occurred within
a short period of time, because as a result it has reduced
greenhouse gas emissions by a significant amount.
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be corrected on the number being eight; certainly when
I was finance minister there were eight on the panel.
Any government body that wishes to engage a probity
auditor will be referred by the department either to the
website or to the particular documentation which says
there is a panel of eight.
Similarly, if anyone in government were to seek a
lawyer, they would be referred to a panel. If they were
to seek a particular engineer, they would be referred to
a panel. If David Davis, for example, were the chief
executive officer of a health body and he wished to find
out what the rules were, he would either go tap, tap,
tap — www.treasury.vic.gov.au — and find out or he
would make a phone call.
Mr D. Davis interjected.

This is about working with industry to reduce its impact
on the environment, but it is also about understanding
that it is only through innovation, working with
industry representative bodies and understanding that
there are opportunities that will arise out of climate
change that we will be able to position our industries in
the new environment in which we see ourselves going
forward. That is why, for example, we are working with
the Victorian Employers Chamber of Commerce and
Industry to develop the $10 million Carbon Down,
Profits Up program to help businesses reduce carbon
emissions. It is only one of a number of programs that
we are looking at in this space.
The challenge is there for all of us. I am pleased to say
that the automotive industry is keenly aware of this and
is looking at how it can add to the project of reducing
emissions. I congratulate General Motors Holden on
this particular initiative.

Public transport: ticketing system
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Treasurer. Last week it was revealed
at a Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearing
that the probity auditor who was eventually appointed
to the new ticketing system tender was recommended
to the failed chief executive officer of the Transport
Ticketing Authority, Vivian Miners, by someone from
the Department of Treasury and Finance. I ask the
Treasurer who it was in his department who made this
recommendation to the now disgraced Mr Miners.
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — The issue of probity
auditors and the like is one in the purview of the
minister for finance, who is in the other house. There is
a panel of eight probity auditors from which all
government departments are required to choose under
the government’s arrangement for tendering. I stand to

Mr LENDERS — But David Davis enjoys
bullying, whether it be shouting at ministers on their
feet or whether it be maligning the reputation of public
servants in cowards castle here. He likes to distort and
do those things. What I say to Mr Davis unequivocally
is that if any Victorian government department wishes
to engage a probity auditor, then it goes to a panel.
I contrast that with what happened under previous
regimes in this state — and I do not use the word
‘regime’ lightly — where government was treated as
personal property and government process as a joke.
This is the government that has set up an
Auditor-General to oversee government departments
because it is not fearful of independent statutory
oversight. This is the government that enshrined the
Ombudsman into the constitution because it is not
fearful of independent statutory oversight. This is the
government that has every minister facing the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee because it is not
fearful of facing independent probity oversight.
I say to Mr Davis that they are the procedures that have
been put in place. For any government department
seeking a probity auditor, which we encourage —
previous governments did not; they did all these things
nice and cosily among mates — we have probity
auditors who supervise these things. We have a panel,
and anybody who seeks to know who is on that panel
will be advised by the Department of Treasury and
Finance, which will say, ‘Here is a panel of eight. You
interview. You do the work you need to do on that. You
find out who suits you, and you see who is available.
You choose from those on that panel who tendered to
the government for the right to be on that panel’.
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Supplementary question
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — Given
that answer, can the Treasurer tell the house why
someone from his department, whom he will not reveal,
would recommend a probity adviser who was totally
untested on any tender of this size, who had only been
in business for 10 months and who was not even on his
government’s own auditing panel?
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I have answered
Mr Davis’s question in my substantive response.
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who may only have access to electric hot water systems
and may not have been able to receive the benefits of
access to a solar hot water system.
Certainly there are a number of households — about
150 000 of them — throughout the state of Victoria that
are not on reticulated gas services. This is a matter that
our government has tried to do something about. We
have tried to increase the coverage of the availability of
reticulated gas throughout Victoria and to build on that
support to communities throughout Victoria.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr Barber — On a point of order, President, I
picked this up before but I did not want to interrupt the
answer. On a couple of previous rulings I have fallen
foul of the Chair because of wearing badges and
waving documents at the minister. I gather these things
are to do with keeping general decorum in the house.
Can the Chair advise me whether Mr Theophanous
continually waving that piece of paper around falls foul
of the same standing order?
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house should be
confident that, if I see anything I believe to be
disorderly, I will certainly deal with it immediately. I
am not aware of Mr Theophanous disrupting the house
in any way, shape or form, but I remind all members of
the house of the standards that I require. In answer to
the original point of order, there is no point of order.

Solar energy: hot water systems
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My question
is for the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change. Can the minister inform the house of how the
Brumby Labor government is helping households in
regional Victoria reduce greenhouse emissions?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I thank Ms Tierney for the
opportunity to respond to her question and for her
concern for the wellbeing of the financial viability of
Victorian households, particularly in regional Victoria,
and also the support provided by the Brumby Labor
government in terms of trying to provide for not only
their financial benefit but also an environmental benefit
in the way they heat their hot water.
Many members of this chamber will be aware that there
have been pre-existing government programs to support
the installation of solar hot water systems, but
previously these systems have been available only to
those in our community who seek to upgrade their gas
hot water systems. We recognised recently that there
was a gap in the policy cover of those issues,
particularly as they relate to people in regional Victoria

Mr JENNINGS — I cannot quite tell what the
interjections from members on the other side of the
chamber are, but I am pleased to know that, although
they did not stand up for regional Victoria during their
time in government, they are now taking the
opportunity to stand up in some shape or form in
relation to these issues — hopefully in the interests of
members of regional communities throughout Victoria,
because certainly it is the commitment of our
government to try to provide that support.
I am very pleased to say on behalf of the government
that we have taken new steps in relation to this support
by providing a $33 million program which will
commence on 1 July this year to assist those
households to install solar hot water systems. For the
first time this program will be providing solar hot water
systems that can be connected to both electricity and
gas going forward. It will provide a significant rebate to
households, something of the order of $2000, for the
installation of those systems throughout regional
Victoria.
We recognise the importance of making sure that we
have the skills and the capacity to install those systems.
Part of the $33 million will be allocated specifically to
training 1400 plumbers in regional Victoria to make
sure that we have an enhanced skills base to provide for
the installation of those hot water services. That will
add to the employment opportunities in terms of
installation and the skills base. People involved in the
plumbing industry will be able to add additional skills
to their local community, which will go far beyond the
benefits associated with this particular program.
This program has significant greenhouse gas benefits in
its own right. We estimate that over the life of the solar
hot water systems that will be generated through this
program a total of about 462 000 tonnes of CO2
equivalent will be saved. There will be significant
individual savings to households. They can have
confidence that they will be contributing to reducing
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our greenhouse gas load, but there will also be
significant financial benefit. We estimate that
something of the order of $245 will be saved annually
from the energy costs of each of these households right
throughout regional Victoria.
Our government is very pleased to be able to provide
support to regional employment through the installation
of very efficient solar hot water systems that straddle
both gas and electricity and to provide significant
support to households right throughout regional
Victoria who want to make a contribution to the
greenhouse gas effort to reduce our environmental load,
while also making a very positive contribution to the
viability of those households in terms of the effect on
their household budgets.
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consumption of alcohol for longer periods of time in
similar venues.
We cannot tell people how and when they should drink,
but what we as a government can do is form a more
coherent approach in relation to many of these issues. A
number of these issues sit in a number of portfolio
areas, and we have had a working group considering
these matters. I have mentioned that working group
before. Whether it is in relation to particular issues in
areas that I know Mrs Coote is interested in or more
broadly across the community, there are a number of
things that governments can do, but it does require a
comprehensive approach across government. Currently
within government there are a number of discussions on
a comprehensive approach being worked on and
progressed.

Alcohol: late-night licences
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Planning, Minister
Madden. Alcohol-fuelled violence is endemic in
Victoria at present, and Premier Brumby’s rhetoric on
the issue is concerned with the health and policing
aspects of this issue which is threatening the lives of
our youth and of our community. In a recent British
Medical Association report Victoria, Australia, was
listed as one of the worst places in the world for
violence associated with licensed premises. Under the
minister’s watch Melbourne is fast losing its
international reputation as the most livable city. How
does the minister justify allowing increased planning
permits for nightclubs wanting all-night permits and
so-called live music venues wanting their permits
extended until dawn when Victoria is not coping with
the increase of binge drinking and violence at the
existing venues?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome Mrs Coote’s question, because I know that
she, like a number of representatives across her area, is
particularly interested in this matter because of the
concentration of activity in those areas and the
concentration we have seen recently of a number of
venues and I suppose the number of people attending
those venues.
As a government we are very aware of the propensity
for young people to concentrate in venues and drink
substantial amounts of alcohol for long periods of time
and the broader community impact that that has, not
only on those individuals but on the broader amenity in
the areas surrounding those venues. What we have seen
in terms of the social patterns or social behaviour across
the community, particularly of people in a certain age
group, is the propensity to engage in more substantial

I look forward to announcements being made in future
about a comprehensive approach to many of these
matters. I also look forward to work in this space, but
we are very conscious of the social behaviour, the
change in social norms and the need for us, as a
government, to respond in these areas, whether it be on
planning matters, liquor licensing laws or just issues in
and around the location of these venues and the
accumulation of these venues and their hours of
operation. A number of these issues are dealt with at a
local government front, some of them are policing
matters, some of them are planning matters and some of
them are liquor licensing matters. It is no good dealing
with these matters through a piecemeal approach. I look
forward to making further announcements in this space
on a comprehensive approach from this government.
Supplementary question
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for his answer, but will he call a halt to the
issuing of nightclub permits in residential areas such as
the proposed 4000-patron nightclub in the St Kilda
triangle development and the 1000-patron nightclub in
Toorak, thereby reducing the potential for
alcohol-induced violence in those areas?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome Mrs Coote’s more specific question in
relation to a number of these venues. No doubt these
venues will go through a planning process, whether it is
a local government planning process or a broader
process about liquor licensing. I will take very close
and particular interest in these matters.
The venues in the St Kilda triangle are more of a local
issue, but there is no doubt that there was a venue there
that was in operation for many years but was closed.
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That venue, I think, had a patron capacity that was
greater than 3000 at peak times of operation. I will pay
close attention to these matters. I will work in
conjunction with my ministerial colleagues who have
responsibilities in these areas. I am also particularly
aware of the other venue in the South Yarra precinct
which Mrs Coote identified as having a capacity to
cater for approximately 4000 patrons.
Mrs Coote — It is 1000.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — Sorry, it is 1000. I know
that the local Labor member for Prahran in the other
place, Tony Lupton, has bought that issue to my
attention. I am acutely aware of these matters. As I said,
we, as a government, are putting together a
comprehensive approach in relation to these matters. I
look forward to making announcements in this space.
There is no doubt that this is a critical issue that we as a
government and we as a community need to be
conscious of. We need to work on this issue. I also
encourage members from both sides of the chamber to
work closely with their communities to help to provide,
encourage and offer as alternatives for young people a
range of entertainment opportunities that are not just
areas where liquor is consumed.

Floods: Gippsland
Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — My question is
directed to the Leader of the Government in his
capacity as the Treasurer of Victoria. I refer the
Treasurer to the government’s $60 million Gippsland
flood recovery package which was announced on
10 July last year. I was one of the first people to
congratulate the government on its prompt response to
the flood. I ask the Treasurer to advise the house if that
$60 million has been fully expended, and if so, where I
can find an account of those expenditures.
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I thank Mr Hall for
his question and his obvious interest in how the
Gippsland community is recovering. As we know, the
Gippsland community has done it tough with natural
disasters. Cabinet ministers, parliamentary secretaries
and our members who represent Gippsland, Mr Viney
and Mr Scheffer, have been to East Gippsland on a
number of occasions following up, firstly, on the issue
of fire recovery. We have all heard horror tales from
people in East Gippsland who have been recovering
from bushfires. There is a horror of the fires in the first
place, but then secondly there is also fire recovery.
Added to that issue there have been the drought and
floods, which Mr Hall has alluded to. It has been a very
rugged time for many Gippsland communities, but
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Gippsland is a very rugged place and the communities
have been extraordinarily resilient.
During the government’s meetings with the Wellington
Shire Council and the East Gippsland Shire Council to
deal with these matters we have had a good dialogue
and have worked through the issues. In regard to the
specific issue of flood relief funding that Mr Hall
raised, I cannot give him an exact figure or whether it
has all been acquitted. I do not have that figure at my
fingertips, but I can certainly say to Mr Hall that I have
signed off that funding to Wellington shire and East
Gippsland shire, and I believe from memory also to
Latrobe City Council. Flood relief has definitely gone
off to each of those shires. In most of those cases
through the Minister for Roads and Ports and VicRoads
there has been funding to replace roads and bridges and
those forms of infrastructure, although obviously there
is more to it than just that. In those areas we have had a
dialogue with the individual councils and they have
presented to us the receipts and expenditures they have
incurred when dealing with the floods. Almost without
exception we have put forward the funding. There have
been a couple of areas where we have had discussions
with the shires. It has been a productive approach.
I will take the balance of Mr Hall’s question on notice.
These things will obviously be reported on by
government. I will take on notice what the normal
reporting time is for these matters and the form in
which it will be reported, but I can assure Mr Hall that
we actually had a very productive relationship with the
Gippsland municipalities. It has been a very
collaborative approach. The Premier has congratulated
the councils, their staff and the communities on how
they have responded to these three disasters and these
three very difficult times in their region over the last
year or so. We will continue to work with them in
addressing these issues.
Supplementary question
Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — I want to thank the
minister for his answer, and I look forward to some
further detail on the expenditure of that flood recovery
package. I acknowledge that there were a large number
of items — some 50 or so — identified in the press
release of 10 July which comprised the expenditure of
the $60 million. I do not expect the minister to recall
whether all of those items were signed off on or not, but
I ask whether he recalls some of the major ones which
were included in the package — for example, the
$1 million that was allocated to the Cunninghame Arm
footbridge in Lakes Entrance. Can the Treasurer advise
me if that particular expenditure has been undertaken?
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Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I think I have
addressed Mr Hall’s question in my substantive answer.
I will take on notice the rest of the issues he raised.
Sitting suspended 12.59 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.

HEPBURN MINERAL SPRINGS
BATHHOUSE: REDEVELOPMENT
Debate resumed.
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — I look forward to
making this contribution in relation to the Hepburn
Springs bathhouse. I would like to congratulate Richard
Dalla-Riva for putting this matter on the notice paper; I
think it is really important. It is an issue that concerns
many regional Victorians because of this government’s
track record of neglecting regional development across
Victoria. As my regional colleague Ms Tierney
indicated earlier, this lies within our region and, as we
heard in my colleague Wendy Lovell’s contribution, it
has a very big impact on the town.
The bathhouse at Hepburn Springs is what we would
recognise to be a tourism icon, especially in western
Victoria. The visitations certainly indicate that it runs a
close third behind the Great Ocean Road and Halls
Gap. It has a significant impact on western Victoria, but
more particularly on the communities of Daylesford
and Hepburn Springs, which have between 3200 and
3300 residents.
I guess we all recognise that what has taken place at
Hepburn Springs over recent times has turned out to be
an appalling debacle in relation to the government’s
management of this redevelopment. It concerns me
greatly when I hear other contributions from the
government benches, particularly from Mr Thornley,
who tried to put a smokescreen across this by saying,
‘This has all come about because of the mucking up of
one pour of concrete’. For goodness sake! Ms Tierney
made a very serious and passionate contribution in
relation to the bathhouse. She failed to call at the
bathhouse during a recent sojourn of the parliamentary
committee inquiring into tourism in that area because
there was rain overnight. It was seen that members of
the committee did not have the time to be there — —
Ms Tierney interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! If Ms Tierney has an
objection to make, she can do it in the proper fashion.
Ms Tierney — On a point of order, President, that is
not the case. The site visit was cancelled — —
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The PRESIDENT — Order! That is not a point of
order.
Ms Tierney — The point of order is that Mr Koch
made an absolutely incorrect statement.
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is not in fact a
point of order. If Ms Tierney has an objection to make
about a comment made about herself, she can make it
and she can ask for whatever action she may think is
appropriate. Just to disagree with the comment being
made is not a point of order.
Ms Tierney — Further on the point of order,
President, I request that Mr Koch withdraw the
incorrect statement he made.
The PRESIDENT — Order! If Ms Tierney takes
exception to or objects to or takes offence at a comment
made, she can do so, but just asking someone to
withdraw a comment they make because she does not
agree with it is not going to wash. If she has an
objection or if she takes offence, that is fine, but she is
not there at the moment.
Ms Tierney — On the point of order, President, I
find it offensive. The remark implied that I am not
doing my job. That is absolutely incorrect, and I find it
offensive.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It may be something
Ms Tierney does not like; it may be a criticism is being
made that she disagrees with, but she cannot take
offence at someone disagreeing with her or taking a
political position against her contribution. If something
has been said that is actually offensive — —
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Further on the point of
order, President, it is inappropriate to reflect on a
member’s behaviour in this house, and I understand
that — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Let me remind
Mr Theophanous that if any offence has been taken by
the member, the member is in the chamber and she can
bring it to my attention and ask for a withdrawal. It is
not for Mr Theophanous to argue the case for
Ms Tierney about something she takes offence at. If
Ms Tierney has something that falls into the category of
being offensive and she wants it withdrawn then she
should ask, but at the moment she has failed in her
point of order.
Ms Tierney — President, I seek your guidance, in
that an incorrect statement was made. The fact is that
the site visit was cancelled by the organisers because it
was raining.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! I will read the ruling
in relation to this matter. It states:
The mere request for a withdrawal is not sufficient to make
certain that one must be made. Words used in robust debate
should not be taken offence at — if they are held to be a
reflection as distinct from robust debate a withdrawal would
be requested.

I am not of the view that the member’s comments
actually reflected on Ms Tierney.
Mr KOCH — Thank you, President.
It is important that we recognise the lack of support
Daylesford has had from the government in relation to
the bathhouse. What has taken place is a debacle of
major proportions in this small community. The spa
house has been recognised historically, especially over
recent decades, as being the backbone of local
employment in tourism in both Hepburn Springs and
Daylesford. As I say, that is something that is
generational: it is not new. We are aware, and it has
been quite widely published, that the annual visitation
is of the order of 250 000 visits. The bathhouse makes a
direct contribution of between $7 million and
$10 million but it has been estimated that something of
the order of $30 million has been contributed indirectly
to this small centre.
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On top of this we have seen 130 jobs directly affected
by the closure of the spa house. As we heard earlier
today, from when the redevelopment was first flagged
in 2002 it was always indicated that it would be a
staged redevelopment, not the removal from the
community of a bathhouse that has made such a
contribution not only in supplying services but also by
being the recipient of the major visitation that has taken
place. As we know, the bathhouse was closed on
23 October 2006, after the lease expired on 22 October
2006. The first sod of the new development was turned
by the member for Ballarat East in the other place,
Geoff Howard, on 24 October. That date has stuck in
my mind — I know a couple of people in this house are
very close to the date of 24 October. I remember when
they indicated that it would take 14 months for this
redevelopment to take place, and I know exactly the
starting date.

This is not the only business the government has seen
fit to not support in the last four or five years to
maintain that revenue coming into that community and
add to the viability of its economy. I bring to the
Parliament’s attention that over that period of time we
have seen the Daylesford knitting mill close. It was sent
to the wall with more than 100 permanent jobs lost.
That was closely followed by the closure of the
Daylesford abattoir. The government offered absolutely
no support in relation to that business and the more than
100 jobs involved; I believe 120 jobs was the number
there.

There is no doubt whatsoever that the economy of the
Daylesford-Hepburn Springs area started to
haemorrhage once it came to pass that we were going to
close the bathhouse at Hepburn for this 14-month
period. I have indicated to the house the loss of jobs
over a five-year period. Suddenly the area had lost not
only those jobs but also the visitation to the area and the
turnover it had become accustomed to and which was
the backbone of that community. Originally, as
published in the Ballarat Courier on 4 October 2002,
this property was going to have a staged redevelopment
over a two-year period at a cost of $6.5 million.
Principally those funds were going to come from
RIDF — the Regional Infrastructure Development
Fund — and from the Hepburn council’s budget. What
should concern us is that very little or no action was
taken at that time. The business at the bathhouse
continued to falter. The people who leased and
managed the business became insolvent and were no
longer able to maintain the capacity they had had in the
past.

The third incident related to the timber industry, where
the government saw fit to overnight take away the
allocation of timber in the Wombat State Forest for the
many sawmills that worked throughout this part of
Victoria. We saw 250 jobs removed across the board in
relation to timber activities in the Wombat State Forest.
To this day only one small mill remains. It is run by
Brian Bose. It is a small mill. It has only been retained
because Brian Bose had, in his wisdom, over a period
of time taken up private forestry when the opportunity
arose. But employment at this sawmill is between five
and eight people. We can see that the government has
not been generous to the Daylesford-Hepburn Springs
area in the recent past.

It is important that we pick up that very little took place
from 2002 to 2006. We fell from pillar to post. The
government certainly did not kick in and do anything
for the people of this community. It was quite happy to
swing them in the breeze and watch them suffer. It
came along as a last resort in October 2006. It slammed
the gate shut on the whole operation and indicated that
not only had the price of $6.5 million disappeared but it
had escalated to in excess of $10 million. The
130 direct jobs would be dissipated but the government
hoped some of the smaller private spa houses would
take up the slack. I can assure the house that, from what
I have been told by those people, none of those
businesses have had a boom out of any of this. Their
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businesses have increased slightly but certainly not to
the extent they anticipated with this closure.
The funding arrangements for this new development
principally relied on the government, which put another
$3 million into its commitment, taking it from
$5 million to $8 million. The council would be using
loan funds because it certainly does not have liquid
reserves to undertake this redevelopment, and its loan
funds have remained at $1.2 million. The federal
government has made $550 000 available. The
Victorian Mineral Water Committee is putting in
$300 000, which I think is a very big contribution from
a small committee’s point of view. The Sustainable
Energy Authority Victoria, as it was then, was putting
in $50 000. This takes us to $10.1 million. Here today I
have searched around to see what the other half-million
dollar component is and where it comes from. I believe
in the debate this morning I heard that Sustainability
Victoria was putting in $100 000 and the Department of
Sustainability and Environment was putting in another
$200 000. A real mishmash of people are putting
money into this redevelopment. The original cost has
skyrocketed, yet today Hepburn Springs finds itself
little closer to an outcome in relation to this
development.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Do you have any idea
what you are talking about? You obviously don’t.
Mr KOCH — The minister continues to interject
and say I do not know what I am talking about. I think
we can equally put it to the minister that he has little
idea of the damage and neglect he has offered the small
community up there in relation to the redevelopment of
this bathhouse. Not only has the cost of this
redevelopment escalated by nearly 100 per cent, but the
delivery of it has gone from the original 14 months, as
was said to that community — it should have been
open before the Christmas run in 2007 — and been
extended to February.
As indicated earlier there was an acceptance by the
community that if that were the case the community
would be able to run with it. Suddenly that date has
passed; another plaque with the wrong date on it has
been thrown away. We had a date in March; that plaque
has gone out the window. We are now told it will be
June. I think most of the community has stopped
believing it, and they will not even stamp that plaque
for the launch. Two weeks ago we found there was
concern in the community that this might not take place
until September.
The community has gained no certainty from
government communications on the time it anticipates
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the community will see its bathhouse back in action. As
recently as 12 March half the community members of
the Hepburn bathhouse business and community liaison
group were ready to walk away. They are fed up with it.
There is no communication from the government.
There is no transparency in the process. They are
learning more from the contractors and people on site
than they can learn from the people who are doing the
redevelopment — whom they represent! This is an
unbelievable situation. Is it any wonder that people are
ready to walk away from a government that is not
prepared to share information about this redevelopment
and when we might see the bathhouse operating again.
We also need to be wary of some of the figures being
bandied about by Tourism Victoria. They relate to the
survey of tourism accommodation between September
2006 and September 2007. They indicate that the
takings of large operators went up 21.4 per cent and the
takings of small operators went up by 14.2 per cent. We
are concerned about what base rates might have been
used for these numbers, because the anecdotal evidence
on the streets certainly is not indicating anything like
these increases, especially in accommodation houses,
which are hurting dreadfully as a result of this debacle.
In relation to overnight stays, again the figure is a
10 per cent increase, but a 10 per cent increase on what,
and when?
The employment figure is another interesting one. From
Tourism Victoria’s point of view employment has
jumped by 21 per cent. I can assure members that is not
the case and that there is not one businessman in
Daylesford who would support the numbers the
government is quite happy to trot out as if these visits
are going to return overnight to this area and that that
process is under way now.
I can give the house another good indication of activity
up there as to how well the economy is doing in
Daylesford.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KOCH — This has been very well spun by the
government, but there is a reality here that the
government should be getting behind instead of trying
to cream over the top of things with spin. This
government has completely neglected what is going on
with employment. I can assure members that in terms
of house sales in Daylesford in the last five years —
these are the valuer-general’s figures; these are not
made up — in 2001 house sales attributed to
Daylesford were 376. That figure has been continually
falling on an annual basis, and the latest figure shows
us a 45 per cent decrease. In 2006 we were down to
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216 house sales. The median prices of these houses has
not grown whatsoever.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — What does that mean?
What does that mean to you?
Mr KOCH — The minister fails to see what this
may mean to the economy of a small town where house
sales have fallen by nearly 50 per cent, and yet he is
trying to tell me, with the figures he supports from
Tourism Victoria, that employment is up by 20 per cent
and activities are on the rise all over the place. I can
assure the minister that house sales do not indicate that.
Accommodation houses that handle the tourism traffic
are not indicating anything of that sort.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — People obviously want
to stay there. It is such a great spot!
Mr KOCH — There is no doubt about the minister;
he has absolutely no feel for what goes on in regional
communities, which you can see by the bland
statements he continues to proffer in the house. It is
quite openly recognised that from 15 years ago up until
5 years ago Daylesford had a growth pattern; it had
many industries up there and offered good, stable
employment. Now not only have the economy and jobs
dropped back, even house sales now cannot be
maintained, and yet the minister sits on the other side,
smiling, and says, ‘Everything is going well. Everyone
is trying to move to Daylesford’.
That is the problem this motion encompasses here
today. The Minister for Major Projects cannot even
manage to get that redevelopment done on time or on
budget. We now have a small community suffering
economically to a great degree. As I said before, this is
only a community of 3200 to 3300 people. It relies
heavily on tourism — at least it has in the past, but
there has not been too much profit from that in the
18 months since this debacle has taken place.
The sooner this redevelopment can occur the better. We
have no faith in a June opening date. We had a little
faith in March and some in February, but we wondered
in December 2007 when it was going to get up. All
those dates have gone past now, and the bathhouse is
still not back in operation and accommodating visitors.
People are looking to Daylesford to offer those
services. It is so long now since the visits have taken
place that it will take a lot to build them back up.
People are not going to roll in there in busload after
busload the day this reopens; it is something that
Tourism Victoria and the community up there, and
particularly the bathhouse managers, will have to do a
lot of work on to bring about.
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In closing, this is a major disappointment for the
community up there. Members of that community have
not spared me once when I have been up there in
relation to what has taken place over the last five years.
It is not only the bathhouse; it is also the way business
generally has been handled. In particular there has been
no support when crisis has come upon the town.
Like everyone else, I seek support for the motion today.
I put the government on notice that regional Victoria is
getting sick of the lack of recognition of the need for
further regional developments to which we strongly
believe they are entitled. The government is not
prepared to give them the support they so richly
deserve.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Major
Projects) — What an extraordinary set of contributions
from the opposition! Perhaps I should start by giving
the house an overview of the scope of the major
projects that this government and I, as the Minister for
Major Projects, are involved in, of which the Hepburn
Springs bathhouse is one.
We have announced infrastructure projects going
forward over the next four years. Those projects are
worth in excess of $13 billion. It is the largest set of
infrastructure projects in the history of the state and it is
more than three times the level that was conducted
under the previous Kennett government. This is our
attempt to rebuild the schools, hospitals, railway lines
and infrastructure that the opposition closed. That is
what this is about.
Major Projects Victoria, which is the government’s
specialist delivery arm for major projects, is currently
managing about 15 projects valued at somewhere in
excess of $3.5 billion. That is the context: $13 billion
overall for the government; $3.5 billion for Major
Projects Victoria over 15 projects; and within that there
is $10.6 million in relation to the Hepburn Springs
bathhouse.
I am not saying that it is not an important project. For us
it is an important project. What is the history of the
project? We found ourselves in the position of having to
step in to take over this project when it became clear the
council was not going to be able to complete the
important refurbishment of what is a tourist icon in
Victoria. We came in to complete this project. We made
it clear at the outset that the budget for the project when
we took it over was $10.6 million. That has not changed.
That is the budget — $10.6 million — and I expect the
project to be delivered within that budget. Whatever else
opposition members have said about — —
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Mr Koch interjected.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — How many times
do I need to tell Mr Koch before he understands? When
the government took it over it was agreed that the
project would be done for $10.6 million, and that is
what we are doing. When the council had it prior to
that, other figures were involved and so on. But that is
not what the government did. The government took
over the $10.6 million project and has progressively
developed this important facility within that budgetary
constraint. That is the first set of issues.
The opposition keeps trying to bring in imaginary dates.
Mr Dalla-Riva interjected.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — They are not
actually ours. Let me just make this clear. Yes, there
was a press report which said that the project was due
for completion in December.
Mr Koch — You denied that this morning.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — No, I did not. I
said that we had never said that, and we had not. The
press report was wrong and the journalist herself has
admitted that she got it wrong. There was an incorrect
press report making a claim about the government
having a target in December, which was never the
government’s claim. The government always said this
would be done in February-March. We always said
that. Not only that, when it became clear that the March
timetable could not be met, we immediately notified the
local community. This was in December. It took the
opposition three months to work out what we had told
the community in December. We told the community
in December that we would not be able to meet the
March timetable for a specific reason, and that was
because of the complexity of the concrete pour in
relation to this facility.
I am happy to say to the local community that the
government regrets the delay of three months, but let us
not come into the house and try, as the opposition is
attempting, to exaggerate something beyond the factual
situation. We are happy to admit that we have had a
three-month delay. Let me also say that as late as this
morning, Nicholson, the main contractor on the site, has
assured my department that the project is on schedule to
be completed in June 2008.
I can only report to the house on the basis of reports
that are given to me, both by Major Projects Victoria
and by the contractors that work on them. That is their
current advice to me. Certainly we are keeping a
weekly eye on the project, and I am hopeful that that
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time frame of June, which is reported to me as being
still on schedule, will be met. Incidentally, the cost is
still within the $10.6 million budget. Unfortunately we
have had a three-month delay on the project. I would
have preferred that that had not happened, because it
would have been good for the local community to get
the advantage of the Easter holiday period. We would
have liked that to have happened; that was our original
goal. Unfortunately we could not reach that goal, and I
am certainly happy to apologise to the local community
for not reaching that particular goal.
But I am not prepared to accept what is a set of untruths
put by the opposition in its presentation that there had
been earlier delays and their allegations about
mismanagement, because they are untrue. Not only
that, they are a reflection on a group of dedicated
people in Major Projects Victoria who manage
$3.5 billion worth of development for this state. Let me
say that that $3.5 billion worth of development is a lot
more than was ever done under the previous
government. The previous government was in the
business of reducing, not expanding, the facilities
available to the community.
Mr Koch interjected.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — I say to Mr Koch
that I do not understand, as I think would be the case for
any reasonable, sensible person listening to the debate,
the logic of his saying that it somehow reflects that the
local community is going downhill because the number
of sales of homes in the area has decreased. That logic
completely escapes me. What he is suggesting is that, if
more people sold their houses in Daylesford and got out
of Daylesford, that would be an indication of how well
the place was going. The fact that fewer people are
selling their places to get out of Daylesford —
according to him — is an indication of how badly the
place is going. I do not understand that logic. Mr Koch
can go and explain that to somebody else. Daylesford is
a place which is vibrant and is experiencing a
significant increase in tourism — that is what all the
figures show — and this is before the opening of the
bathhouse.
Let me tell you that in June when the bathhouse opens
the people of Daylesford will have a new facility
delivered by this government as well as a series of
tourism supports to the local community. It is being
delivered within budget. Yes, it is a few weeks late —
10 weeks late is our estimate at the moment — and we
regret that, but there were important complications in
relation to it.
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This motion is a huge criticism of the local industry in
Daylesford. The opposition is saying that local workers,
local enterprise — all of the local people who are
working to build this new icon — are incompetent and
cannot manage a project. Why is it that the opposition
wants to criticise a local contractor — because we were
very keen to have a local contractor do this job —
Nicholson Construction? The contractor, incidentally,
won a 2006 Master Builders Association of Victoria
award for the construction of the $6.5 million
Bellinzona Grange hotel at Hepburn Springs, which is
just up the road from the bathhouse, which clearly
shows the contractor’s credentials. This is a dedicated
contractor; he is delivering a very complex project, he
is delivering it within budget and he has had to deal
with a range of complex issues relating to the delivery
of the project.
Mr D. Davis interjected.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — If you want to go
around criticising this important local contractor, let me
tell you that we are not going to do it. I am sure that
Nicholson Construction will be very interested in what
the opposition has had to say about this development.
Let me make one other point about the motion the
opposition has moved, because it is becoming a
tendency of the opposition to do this kind of thing. It
has put up the motion in two parts. Nobody would
disagree with the second part of the motion; it is a
motherhood statement in support of the development.
Members of the opposition attempt to insult the
intelligence of this house by putting up a motherhood
statement that everyone agrees with and trying to cover
it by putting ahead of it their own little political
statement about mismanagement. They have not got the
guts to just put up a mismanagement motion. That is
what they should do. If they had any character, they
would put that up instead of trying to be sneaky and put
up motions that can only be described as a sneaky way
of trying to convince members of this house to vote for
the motion. Members of this house understand how
sneaky the opposition is.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — They understand
how sneaky they are and how they scratch around
trying to find a way to put up a motion and garner
support for that motion. They have introduced
absolutely no evidence whatsoever that there has been
mismanagement.
Mr D. Davis — You have admitted it!
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Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — The government
has said openly — —
Mr D. Davis interjected.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — David Davis
should spend a bit more time working on constructing
his own website, which he has been doing for the last
six months. If we had experienced as many delays in
major project construction as David Davis has in
putting together one simple website for himself, which I
think was delayed by at least six to nine months — —
An honourable member — What has this got to do
with Daylesford?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — We first saw ‘site
under construction’ on his website about nine months
ago, and it took him six months to get that done, so for
him to come in here and start putting up his hand like a
doll — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Relevance, Minister!
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Thank you,
President; I was provoked. I reject completely the first
part of the opposition’s motion in relation to
mismanagement. We have not tried to hide the fact that
there has been a delay. That is not — —
Mr D. Davis interjected.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — For Mr Davis’s
information — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Davis has been
incessantly interjecting. I have given him a bit of
leeway, given that he is the leader, but he has had it.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — We have not tried
to hide the fact that there has been a delay, but having a
delay due to circumstances which have been largely
outside the control of the contractor is not the same as
mismanagement. Mismanagement is something that
was done by the Kennett government for seven long
years. I am happy to stand by the record of Major
Projects Victoria in relation to a $3.5 billion portfolio of
major development, which makes it one of the most
important construction arms of the government and
means it has to deal with an enormous range of
complex issues. Out of a $13 billion infrastructure
development program the best the new shadow
Minister for Major Projects could do was come up with
something that had been announced by the government
in December last year, and it took the opposition three
months to work it out.
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In December last year we announced to the local
community that there would be this delay. If, out of
$13 billion of development, that is the best and most
pointed criticism that the opposition can come up with,
then we are prepared to live with that criticism. We are
proud in this state of the new facilities being developed
through major projects and other infrastructure projects,
because we are building a legacy for our children in this
state which is second to none. The Hepburn Springs spa
will form an important part of that legacy, and will be
there for decades to come. Local people will be pleased
that the government was prepared to take on a complex
and difficult project, and deliver it within budget, and
deliver a world-class facility because the Liberal and
National parties would never have even started such a
project.
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
must say I have enjoyed the debate today because it is
interesting to see who has the thin skin on the other side
of the chamber. It is interesting to go through some of
the contributions to the debate. Ms Tierney, who clearly
has been just driving through Daylesford, does not
really understand the concerns, because her
contribution — —
Ms Tierney interjected.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — She stopped and listened to
people there, but in her contribution she said not one
person told her that this was a bad thing. It must have
been an ALP branch meeting, because ALP members
would be the only people who would agree with her
that everything is going right. It was a pretty weak
contribution from her.
Mr Thornley gave a very good sermon, as he normally
does. His excuse was that it was the concrete pour and
that it was not the government’s fault — he blamed the
contractors and everyone else. The hands were going
left, right and centre in blaming everyone.
Greg Barber, on behalf of the Greens, made a
contribution about his council work and how great
councillors are; and that was the extent of it.
David Koch, Wendy Lovell and Mr Drum made full
and frank contributions to the debate. They clearly
outlined some of the concerns.
Then finally we heard from the Minister for Major
Projects himself. I tip my hat to him, because often
when one raises motions in here, the ministers go
cowering, but at least he had the guts to come into the
chamber and fess up. He admitted the charge that is laid
out in the motion before the house — that the house
express deep concern with the ongoing mismanagement
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of the redevelopment. Whichever way
Mr Theophanous phrased it, it was a great admission,
because he said, ‘I am happy to admit this three-month
delay’. That is an admission from the minister that the
redevelopment was late. We are now in April. They
said it was going to be delivered in March, but it is
three months late on the minister’s own admission.
Mr Finn — It’ll be about June next year, I’d reckon.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — Yes, it will keep on going.
The admission from the minister is interesting, and I am
pleased that he has fessed up, on the record, in this
chamber that he did not get this simple important
project done on time and on budget.
It was interesting to note as the debate wore on today
that the minister went to great lengths to mention the
$10.6 million budget of the bathhouse. It appears that it
may well have stuck to the budget, but has the
bathhouse shrunk? We know it has in terms of the
number of baths that are available et cetera. This is an
admission that not only has the project been delayed, it
has also shrunk to boot.
The minister talked about all the major projects under
his portfolio. If the minister would like to provide me
with all of those I would be grateful, because I was
shocked that the number is so large when clearly a lot
of the major projects are not within his portfolio and his
purview, so that gives me some concern.
The minister said the government never promised that
the project would be delivered in December. I quote
from the Hepburn Springs Bath House Update, issued
by Major Projects Victoria and dated 15 August 2006,
in which it says:
The state government anticipates the redevelopment will take
12 to 14 months.

I said it before and I will say it again: somebody must
have been lying in respect of that statement; somebody
must have been telling fibs to the people of that area,
when they knew the project was going to take a lot
longer than they anticipated. We have heard good
evidence in respect of the impact it will have, and
clearly the impact is as a direct result of the ongoing
mismanagement of this redevelopment. I ask members
in this chamber to support the motion and to oppose the
amendment by Ms Tierney.
House divided on amendment:
Ayes, 21
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms (Teller)
Darveniza, Ms (Teller)

Pakula, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
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Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Madden, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

Smith, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tee, Mr
Theophanous, Mr
Thornley, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Noes, 17
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr (Teller)
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Finn, Mr (Teller)
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr
Kavanagh, Mr

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

Pair
Pulford, Ms

Atkinson, Mr

Amendment agreed to.
Amended motion agreed to.

HEALTH: SERVICES
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased today to move:
That this house expresses its concern at the state
government’s failure to adequately manage the Victorian
public hospital and health system on which Victorians depend
when requiring necessary and often urgent health care and
specifically expresses its concern at the inadequate
management of the health needs of ill Victorians through —
(1) the unsatisfactory length of time sick Victorians are
forced to wait for appointments;
(2) the manipulation of hospital waiting lists, particularly
waiting lists for outpatient appointments;
(3) the state government’s failure to adequately fund
desperately needed capital upgrades of hospitals and
community health centres throughout metropolitan and
country Victoria; and
(4) the growing shortage of doctors and nurses and medical
scientists, including specialists, and the state
government’s failure over eight years to plan properly
for Victoria’s need for a medical workforce of well-paid
and trained doctors and nurses where their pay and
conditions are sufficiently competitive to retain and
attract that skilled workforce.

This is an important motion in the sense that it deals
with a number of key issues that confront our health
system in Victoria at the moment. I have to say it is a
health system that is in crisis. It is a health system that
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faces tremendous stress on the one hand and is being
woefully mismanaged by this government on the other.
The Bracks government and now the Brumby
government have put more money into health — let us
get that right up front at the start of this debate. The
acute health output group has increased by around
90 per cent in round figures, a significant increase that
has not been followed by a commensurate increase in
the throughput of the system and has not been followed
by an improvement in the standards and capacity of the
system to deal with the issues it confronts.
Some of these debates have in a sense been held in
miniature in the chamber in the last two days, as we
have heard questions put to the Treasurer on important
capital upgrades that are needed for important
hospitals — one being the Box Hill Hospital and
another being the Ballarat hospital. We have heard the
Treasurer obfuscate on those important issues and fail
to understand that there is a need to respond swiftly to
many of the key issues that face the Victorian system.
There has been a 90 per cent increase in acute health
funding but a significant failure to get the outcomes that
the community would desire.
We heard in relation to the Box Hill Hospital that
almost 15 000 people are waiting for all types of
urgently needed treatment. These are people waiting for
elective and other surgical treatment and also people
waiting for outpatient appointments. That to me is a
scandalous figure that no government can justify. I note
that the Treasurer in response to requests for the capital
upgrade that is necessary at that hospital — and I will
say something specific about that hospital later in this
contribution — did not seek to in any way diminish the
need for a proper response that would give that hospital
the capacity to deal with the requirements of the local
area. In the case of Ballarat the debate in this chamber
that surrounded Mr Vogels’s earlier question followed a
similar pattern. The opposition has made a commitment
to the people of Ballarat and the surrounding districts.
Let us understand that the Ballarat Base Hospital is a
very important hospital in that whole region around
Ballarat and out to the west as well. It is a hospital that
desperately needs more facilities, and the opposition
has indicated that it would put a significant capital
injection into that hospital to deal with the
6000-odd people who are listed on the public waiting
lists for the treatment they desperately require.
I make the point, and this motion makes the point, that
there is a real question about this government’s
behaviour with respect to waiting lists. There are
official waiting lists presented in its report, but it is a
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dumbed down report. In an earlier contribution to
debate in this chamber I tabulated the dozens of
statistics that have been omitted from it but were
available in the previous quarterly hospital services
report.
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I also make the point in this motion about the need for
capital upgrade. As I said, there has been a significant
increase by this government in its funding of the acute
health output group but there has not been the
commensurate result in throughput or the linked capital
upgrades required to get the output results.

Mrs Peulich — Cleansing and massaging.
Mr D. DAVIS — That is right, cleansing and
massaging has gone on, with the removal of detailed
information that would give Victorians a much better
picture about what is happening with their hospitals.
There are the official waiting lists that are detailed in
this Your Hospitals report — this now infrequent Your
Hospitals report — —
Mrs Peulich — Not quarterly any longer.
Mr D. DAVIS — Not quarterly any longer
unfortunately. The Your Hospitals report that I hold
here is for July 2006 to June 2007. I have to say that the
presentation of quarterly reports that contained detailed
statistics was the practice through all of the 1990s and
until about 2005. It was a much better and fairer system
that gave people much better information. The removal
of data from public presentations is a concern.
Mrs Peulich — What have they got to hide?
Mr D. DAVIS — Indeed, Mrs Peulich, what do they
have to hide? We are slowly unpicking the picture as to
what they have to hide. I compliment the
Auditor-General on his report on outpatient waiting
lists of several years ago. As I have said many times in
this chamber, the previous Auditor-General, Wayne
Cameron, did excellent work in looking at human
services areas, undertaking performance audits and
looking at ways that systems and reporting approaches
could be improved. He teased out and established the
baseline in terms of outpatient waiting lists. It had been
known for some time that the outpatient waiting lists
were growing and that people were being shuffled off
the formal, official waiting lists by simply being kept
waiting for an appointment in the outpatient
department. What he found was that a scandalous
number of people were forced to wait in the outpatient
department, often for extraordinary lengths of time. I
will say some more about that in a moment. I again
compliment the previous Auditor-General on that
important piece of work, which made it very clear that
there was a hidden waiting list, a secret set of waiting
lists — and I make it clear that it was not just a single
list but a series of secret lists — that managed to
confuse and hide the true picture from the Victorian
people.

I make the point that bed numbers have fallen in the
state. I do not have the most recent statistics because the
government has begun to refuse to provide the statistics
of bed numbers in a comprehensive way and has even
sought to obfuscate when it presents data to the
Australian Institute of Health and Welfare. It has begun
to argue that a bed is not a bed — it has begun to get
into a semantic approach to bed numbers.
I make the point that during the budget process in a
previous role as a shadow minister in this chamber I
sought from the then ministers of the government in the
chamber a list of bed numbers in each and every
hospital in the state as at 30 June of that year. The
government, in what I regarded as an attempt to thumb
its nose at the chamber and at parliamentary
accountability, refused to provide a list of the open beds
and the closed beds in each individual public hospital in
Victoria at a particular census date. I take that to be a
shocking admission that in fact bed numbers have been
cut.
The most recent available figures suggest that since
1999 around 1000 beds have been closed in Victoria.
That is despite a growth in population, which was
conceded by the government in this chamber earlier
today, and despite a steady but gentle ageing of the
population which, by agreement across all officials,
leads to an increase in requirements for health services.
There are two drivers for those increased needs but I
make the point that the throughput in the system has
increased incrementally, moderately, predictably, and
the government’s job, the health minister’s job, the
Treasurer’s job and the Premier’s job, is to take account
of those changes in population and health needs. Their
task is to make proper provision, to plan for steady,
predictable growth in health needs and take the
preventive steps on one side to try to prevent as much
illness and sickness as possible, and a great deal more
could be done. Although that is probably not the main
subject of this debate, I think it is important to put on
the record that preventive health care and the
prevention of suffering and keeping down costs in the
system is an important part of the equation. As I said,
that is not the main point of the debate today.
This government has sought to manipulate the hospital
waiting lists. I pick out three hospitals in particular and
will indicate the size of the official waiting lists and
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compare them to the outpatient numbers. The official
waiting lists, on the most recent figures, are: at
Bendigo, 586; at Box Hill, 2318; and at the Royal
Melbourne Hospital, 2659. To those figures you can
add the various categories of outpatients waiting for
treatment and the various lists inside the hospital from
data obtained by the opposition in FOIs — situations
that have been hotly contested by this government, with
data not fully provided as requested. I will come back
to a couple of specific examples that I know
particularly rile some of my colleagues. If you add the
various internal and secret waiting lists, the total figures
for those on waiting lists are: at Bendigo, 2839; at Box
Hill, 14 934; and at the Royal Melbourne Hospital,
7266. That is a massive difference from what is
published, but the effect on many of those Victorians is
just the same.

have surgery at the Warracknabeal hospital. But you
cannot do that any more if you live in Warracknabeal.
You have to go to Horsham or to Mildura if you live far
north of Warracknabeal. For all intents and purposes
the government has now closed the Warracknabeal
hospital for surgical procedures, maternity and
obstetrics. If you live north of Warracknabeal you may
face a 2-hour drive for a maternity or obstetric service.
That is unacceptable in a state like Victoria, which has a
government that, when in opposition, complained about
hospital closures. I am here to tell the house that this
government has in effect closed a lot of hospitals
around the state. Yes, there are buildings and there are
some services delivered, but a hospital is a hospital. I
have to say that the closure of key services has been a
significant wind back. I do not believe that Victorians
think that is acceptable.

You have to wait months and in some cases years to get
into a hospital, to get an appointment or to even get
onto a waiting list to be re-examined by another
specialist. You have to wait a year for your first
appointment, then you have to wait a long time for your
next appointment, and then you are shuffled across to a
different department, perhaps with clinical justification.
I concede that on occasions there is need for further
review of cases. Of course that is the case, but that does
not change the fact that these internal waiting lists are
being used by this government to cover up the extent of
the mismanagement of the health system and the
impact on Victorians. The impact on individual
Victorians who are being forced to wait and wait on
outpatient waiting lists is cruel and vindictive. This
government chooses to make them suffer rather than
dealing with the situation with a proper management
arrangement.

The Wycheproof hospital, the Boort hospital, the
Cobram hospital and Nathalia hospital have also been
affected. At the Seymour hospital — and other
members will talk about this — there has been a recent
return of some services, and that has been welcomed,
but there was a massive hiatus in service delivery at that
hospital which was entirely due to the mismanagement
of the system by the previous Minister for Health. She
could have fixed the problem; she could have come to
an arrangement with doctors and professionals in the
town and district; and she could have come to an
arrangement that would have meant services were
delivered in that town.

This government has been winding back the reach of
certain aspects of the health system in Victoria. I note
that in question time today the Treasurer decided to
read out a list of so-called hospital closures under the
Kennett government. Let me read out for the Treasurer
the list of obstetric, maternity and surgery unit closures,
in some cases in hospitals, in Victoria since 2002. This
is a list of hospitals where maternity units — obstetric
units — have been closed and in some cases surgical
procedures are no longer undertaken. Let us face it, a
hospital is a hospital; it is a place where you can give
birth to a baby and get surgical treatment and a
significant range of other treatments.
But let me read out this list for the Treasurer’s
edification: the Birchip hospital, the Charlton hospital,
the Donald hospital, the Moorabbin hospital, the Nhill
hospital and the Warracknabeal hospital. Under the
Kennett government you could give birth to a baby and

The Angliss Hospital midwife caseload program was
closed under this government. That is a specific service
that was closed. You can still get surgical services and
other services at the Angliss, but the government closed
the midwife caseload program. At the same time the
government sought to close down the heart unit at that
hospital.
The Williamstown Hospital now no longer delivers
maternity or obstetric services. Ms Hartland will
understand the significance of that. These closures are
closures. This is what is going on. These services were
available and are no longer available.
The Yarram hospital is also affected. I could go on;
there are more. The point has been made that this
government has been one of wind backs and cuts to
country health services; and this government has been
one of wind backs and cuts to many city services. It has
spent more money, but in many areas there are fewer
services available today than there were in 1999. This
government is not a good government; it has not
managed these services well at all.
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If you look at one of the key hospitals which I have
referred to, the Royal Melbourne Hospital, you will see
that there are 7266 people waiting for all types of
treatment. In the Your Hospitals report, only
2659 patients were recognised as waiting for treatment,
but the outpatient waiting list shows massive numbers
of people waiting for very long periods.
There are a number of stark cases from the Royal
Melbourne Hospital. Three category 2 patients have
been waiting since 2004 for elective surgery. Excluded
procedures have recently been classified in a different
way. Another category 2 patient has required vascular
surgery and has waited for an enormous period. A
category 2 patient requiring urological surgery has had
to wait 1021 days for surgery, and a category 3 patient
has been waiting since February 2003 for a varicose
vein treatment. Patients are being forced to wait
enormous lengths of time. It is simply unacceptable by
any standard. It is simply unacceptable because the
government is not presenting the data in this way, and it
is simply unacceptable from any sort of human rights
view of what is fair and just. There are 167 people who
have waited over 1000 days for treatment at the Royal
Melbourne Hospital. That is a massive length of time.
Bendigo is an important hospital. My colleagues
Ms Lovell and Mrs Petrovich will have more to say
about that hospital. I note that the information obtained
by the opposition through FOI shows that 2558 people
were waiting for all types of treatment at the Bendigo
Hospital. But the government only recognised
586 patients in its Your Hospitals report. People in the
Bendigo district who are waiting for an outpatient
appointment for a serious condition, who are unsure
about their future, unsure of what will become of them,
unsure if their condition is treatable and unsure of what
treatment will be needed in many cases, are being
forced to suffer as a result of this government’s
mismanagement.
The Auditor-General uncovered this scam and the
manipulation of waiting lists under the Bracks and now
Brumby government. He drew attention to the issue in
his report. But unfortunately the government has not
responded by fixing the problem. It has not responded
by coming clean.
I want to draw attention to one example of the
government’s obfuscation and sneaky behaviour. I
know that this issue irritates a lot of my colleagues; it
regards the situation at Maroondah Hospital, where
outpatient waiting list data — despite a long FOI
campaign — has not been provided to the opposition.
Finally, Eastern Health was belatedly able to supply
information for a hospital like Box Hill Hospital, but
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has not been able or willing to provide, at least to date,
information about Maroondah Hospital. We can only
surmise as to why that might be. We know this is a
secretive government; it is a government which seeks to
cover up things. But for the people of the eastern
suburbs of Melbourne, that data and information is
highly relevant. It is information that should be in the
public domain. People should know how many
thousands of people are being forced to wait for
urgently needed treatment and the consequences of that.
I think there needs to be a very careful auditing of these
lists. There needs to be a real focus on what can be
achieved in improving the situation.
I want to focus today on Box Hill Hospital. As I said
earlier, according to information obtained from a
freedom of information request that the opposition has
received after a long fight, there are 14 934 people
waiting for all types of treatment at that hospital. Just
over 2300 are recognised in the Your Hospitals report.
There are 4766 people on the Box Hill ESIS (elective
surgery information system) list and the non-ESIS
waiting list, for a total of 1 287 917 days if you add up
the total period. That is an average of 270 days for each
person. These are extraordinary figures.
Box Hill Hospital is seen as the worst in the state and I
note the focus that has been put on Box Hill by the
Whitehorse Leader, an important paper that has been
prepared to hit the government and hold it to account
on some of these issues. In its 5 March edition it states,
and I quote directly from the page 1 article by David
Stockman:
Box Hill Hospital’s new boss says the facility needs to be
redeveloped before it can slash waiting lists.
…
Box Hill hospital general manager Clare Douglas said that
without the planned upgrade, the hospital would continue to
struggle to meet demand. ‘I just don’t think we will make the
green (required) targets without an infrastructure change’ …

We heard yesterday the Treasurer’s not quite dismissal
but close to a dismissal of the facts of the urgently
needed upgrade at that hospital. It is clear that the
general manager of the hospital, Clare Douglas, is
singling that out as a critical focus for this forthcoming
period.
The enormous number of people waiting is of concern
in the local area. I refer to the rhetoric of the
government. During the 1999 by-election campaign a
local member of a nearby area, Mr Bob Stensholt, the
member for Burwood in the other place, distributed a
video to every local household.

HEALTH: SERVICES
Wednesday, 9 April 2008

COUNCIL

Mr Viney interjected.
Mr D. DAVIS — You know that. I saw it. It was a
very clever piece of political chicanery. He promised
290 more beds and that waiting lists would be cut,
Mr Viney. I know Auspoll had a lot to do with it!
Mr Viney — I was a director of that video.
Mr D. DAVIS — I knew what you were up to; I
knew what you were doing. We have that video and we
will hold the member in the other place to account. He
said in that video that there would be 290 more beds —
that is what he solemnly promised, standing next to
Mr Bracks — but there are 1000 less beds in Victoria
now, not 290 more! He promised that the waiting lists
at Box Hill Hospital would be slashed. They have not
been slashed. They have grown. There are nearly
15 000 people waiting at Box Hill Hospital for the
various types of treatment and assistance that they
require.
Mr Viney interjected.
Mr D. DAVIS — I have to tell you that Box Hill
Hospital is a disgrace. This government should hang its
head in shame, and Mr Viney should hang his head in
shame. Mr Stensholt is a disgrace. He has broken his
promises to that electorate. He has gone too far in that
initial set of promises. He promised 290 extra beds, yet
there are 1000 less — or more by now, given that the
figures are ticking on and the government will not
release the proper data. At the same time waiting lists
have blown out massively. Mr Stensholt must be held
to account for his government’s mismanagement. He
has never spoken publicly and said that the government
has deserted his hospital, deserted his people and
allowed nearly 15 000 people in the district to wait on
the various lists for that hospital. It is a disgrace and I
think he and others have to be held to account.
Mr Koch interjected.
Mr D. DAVIS — It is in Robert’s electorate — I am
engaging in a side conversation. I will explain to the
chamber the geography of Box Hill Hospital. It is in the
Box Hill electorate, but it is a hospital that draws from
the wider area, including the whole of the Burwood
electorate towards Kew and Hawthorn and out towards
Mitcham. It draws from over the river into Doncaster,
too. All those areas have Labor members who represent
them in either this house or the other house and each of
those members has to bear a share of responsibility.
Mr Stensholt, given his boastful and misleading claims
in 1999, particularly has to be held to account, given
there has been such a deterioration in the position of the
hospital.
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I am hopeful that this government will finally see sense
on that hospital. I am hopeful it will finally see that
there has to be a sufficient level of capital put into the
hospital to give it the proper upgrades. That has not
been the case to date. There is no immediate reason to
suspect, given the Treasurer’s unfortunate response
yesterday, that there will be funding.
Ballarat hospital was also the subject of a question in
this chamber. The Treasurer’s response today was
disappointing. I do not think the people of Ballarat can
have any confidence that there will be sufficient
expansion of the hospital. There is certainly nothing to
match the important commitments of the opposition for
dealing with the health needs of that region.
I want to say something about the needs of the medical
workforce, which means doctors, nurses, medical
scientists and specialists, and other health professionals
of various types that are part of our public hospital and
health system. It is clear that Victoria faces a real crisis.
This government has not treated health professionals
well. It does not understand that we are in a new
environment nationally and internationally where there
is real competition for these highly trained health
professionals.
There is a real need to ensure we do everything possible
to retain the health-care workforce and to maintain the
registration levels of those people. Queensland in
particular, as well as other states, is competing very
hard for the top people and for a whole range of new
graduates and others through various universities and
those who are currently in our public hospital system,
and unless real attention is paid to this matter quickly
we face the loss of key health workforce participants
and the risk that waiting lists in certain regional areas
will spiral out of control. If that occurs it will be the
people in those regional communities who will suffer.
This government has to be held to account for its
activities in the retention of the workforce and proper
remuneration, and also for its focus on negotiating in a
proper way with individual health unions and
professional associations. More has to be done here. I
know the government’s response will be that health
training is a federal matter and that the health workforce
is a federal matter. That is only partly true. It is an area
where the federal government, of whatever political
colour, has significant responsibility, but that does not
absolve the state government from also having a
significant responsibility.
Universities are registered at a state level. The state
government could fund places if it chose. It could look
at ways of subsidising or strengthening the university
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education system, and it has a critical role in training
many of our health professionals through the hospitals.
Clinical placements and staffing and all of the steps in
the education of young doctors and nurses and other
health professionals are, in significant measure, the
responsibility of the state government. We have to look
at ways of making those practical parts of professional
education more attractive in order to retain health
professionals in Victoria through that training period
and beyond. I think there is also a significant gap when
they get to the end of their formal training period. There
has not been sufficient focus by the state government
on the retention of health professionals at that point.
I am indebted to the Ministerial Review of Victorian
Public Health Medical Staff. The report of the review
panel is dated 30 November 2007 and was undertaken
by Dr Sue Morey, Professor Bruce Barraclough and
Mr Allan Hughes. I think that paper provides a massive
amount of advice to the government about how the
issue of the health workforce could be tackled, and I
want to make some points about that here. At the last
state election the Liberal Party released a plan for
Victoria’s public hospital system. In it we talked about
the creation of an education and training fund worth
$60 million over five years to be directed to training
facilities and equipment, staff expenses, clinical skills
training and attracting postgraduates from interstate.
There is in fact competition for highly trained health
professionals in this state. We need to stop being
reactive and we need to be constructive and proactive.
The previous health minister did not engage well with
many of the professional associations and with some of
the unions. I am hopeful that this new health
minister — although the signs are not promising —
may better understand some of these matters. But time
is actually very short.
Also at the last election we had a focus on dealing with
the doctor shortage in country Victoria by the
establishment of incentive practices for relocation
payments and professional and family support. There
was $500 000 a year for the expansion of continuing
professional education and skills development, and
another $500 000 to increase locum support. Doctors
and nurses in country Victoria need relief times. They
need locum support and all of that background support
which their city colleagues more often have, although
not uniformly, and there is a need to make sure that
those matters are dealt with. The review panel pointed
to problems in the Victorian public health system, and
let me quote a couple of points. They include low pay
and poor conditions, not enough doctors, doctors
quitting, stress, and not enough beds.
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The bed numbers issue is a significant point. The
Auditor-General pointed directly to it in his emergency
demand review of 2004. He pointed to the fact that
much of the public hospital system was under
significant stress because it was running at a point of
too high a capacity. There is a need for the government
to put in proper capital funding. I think the government
is beginning to understand the workforce issues a little,
but it has been very slow to react and to deal with these
issues. I have to say that unless it does I am very
concerned about where we will be in two, three and five
years time. There is a generational change going on
with nurses and doctors who have been in practice for
very many years and are approaching retirement. In
some cases we will not be able to replace them, and that
is a real point of concern.
Another part of the motion relates to the failure to
provide the necessary support to community health
centres in both metropolitan and country Victoria. A
number of people have raised the matter in this
chamber and elsewhere. It has become a matter of
community debate. One aspect for community health
centres that is particularly concerning is the impact of
the removal of charitable status for those health centres
by the ATO on 29 February.
What worries me here is that the government has
allowed this matter to drift on. The issues surrounding
community health centres have been known for a
number of years. I want to record that I am a strong
supporter of community health centres, most of which I
believe should be stand-alone centres; they should not
be forced to be linked with hospitals. That model is
seen in other states and in other countries, but one of
the strengths of the Victorian health system — and
Mr Viney probably agrees with me on this — has been
the significance of the community health sector, which
has been independent of the large public hospital sector
and has been able to deliver primary care of a type that
is difficult to deliver in large institutions. It has been
more responsive to community needs and to the
particular issues in local circumstances, and it has had a
much greater community involvement and much
greater community ownership and relationships.
The issue of the removal of charitable status by the
ATO is a significant one. I want to quote from a
Department of Human Services ministerial briefing
dated 4 March. The briefing to the Minister for Health,
the Minister for Mental Health, the Minister for
Housing, the secretary and others, including the
executive directors of a number of branches and
regional directors, makes the point in stark contrast. It
states:
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Issues
9.

This determination will affect the 39 independent CHCs
currently recognised as either public benevolent
institutions or health promoting charities. Their current
taxation benefits enable exemption from FBT of
$30 000 per annum for each staff member. The
equivalent exemption for public hospital staff is
$17 500 per annum. The total value of these concessions
was estimated in 2004 by DHS to be between $18m and
$32m.

That is a huge suck out of the community health sector.
The way things stand now the government is going to
have to convince the ATO or the federal government to
change its position or change the legal status of
community health centres. Merging them with public
hospitals would be a halfway solution to retaining that
status or partial status but at the same time would
imperil the unique nature of our community health
sector in Victoria.
What has this minister done? It is this government that
put in place legislation that directly imperilled the
position of community health centres. This government
and the former Minister for Health, who is now the
Minister for Education in the other place, put in place
legislation that helped to harden the commonwealth
position on this. It is this government that has failed to
get in and negotiate this properly with the
commonwealth. It is this government that has failed to
convince commonwealth governments of either
political persuasion on this. Let us not get into
duckshoving here. It does not matter whether it is a
Labor or Liberal government at the federal level, this
government has been unsuccessful in convincing it that
the Victorian community health sector is unique and
deserves proper arrangements.
This memo lays out, amongst the issues, a number of
options. One option is to appeal the ATO decision —
the memo does not seem to hold out a lot of hope on
that — and another is to seek to change the
commonwealth legislation. As I said, the problem is
that this government has not been able to convince
federal governments of either political colour that that
is the way they should proceed. I quote from point 18:
The commonwealth government has previously amended
legislation to enable public hospitals and state-funded
ambulance services to access a capped fringe benefits
exemption when they were no longer endorsed as charities,
and they retained their DGR status. The previous federal
Treasurer had also stated that the amendments to
commonwealth legislation with respect to charities were not
intended to make entities providing health services worse off.

The memo says the department would be supportive of
a lobbying approach to the federal government. At
point 17 it states that the new anomaly between the
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stand-alone and integrated community health centres
would form the basis of the argument.
But this is the sinister part of this memo, and I want to
put this on the public record in this chamber today. At
point 20 it states:
CHCs may choose to amalgamate with health services. This
would provide a mechanism by which they could continue to
access taxation benefits, albeit less than those currently
enjoyed. The level of benefits would be those currently
accessed by public hospitals.

It goes on at point 21:
This option would provide an opportunity to strengthen the
integration of service delivery across the health services
continuum. The majority of community health services are
already integrated with health services.

That is true. Of course community health services have
links and reciprocal arrangements and so forth with all
of the health services, public, private and charitable, in
their areas and regions. They have referral patterns,
arrangements and joint case management in many
cases. Of course that is part of it, but to actually
amalgamate them in this way would imperil the future
of community health in Victoria. It would
fundamentally change the nature of our system, which
has been a strong one.
I note that at point 30, under ‘Seek to have the control
of CHCs under the Health Services Act reduced’, the
memo states, in sinister mode:
In considering either of the above approaches, the views of
other government entities will need to be taken into account.
a.

The Department of Treasury and Finance (DTF) has
recently expressed the view that stand-alone CHCs
should be amalgamated with health services to achieve
better integration and efficiency. This will be explored
further with DTF.

I think community health in this state faces a real
challenge. I know the community health sector in my
electorate, and I am familiar with a number of the
centres, has universally expressed concern. I do not
think this memo would give those centres any comfort
at all. The government clearly has a plan. People in the
Department of Human Services are pushing for that
plan and they have the support of some in DTF. The
Treasurer is in the chamber now. He may be prepared
to stand up in this debate and say that it is not the case
that officials and ministers in DTF think it is a good
idea to amalgamate the community health sector with
the public hospital sector. The opposition would be
very concerned to see the loss or destruction of a unique
service delivery system in Victoria.
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But this is the sinister part: that memo is dated 4 March.
A week later, on 11 March, John Brumby, MP, the
member for Broadmeadows — the Premier — wrote a
letter with reference to ‘Taxation changes to impact
Victorian community health centres’. It states:
The government is concerned about the implications …

At least he understands that it is going to impact,
finally. It goes on:
Such a major … change will potentially result in a loss to
stand-alone community health centres of scarce skills and
create difficulty in the future recruitment of skilled staff and
have an adverse financial impact on current staff.
The government is also aware that this decision will create a
discrepancy …

This is part of the theory, but there is no preparedness
to tackle the commonwealth in a really fulsome way.
According to this letter the Minister for Health in
another place, Daniel Andrews, is going to ask for an
urgent meeting and request that the implementation of
the decision be delayed until at least the end of the
current financial year. It goes on:
In the meantime the Victorian government is monitoring the
impacts of this decision closely and exploring all options
available. Our intention is to work with community health
centres, and their peak bodies, to ensure that the delivery of
important services can be maintained.

On the one hand the Premier is making soothing noises
in his letter, but on the other hand the official internal
memo from someone very senior in the Department of
Human Services is actively contemplating the abolition
of the Victorian community health sector. The memo
contemplates gutting the sector and forcing it to merge
with the public hospital system. A solution must be
found, and it must be found quickly. The challenge to
Victorian community health is real and very current.
Unless a solution is found, there will be a loss of
resources.
Let me put it in the narrow context of a matter I have
raised previously in this house for the attention of the
Minister for Health. To my knowledge I have not yet
received a reply. On 12 March I raised the matter of
Central Bayside Community Health Services. The
estimated shortfall at Central Bayside is a massive
$381 000 — either that or there will be a shortfall in the
pay it gives to employees. These are massive impacts.
The new Rudd federal government has got to step up to
the plate here. This government — the Minister for
Health, the Treasurer and the Premier — have to solve
this issue, and solve it very quickly. I do not believe the
government has in any way as yet really understood the
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seriousness of the situation and been prepared to step
forward.
I have to conclude my contribution by returning to
some of the Box Hill Hospital figures and the concerns
around Box Hill. This is my local public hospital. It is
an important public hospital which has to be the focus
of government activities. The member for Burwood in
the other place, Mr Stensholt, has to lift his game. He
has to be forced to step up to the plate and if necessary
to publicly criticise this government.
Mr Viney — He is doing okay.
Mr D. DAVIS — I have to tell Mr Viney that the
14 900 people waiting for treatment do not think he is
doing okay. I have had letters from some of those
people. I have had correspondence with them, and in
quite recent times I have had a number of meetings
with people who have been forced to wait and people
who have not had sufficient treatment from that
hospital because of the enormous wait. This
government has covered up the waiting lists. It has
sought to blunt — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr D. DAVIS — I record that the Treasurer thinks
that this is funny in some way. He thinks that the dire
situation at the Royal Melbourne Hospital is funny. He
thinks that the situation at Bendigo is funny. He thinks
that the situation at Box Hill is funny.
This is an arrogant government that does not care, is out
of touch and has not served either Victoria or the health
of Victorians well. I therefore ask for support for this
motion.
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — It is like the good
old days; I am back here debating health with
Mr Davis; previously he was the shadow health
minister. Firstly I have to thank Mr Davis for putting
the motion on the books so we can do this all again, but
I also want to thank him for his contribution. His
contribution included references that went right back to
the 1990s, which now allows me to correct the record
and correct some of Mr Davis’s comments. His
contribution also included some criticisms and attacks
on my credibility, which is great, because we can now
open up the whole question of credibility on the matter
of health. That is what Mr Davis wanted to do — open
up the question of credibility on health.
I think what I should do is to draw the house’s attention
not to what we say about Mr Davis’s credibility on
health — not to what the government or the Labor
Party says about it — but to what his own mates in the

HEALTH: SERVICES
Wednesday, 9 April 2008

COUNCIL

Liberal Party say about it. Mr Davis earlier referred to
the Royal Melbourne Hospital and its waiting list
figures. That is interesting, because the chair of the
Royal Melbourne Hospital, a person I quite respect and
whose knowledge I quite respect — we disagreed a lot
in the past, but I never disrespected his knowledge of
health — commented, about adding up the figures in
the hospital’s waiting lists, that the figures were only
dodgy when they were added up the way a primary
school kid would add them up. That person, of
course — the chair of the Royal Melbourne Hospital —
is Robert Doyle, the former Leader of the Opposition.
Mr Doyle has made previous comments about
Mr Davis. After the last election Robert Doyle
volunteered that some senior MPs in the Liberal Party
had spent far too much time over the past four years on
their own preselection and much too little on serious
policy development.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Acting
President, I would like to draw your attention to the
question of relevance. This really does not have
anything to do with the motion before the house.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Leane) —
Order! Since Mr Viney is the lead speaker for the
government, I will give him some latitude, although he
is straying a bit. I call him back to the topic.
Mr VINEY — Thank you, Acting President, but as
I said at the outset, Mr Davis questioned my credibility,
and I let him go because I knew I would have an
opportunity to respond. And I am going to respond —
by pointing out that his credibility in health is
disregarded not only by us but by his own people. It is
disregarded by Robert Doyle and also by Michael
Kroger, who on the Sunday after the last election said
that in two and a half years as health spokesperson
Mr Davis had spent precisely 9 hours developing
policy. That was reinforced by the then state president
of the Liberal Party, Russell Hannan, who put out a
statement referring to the poor development done in the
health portfolio between 2003 and 2005 in the Liberal
Party. Who was the health spokesperson in the Liberal
Party between 2003 and 2005? It was David Davis.
Thus Mr Davis has given us a great opportunity to
revisit issues today that he and I have debated on plenty
of occasions before. In 2004 Mr Davis and I
participated in a debate on the issue of health in this
very chamber. In that debate — in an act coming from
the Liberal Party very belatedly — he effectively
apologised for the previous Liberal government’s
mismanagement of health. It was a bit of a lame
apology, but he said that there were a few things that
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the Liberals might have done a bit better. Absolutely —
too right there were a few things the Liberals might
have done a bit better! They might have managed the
waiting lists a little bit better, because when we came
into office there were 40 000 people on the waiting
lists. Despite increasing demand, we are getting
demand down — and we are managing the waiting
lists.
Let us look at some of the examples. In the case of the
Box Hill Hospital, which Mr Davis spent quite a lot of
his speech today on, our funding has increased by
113 per cent — it has more than doubled. And what
was the Liberal Party’s solution for the delivery of
health services in the eastern suburbs of Melbourne? A
private hospital at Knox. What was the story there? The
Liberals were going to build a private hospital in Knox
and a private hospital in Berwick, and they privatised
the hospital in Gippsland. They could not get anyone to
tender for the Knox or Berwick projects.
They went around the world to try to find a private
operator to run the Austin repat hospital and could not
get anyone there either. They sent people over to
America to try to find someone that would import the
American health system into Victoria — God help
us! — and they could not get anyone to redevelop and
run that. That was the Liberal Party’s solution to
delivering health services in Victoria. As the Treasurer
said earlier today in question time, the hospital it did
privatise was in my electorate, in Gippsland — there
were two, but I do not know what has happened to
Mildura — and that was the Latrobe Regional Hospital.
It was such a mess that it could not be sold it to
anybody. The private operators could not get rid of it
quickly enough and in the end they agreed to sell it to
the Victorian government for $1.
That was the Liberal Party’s ideological program for
running health in this state. It was to run it on the basis
of a privatised hospital system. A motion that comes
into this house condemning this government on health,
coming from people with such poor credibility on the
issue of health, is not worthy of serious consideration.
But let us go through and detail what the government
has done in relation to health at a global level and in
some instances at a more specific level.
Since 1999 we have boosted recurrent funding into the
health system by 96 per cent. In effect we have doubled
it. During that time — —
Mr Koch interjected.
Mr VINEY — Mr Koch says revenue is up.
Mr Koch — By 100 per cent!
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Mr VINEY — Mr Koch needs to wait for the
completion of the paragraph. In that time the Howard
government, in its health agreements with Victoria,
brought down the relative funding to the Victorian
health system from effectively 50:50 to 41:59. That is
what the Howard government did.
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constantly full of several health stories. One was about
ambulance services and the appalling failures in the
ambulance system, and the other was how choked our
emergency departments were. In Victoria we now have
the best-performing emergency departments in
Australia based on the commonwealth’s assessment in
The State of Our Public Hospitals Report.

Mr D. Davis interjected.
Mr VINEY — In response to Mr Davis’s comment,
I also remember Bolte’s debt. I remember all the
promises and all the things that Liberal governments
have done. What Mr Davis is really going to struggle
with is that since 1982 — that is now more than
25 years ago — the Liberal Party has been in
government in Victoria for seven years. This state
recognises the political party that actually cares; the
political party that delivers for people.
Mr D. Davis interjected.
Mr VINEY — No. The people of this state vote for
the political party — and this is what Mr Davis needs to
learn — that will deliver services, not the political party
that will cut and slash and burn and privatise. Mr Davis
brings up the issues about state debt and the guilty
party, but what was the Kennett government’s solution?
The Kennett government’s solution was to sell the state
off. It was not about good management. It was about
very poor management. That was their solution to the
difficulties that governments across Australia were
facing in that recession period.
Let us just understand that the people of Victoria have
consistently voted, for the last quarter of a century, for
the party that actually cares about health and education
services and social justice. People have voted for Labor
because it listens, it connects with the community and it
acts. It acted by delivering a doubling of health funding
at a time when the Howard government was cutting. It
acted by investing in our health system by employing
more nurses at a time when the Howard government
was failing to invest in the tertiary education of medical
students and nurses. This government is the one that
acts by treating an extra 500 000 patients in our system
with 300 000 more admissions into the system than in
1999. It is a 30 per cent increase in admissions. To put
that into context, Victoria’s hospitals treated
2.15 million patients in 2005–06. As I said, that is
500 000 more people being treated in our system than
in 1999.
I remember when I was a candidate in the 1999
election, and in the period leading up to all of that, there
was a whole range of issues about health. I remember a
period when the front pages of the newspapers were

We have invested over $4.1 billion into the capital
works of our hospital system. I heard Mr Davis say,
‘The government has to spend more in the hospital
system’. Since 1999 — from 1999 to 2008 — we have
invested $4.1 billion in the health system. Contrast that
with the capital works expenditure of the Kennett
government over that seven-year period from 1992 to
1999 of $1 billion — in fact, less than $1 billion. In one
project, the Royal Children’s Hospital, we are investing
more than that government did in its entire period in
office.
In his contribution David Davis made some criticisms
of the changes that have occurred and the closure of
some maternity and obstetrics units in a small number
of hospitals. He said that babies are not being born in
these hospitals anymore. He said that in response to the
Treasurer’s answer to a question today about the
closure of 12 hospitals in Victoria under the Kennett
government. Well, there are no babies being born in the
12 hospitals that were closed by the Kennett
government. Not only are no babies being born there;
no-one is being treated there at all. The need for some
of those changes at maternity and obstetrics units at
some of our smaller hospitals has not been based on
funding but on staffing requirements and the fact that it
is necessary for there to be a critical level in the number
of births each year in a hospital system for the staff to
be adequately trained and capable of maintaining a safe
service, as Mr Davis well knows.
I want to refer also to what the government has done in
ambulance services. Since 1999 this government has
upgraded 45 ambulance stations in Victoria, 33 of them
in rural areas and 12 in the metropolitan area. In
addition to that we have built 25 new ambulance
stations — 8 in rural areas and 17 in the metropolitan
area. There are now 708 extra operational paramedics
across Victoria — 489 in Melbourne and 219 in rural
Victoria. There are 101 extra ambulances on the road,
which is a 25 per cent increase. Our ambulance services
now have the resources they need. We have introduced
two-officer crewing in many rural areas where they
were down to one officer. We have increased the
number of mobile intensive care ambulance paramedics
operating across the whole system. We also now have a
dispatch system that actually works, unlike what we
inherited in 1999.
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In relation to the elective surgery waiting lists issue,
now every year in Victoria over 130 000 episodes of
elective surgery are performed. That means that each
year about 15 000 more patients are getting their
operations than were when we came to government in
1999. Of course there is more to be done. The
government has been investing in this area through the
new elective surgery facility at the Alfred hospital, and
we have indicated that similar elective surgery facilities
will be built at the Austin Hospital and, in the future, at
St Vincent’s Hospital.
One of the problems that occurs with elective surgery is
that patients are given a day and a time when their
elective surgery will be done. Sometimes when they
turn up there has been a major trauma incident or
something else that has a higher priority and the same
operating theatres are being used. The elective surgery
obviously has to go down the list and that causes a great
deal of difficulty in the management of the elective
surgery list. The idea of elective surgery units is that
those problems in the system are taken out so that
people can have more certainty about the time and date
of their proposed elective surgery. We have been
committing considerable resources to increasing the
capacity of our system in Victoria to deliver improved
outcomes in that area.
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Victorians. This government has absolutely rejected the
Kennett government’s notion that Melbourne is the
heart and regional Victoria is the toenails of the state
and has invested in the regional and rural health
services of this state.
Far from passing a motion to condemn the government
for what it has done in health services and in the public
hospital system, this house should be acknowledging,
and taking this debate as an opportunity to
acknowledge, what has been done and the reversal by
this government of the previous ideologically driven
policies of privatising and downgrading our hospital
system and forcing people into the private system. This
house should acknowledge the outstanding investment
in our public hospital system that has taken place in
Victoria since 1999, when the Labor government was
elected to office.
I urge all members of this house to reject this motion
moved by Mr Davis, whose credibility on health has
been rejected not only by us on this side of politics but
also by Robert Doyle, Russell Hannan and Michael
Kroger. The house should reject his attempt at a foray
into this policy area again.

The last area I want to touch on relates to the
workforce. When this government came to office the
Kennett government had slashed 3000 nurses out of the
public hospital system. Since we have been in
government we have employed over 8000 — the figure
I have been given is 8060 — extra nurses in the hospital
system, an additional 1800-odd extra doctors and, as I
said earlier, 713 extra paramedics. We have done that
during a time when the previous commonwealth
Howard government underinvested in nursing and
medical positions in our hospitals and tertiary
institutions.

Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — I rise to
speak and join my Liberal colleague David Davis in his
condemnation of the state of health services in Victoria.
This is widespread; it is an epidemic. Predictably
members opposite — and they have already done
this — will hiss and spit like vampires in the sun at any
criticism of their poor track record on the management
of Victoria’s health services, and Mr Viney has already
given us a blast from the past and kept us up to date on
what will happen in the future. The opposition does this
because any reality check does not fit in with the
overall marketing strategy of the government and its
cunning approach to hiding the facts from the people of
Victoria.

I welcome the opportunity to again have a debate on
our health system, because this government’s record in
health is one that we can be very proud of. This
government’s record in health has been one of investing
back into the public nature of our health system, it has
been about investing in our workforce, it has been
about employing more nurses and doctors, it has been
about capital investment to the tune of over $4 billion
back into our health system, it has been about ensuring
that the public system is well funded and well
supported, it has been about reversing the ideological
policy of the previous government of privatising our
health system, and it has been about making sure that in
particular the rural and regional services of our hospital
system are there to meet the needs of country

But how can you hide the facts when patients are
waiting longer than ever before? There are fewer
doctors, and those who are working are stressed and
overworked. Ambulance response times have not
improved. This Labor government wails and moans
about the Kennett government, but that was eight years
ago. Have we forgotten the financial disaster created by
the Cain and Kirner governments? This was a state on
its knees, but thanks to the Kennett government this
Labor government has enjoyed a sound financial base.
The Brumby government has at this time a $1.17 billion
surplus while hospitals are crippled by underfunding
and bed shortages. Why has there been a systematic
failure by the Brumby government in planning for the
future of Victoria’s health and hospitals? Because of
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this lack of foresight it has placed Victorian hospitals
under enormous and unsustainable pressure.

is a long time to wait for a child in urgent need of
medical attention.

In doing this the government has compromised the
health of all Victorians and their wellbeing. Hospitals
such as the Royal Women’s Hospital, Box Hill
Hospital, the Northern Hospital, Maroondah Hospital
and Western Hospital have been the hardest hit. These
hospitals have treated between 3000 and 7800 more
patients in 2005–06 than the number predicted for them
in that time by the government’s metropolitan health
strategy. Statistics on inpatient admissions to
metropolitan hospitals in the year ended June 2006
show that they treated 18 000 more patients than the
government had forecast. It was a sad indication when
the Royal Children’s Hospital was recently forced to
turn away patients because of a lack of resources. This
community asset treated 2000 more patients in 2005–06
than the 31 699 predicted for it in 2006–07. Some of
these figures reflect the flow-on effect of poorly
resourced country hospitals, some of which have no
obstetric services. Others have no emergency
department, and in many cases there are limited
specialist services. They have failing and old
infrastructure. Doctor shortages across rural and
regional Victoria have become critical.

I could go on and on. There are some outstanding
orthopaedics figures in the non-urgent category — I do
not know what that means, because if you need medical
treatment, you need medical treatment. In Bendigo
there are patients who can expect to wait 635 days for
orthopaedic treatment. For the Northern Hospital it is
737 days; the Western Hospital, 210 days; and Geelong
Hospital, 546 days. It is a very long time if you are in
pain and suffering.

I would like to go to the Auditor-General’s report titled
Access to Specialist Medical Outpatient Care, as some
of the figures reflect the real crisis in our health care in
Victoria. The report gives an indicative number of days
until the next available general medical appointment for
new patients who have urgent problems. In Ballarat we
have 10 days waiting time, with 16 days for
St Vincent’s and 8 days at Bendigo. Looking at
semi-urgent cases, we see that the Goulburn Valley
Hospital has 14 days waiting time. The wait is 37 days
for Bendigo Hospital, 34 days for Box Hill, and 26 for
the Austin Hospital. Looking at the table that reflects
non-urgent treatment, in the Goulburn Valley we see a
wait of 84 days for the next general appointment for
new patients, 89 days for general appointments for new
patients in Bendigo, and 120 days at the Western
Hospital. The Northern Hospital is nearly as bad, with
55 days.
Urgent treatment in orthopaedics includes the treatment
of scoliosis, cerebral palsy, knee disabilities, arthritis,
orthopaedic disabilities, reconstructive surgery and joint
replacement — all conditions which affect a
wide-ranging base in the general population. We are
looking at a wait of 19 days for urgent patients in the
Goulburn Valley, 17 days in Bendigo, 14 days in
Ballarat, and 7 days for the Northern. For the Royal
Children’s Hospital we are looking at 11 days, and that

The urology waiting lists are also quite outstanding. For
non-urgent cases — I suppose you still need the
treatment when you are non-urgent — Barwon Health
has a wait of 721 days; the Northern Hospital,
632 days. It goes on and on.
There are many examples of country ambulance
services being out of circulation for many hours
because of the tyranny of distance and the lack of easily
accessible medical and emergency services for country
Victorians. For Macedon Ranges patients, in the event
of a medical emergency they are either transported to
Melbourne in the south or Bendigo in the north. There
are simply no hospital emergency facilities between
Bendigo and Melbourne.
Recently an ambulance was called to a car accident at
Lancefield. The ambulance officer, who incidentally
may have been working one-up, as is the case on many
occasions, was faced with a seriously injured patient
and no emergency facility in close proximity. The
choice for that ambo would have been the Northern
Hospital or the Royal Melbourne Hospital — a distance
of approximately 80 kilometres to both. Either hospital
would have required two officers to attend, potentially
further immobilising another vehicle. That would have
taken two ambulance officers out of the area for
approximately 3 hours. Add to that the multiplier effect
of two ambulances off the road and two officers out of
the area and it is easy to see and understand why in
rural communities there are appalling call-out times to
other patients who may be waiting for service from the
only two ambulance officers in the district.
Because it is impossible for an ambulance officer to
attend to a patient and also drive the ambulance, there
are some solutions which easily address the stress and
overwork inflicted on our ambulance officers, but this
Labor government and Rural Ambulance Victoria seem
unable to assist these officers to better carry out their
jobs.
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I would like to give a chronology of the state of affairs
for the community of Sunbury and its need for a
hospital. It is in a growth corridor that has a burgeoning
population of 48 000 people.
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Mrs PETROVICH — Cooking the books is right.
There are 870 people on the Bendigo Hospital lists who
have been waiting for a total 107 734 days — an
average of 124 days for each person. I have got some
examples of the worst cases here.

Mr Finn — Labor lied on that one.
Mrs PETROVICH — It certainly did, Mr Finn.
Historically with the development of Sunbury in the
1970s a site at Racecourse Road was set aside, which
has since been sold. In 2002 the Liberal Party promised
a hospital for Sunbury after negotiation with a private
hospital and its managers. If the Liberal Party had been
successful in the last election, that hospital would have
been receiving state government funding to allocate one
floor to public beds and patients. We still have no
hospital in Sunbury and no 24-hour emergency facility,
and obviously that is vital for weekends and after hours,
when most accidents happen and children get sick. We
have no day care procedure facilities for dialysis or
chemotherapy, and there are long public transport trips
to Melbourne hospitals. Our trains are unreliable, as we
know, especially with the summer delays.
In 2006 we had a promise of $5 million for a hospital in
Sunbury by the current Labor government, and when
we look at that practically we see that it is only
sufficient to build a day care facility. The Kennett
government committed to opening a hospital in
Sunbury. In 2006 this promised hospital was to be at
the site of the current community health centre and a
second storey was to be built. Currently we still have no
action. The nearest hospitals are the Western Hospital
and the Royal Melbourne Hospital, and as I said earlier,
ambulances are often delayed. We have an extra 45 000
people in the Calder corridor between Kyneton and
Melbourne, and 45 000 people could be well serviced
by a hospital to assist them.
I would also like to draw attention to some of the
waiting lists applying to our hospital at Bendigo. We
have a total of 2500 people waiting for all treatments at
Bendigo Hospital. This information came from the
latest Your Hospitals report. The details show that 1972
patients are ignored, and not publicly reported and
counted as waiting for treatment, because they are
either deemed to be not ready for care (NRFC) or
placed on unreported lists.
Mrs Peulich — That is called massaging.
Mrs PETROVICH — That is called something
else. I do not know what that is called.
Mr Finn — Cooking the books.

A category 2 patient requiring a total hip replacement
has had to wait a total of 466 days for their surgery.
Their last ready date was recorded as June 2006, while
their admission date was November 2007, which is a
16-month wait. A category 3 patient requiring treatment
for her fallopian tubes waited a total of 521 days. Her
last ready date was recorded as April 2006, while her
admission date was October 2007 — a 18-month wait.
A category 3 patient waiting for a septoplasty
procedure has waited 584 days. Their last ready date
was recorded as February 2006, while they were
allocated an admission date of October 2007 — a
waiting period totalling 578 days. That is just appalling
data. We are dealing with human beings, and it is
appalling that they have had to wait those sorts of
times.
I would also like to note an unusual situation in the
northern region — that is, the Alexandra ambulance
service. It should be acknowledged for its extraordinary
work. It is one of the few remaining completely
voluntary ambulance services in Victoria. It has built up
a stock of five vehicles and runs patients to and from
hospitals for treatment on a voluntary basis. The
difficulty for these hardworking volunteers is that when
they have an emergency or obstetrics case, they have to
take the patient to either Mansfield or Marysville. In
many cases this will take them out of circulation for up
to 5 hours, and this is compounded during peak periods
of tourism visitation, such as the snow season or long
weekends and an increase in the number of visitors to
Lake Eildon.
Hospitals in the north-east, such as Mansfield District
Hospital, are this year budgeting for a deficit. This
problem has arisen as a result of the increased demand
for services — for example, in obstetrics births are up
from 65 a few years ago to around 100 now. This is a
direct result of an increase in the local population and
the reduction in services at the Alexandra hospital.
A matter of significant importance to the community is
that it is required to contribute to the capital upgrades.
Members of the community have had to dip into their
pockets, as happened with the Mansfield hospital
recently. The community there had to replace the
hospital roof. Surely a country hospital should be
entitled to the same sorts of benefits as a metropolitan
hospital and other hospitals in the state and have some
sort of assistance in such instances.
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Another interesting case was mentioned by my
colleague David Davis. He referred to the hoopla which
has surrounded the reopening of the obstetrics service at
Seymour. I am grateful that that service has been
returned to the Seymour District Memorial Hospital
and the community. There were incredible hardships to
the community in not providing for obstetrics services
there. Young mums were forced to have their babies
out of their area and the community. Obviously that
causes a lot of problems for the families at home who
have to visit the mums. The net result of that was that
mums were having shortened stays in hospital because
they felt the pressure of not being in their own
community and they had to get home to look after their
other children. The other net result of that is that they
did not have the required recovery time and the
opportunity to rest after the birth of their baby.
As mentioned earlier, this service was returned to
Seymour after a long absence. The new chief executive
officer and local medical staff are to be congratulated.
The state government, including the local Labor
member of Parliament, is not deserving of any praise.
This circumstance was allowed to go on for far too long
in the Seymour community.
Issues such as the upgrade of the emergency
department are high on my list of priorities for the
Seymour community. It is a busy, growing community
with a number of issues that need to be addressed, and I
will be pursuing that emergency department issue
vigorously on behalf of that community.
As part of my very first job as shadow parliamentary
secretary for health services I, along with Helen
Shardey, the Liberal shadow Minister for Health in the
other place, visited the Ballarat hospital. We saw
firsthand on that day a hospital which has had some
redevelopment work done, but it was clear that the
population growth and increasing demands on that
health service had not been accurately projected. It is
clear that demand has definitely outstripped supply.
As we hear right across regional and rural Victoria,
doctor shortages are a continuing problem because of a
lack of government support. Ted Baillieu, the Leader of
the Opposition in the other place, and Peter Ryan, the
Leader of The Nationals in the other place, made an
announcement to offer a real solution to the health
issues of regional Victoria and a commitment to the
community of Ballarat. That was one of the first things
they did as a coalition.
We have already committed to a $88.4 million plan
which was released in Ballarat, under which a
Liberal-National coalition in 2010 will provide the
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Ballarat hospital with 60 additional beds and the
capacity to treat an additional 9000 patients per year.
Under the Victorian coalition plan funding will be
provided for an additional 20 doctors and 80 nurses at
the Ballarat Base Hospital, and another 10 GPs will be
recruited from interstate to fill the Ballarat area
vacancies. This plan provides a significant boost for
Ballarat. We know that Ballarat is certainly
underresourced at the moment, with specialists and GPs
in short supply. Those services would be offered
through recruitment benefits of up to $50 000 more
than we have seen from this Labor government.
Unfortunately in Ballarat currently we have
1138 patients on the elective surgery waiting lists. That
is up from 812 patients two and a half years ago.
I will also briefly discuss the circumstances in rural and
regional community health centres, which are currently
in turmoil because of an announcement last month by
the Australian Taxation Office (ATO), which sent a
shock wave through the centres. The ruling from the tax
office will mean that charitable status of the centres will
change. This decision is set to have a widespread
impact on the way in which these centres operate. In
particular it will have an enormous impact on the way
staff in these centres can be paid. As a result of this
decision staff employed by these centres will no longer
be able to have a salary package and receive fringe
benefits tax exemptions, which up until now has been
one of only a few ways in which workers in the
not-for-profit community sector could be at least partly
compensated for the huge disparity between their pay
and that of similar workers in other sectors.
Fortunately it looks as if the 37 affected centres
throughout Victoria will receive a short-term reprieve
from this decision while the Victorian government
undertakes a review of the governance and
accountability arrangements for these centres. The
unfortunate part about that is that the reprieve — if the
ATO is happy with it — is only up to the end of the
financial year. Those in the industry are lobbying for a
12-month reprieve to allow them to get the mess
cleaned up. It has certainly caused shock waves in the
community health centre sector, and it should never
have been allowed to get to this. It is at crisis point.
This government has had four years to address the
concerns raised by the ATO. Despite the efforts of
those representing this centre, the government has
failed to do anything. If it wanted to, it could amend the
Health Services Act to bring the community health
centre workers into line with their interstate colleagues.
It is interesting to note that Victoria is the only state in
Australia that would be affected because the
government has allowed its tentacles to creep way
down into the operations of those centres.
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In the northern region there is a vast list of centres — I
think we have 37 — which will be directly affected by
the Australian Taxation Office changes. In Bendigo
there are Community Health Bendigo, the Castlemaine
District community health centre, the Kyneton
community and learning centre and Echuca Regional
Health; in Benambra there are the Upper Hume
Community Health Service and the Wodonga Regional
Health Service; in Murray Valley there are Northeast
Health Wangaratta and the Yarrawonga Health Service;
in Macedon Ranges there are Macedon Ranges Health
Services at Gisborne, Cobaw Community Health and
the Sunbury community health centre; in Mildura there
are Sunraysia Community Health Services and
Robinvale District Health Services; in Swan Hill there
are the Swan Hill District Community Health Service
and the Kerang community health centre; in Seymour
there is the Alexandra District Hospital; and then there
are the Benalla and District Memorial Hospital, the
Mansfield District Hospital, the Myrtleford community
health centre, Beechworth Health Service, Glenview
community care in Rutherglen and Echuca community
health in Rodney.
When you start to think about the net effect of this lack
of support you realise that it will be a reduced ability
for those community health centres to attract and retain
quality staff. The net effect of the change in salary
packaging will be that instead of enhancing, advocating
and making it more attractive for specialists to work in
rural and regional Victoria, it will be significantly less
attractive and uncertain. I believe the real net effect will
be reduced services to rural and regional Victoria.
I commend this motion to the house on the basis that
attention certainly needs to be given to health services
in Victoria and I commend the mover for his initiative.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I
thank the previous speakers for some excellent
presentations. This is an extremely serious issue. While
we agree that there are problems and we understand the
problems that have been raised, the Greens will not be
supporting this motion because yet again the coalition
has not put forward a plan about how it would address
these issues. It also has to be acknowledged and
remembered that when the opposition was in
government as the Kennett government it was
responsible for bringing the health sector almost to the
brink of disaster. There was case-mix, the closing of
country hospitals, the outsourcing of services such as
cleaning and catering, the famous Intergraph situation
when you could not get an ambulance to arrive where it
was needed, and the axing of the funding for the Grey
Sisters, which I think was one of the most appalling
things that has ever happened.
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While I am happy to acknowledge that the Bracks
government had to put in huge resources to bring the
health centres back into line, Labor has now been in
government for three terms and it can no longer use that
as an excuse.
Now I will talk about what the Greens want for the
health sector. Obviously those are things such as fully
funding community health centres. As a former worker
in a community health centre in the western suburbs, I
know the incredible work that those centres deliver on
the ground every day. It is the kind of work that cannot
be delivered by a hospital. What service can actively
encourage someone who has a psychiatric illness or is
alcohol or drug dependent to use the emergency wards?
Those are the kinds of people who need to be engaged
by community health centres.
I have asked questions in this house about the
Australian Taxation Office ruling, but have not been
able to get an adequate answer from the government.
As I understand it from the union, there is a
three-month reprieve, but that does not mean that that
issue will be resolved.
When I worked in community health centres I was also
a shop steward. One of the things that we talked about
was that we did not actively pursue the kind of pay
increases that we deserved or that would bring us into
line with hospital-based workers because we had that
exemption. Once that goes, health centres will have an
enormous problem in being able to recruit the kind of
professionals needed within their sector.
We also need to be looking at the fact that the previous
Kennett government and certainly this government
have not thought it necessary to pay nurses, medical
scientists, allied health service providers or ambulance
officers at a level commensurate with the kind of work
they do or in line with what they are paid in other states.
Other things that the Greens want include universal
access to publicly funded primary dental chairs. In the
western suburbs we have an enormously long waiting
list for dental services for a number of people. Why do
we not have enough basic services?
We need a health system that has strong, well-funded
primary treatment and prevention options such as acute
hospital-based care. My experience of using the
Western Hospital both with clients and on occasion for
myself is that, while the staff in the emergency room
give the most amazing care, that room and that building
are incredibly inadequate. Sunshine Hospital has never
been fully funded so that it can work as it should.
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Williamstown Hospital has had many of its services
taken away.
We need a health system that makes sure that
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people have
access to good services so that we can close that gap in
life expectancy. We need a service that allows people to
access early prevention mental health services for
children, adolescents and adults.
While, as I said, the Greens do not intend to vote for
this motion today, we also will not vote against it. We
will be abstaining because we do not believe the
government has done an adequate job on these issues
either. I urge the government to listen to what has been
said today and take on board the fact that many people
do not believe that the health system is working well at
the moment. Hopefully that will be reflected in this
year’s budget so that community health services, health
centres, waiting lists, dental chairs, and all those other
issues that have been raised will be adequately
addressed.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — There are a
couple of things that the opposition cannot hide from in
moving this motion today. The first is that, in
comparison with the Kennett government, of which
David Davis was a member, the Bracks-Brumby Labor
government has been in office for a similar number of
years. The opposition cannot hide from comparisons of
achievements in health services. Secondly, actions
speak much louder than words. Words are cheap. When
opposition members speak on health services in this
chamber, their words are worthless. The opposition’s
poor record more than drowns out any words its
members can say today.
I would like to speak about the actions of this
government specifically in regard to its achievements in
my electorate of Eastern Metropolitan Region. The
bottom line budget funding of Eastern Health has more
than doubled; there has been a 113 per cent increase in
this funding since this government came into office.
That is a great achievement and a good sign that this
government is serious about health services and funding
in the eastern suburbs.
The overall recurrent funding in health services in all
regions has been increased by 96 per cent — that is
almost a doubling. Across the state there is a
commitment to health services. That is reflected in the
more than $4.1 billion investment in capital works at
hospitals, including new hospitals like the Casey
Hospital, the Austin Hospital redevelopment and the
Royal Children’s Hospital. This $4.1 billion of funding
represents the largest health construction program in
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Victoria’s history. It is not only capital works and
funding for hospitals; 45 ambulance stations in Victoria
have been upgraded since this government came to
office and — just as importantly — 25 new ambulance
stations across Victoria have been built by this
government.
I was privileged to visit the Croydon ambulance station
when it was under construction in the last few months.
This government has not only invested in new
ambulance stations, it has also invested in retrofitting
existing ambulance stations with state-of-the-art
equipment. The new ambulance stations and the
retrofitted ambulance stations have fibre-optic feeds
and state-of-the-art communication systems to respond
to calls and expedite services.
I refer to some of the spending on hospitals in my
electorate. There have been two major projects on the
Maroondah Hospital redevelopment in the last couple
of years. There has been a $24.6 million expansion of
the mental health facility, which will have 50 acute
mental health beds. That project is well under way. We
are looking forward to that facility being fully
operational in the near future.
There has also been an expansion and refurbishment of
the medical imaging department. A lot of work was
also done to the foyers of the hospital. New elevators
were installed, which were important to the hospital. I
visited the hospital after the second project was
completed. The hospital staff are pleased about the
hospital’s operations.
Early last year I visited the Peter James Centre. The
government provided funding for eight new chairs in
the newly renovated haemodialysis facility. This means
that a total of 20 chairs are now operating; they are
staffed by two shifts of health professionals from early
in the morning to late in the evening, which means
those people who live in the area and who regularly
need this treatment can now access it closer to their
homes rather than travelling to Box Hill or the city. I
spoke to some people receiving treatment, and they told
me that accessing this service closer to their home is
important to them. They were very pleased with the
extension of the facility.
Another facility in the east, which I am sure those who
live out there are proud and pleased to have, opened last
year. That is the Wantirna Health facility, which is
basically a new palliative care hospital. It has
30 palliative care beds and 30 complex-care geriatric
elevation and management beds. The facility has a
community rehabilitation centre. Eastern Palliative
Care has co-located within this facility. It does great
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work in people’s homes, which is where people prefer
to be during this sad period of their lives. It provides an
outpatient service which is second to none.
There has been a large investment in the Box Hill
Hospital. I will expand on that later. I will touch on the
extra services that this government has introduced.
This government has employed over 8000 extra nurses,
nearly 2000 extra doctors and extra paramedics. This
government has thought well outside the square to
improve health services — for example, the
Nurse-on-Call program, which has been more than
successful. I will concentrate on my electorate and refer
to some figures which relate to the middle of last year;
today the figures would be much greater. To the middle
of June last year Yarra Ranges residents made
9112 calls to access the Nurse-on-Call service; in
Whitehorse there were 7800 calls to the service; in
Knox, 7720 calls; in Maroondah, 7150 calls; and people
in Monash made a similar number of calls to those in
Maroondah.
The Nurse-on-Call service is now a trusted service.
There have been more than 400 000 calls to the service
and 70 per cent have resulted in triage where the nurse
has discussed the caller’s symptoms and provided
recommendations about seeking appropriate health
care. This is a service that is opening up our emergency
departments because people have confidence in the
service and can get great advice. It is a shame that the
opposition reflects on the people who man the service
because they are qualified health professionals.
In talking about lateral thinking and what the
government is doing to provide further health services,
we have had the recent announcement of a service that
is not provided anywhere else in the world: free health
checks for workers. Workers will receive free health
checks, including tests on their body mass and their
diabetes risk. This is a $100 million state government
initiative to fight obesity. As I said, it is a world first. I
am proud to be part of a government that is not scared
to try new initiatives. It is very important that the
diabetes and heart disease epidemics are addressed, and
early detection in a workplace will go a long way
towards providing better services and freeing up our
hospital system because we are attacking the problem at
its source.
Mr Viney referred to a number of disappointing actions
in the health services area taken by the previous Liberal
government under former Premier Jeff Kennett. It
closed hospitals, and interestingly the Burwood
Hospital, which was in the then Premier’s seat, was
closed. Mr Viney also referred to the privatisation of
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some hospitals. The amount of funding the previous
Liberal government allocated to capital works was
pathetic. The problem with the opposition is that it
hates spending money on infrastructure. I look forward
to the budget debate and speeches from opposition
members when they take turns to howl about debt
which could result in money being spent on new
infrastructure that includes hospital infrastructure. A
fun time will be had by all!
Mr Lenders interjected.
Mr LEANE — Except for the Treasurer. Yesterday
Mrs Kronberg was thumping her fist on the podium
demanding that the second stage of the project at the
Box Hill Hospital start immediately. It was great
theatre, but her words were baseless. If her party was
still in government there would be no point in thumping
the podium about stage 2 of the hospital project,
because stage 1 would never have been started. If her
party was still in government there would be no new
16-chair renal dialysis service; if her party, David
Davis’s party, was in government there would be no
new lecture theatre or teaching and research facilities at
the hospital as there are now and there would be no new
administration facilities and no 600 new car parking
spaces.
If the opposition party was in government federally
there would be no extra $500 million committed by the
new federal Labor government just a week ago for the
Victorian health system. I go back to where I started:
actions speak much louder than words. The actions of
this government prove its commitment to health
services for Victorians. People can see where the
commitment is in the dollars and cents, the bricks and
mortar, the state-of-the-art medical equipment and the
excellent modern-day services such as the
Nurse-on-Call service and strategies to prevent serious
illness such as free health-care checks for workers on
their building sites.
I acknowledge Ms Hartland’s contribution to the debate
and echo what she said. What is the opposition’s policy
or plan in this area? We will be waiting to hear the
contributions of the members opposite, but I think we
will be waiting forever. We will vigorously vote against
the motion, and like Mr Viney, I thank the opposition
for bringing forward this motion.
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I congratulate
David Davis on his motion today on the very important
issue of health services in our community. I want to go
through some of the problems our health services are
having in my region.
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I will start with the Bendigo Hospital. Everyone in
Bendigo knows there is a desperate need for a new
hospital in Bendigo. The hospital itself has been
patched up and patched up to a point where almost
90 per cent of it needs to be demolished and a
completely new hospital built. This government has
taken the Bendigo community for granted for the last
eight and half years, and it is time it committed to a new
hospital in the region.
The hospital itself reports that it is seeing more and
more people in its emergency department. In fact in its
busiest period on record 113 patients a day were seen in
February. That leapt to 118 patients a day in the last
week of February, up from 109 patients a day in
January 2007. The number of urgent cases attending the
emergency department has doubled in the last six years,
and the emergency department cannot cope. It cannot
continue to wait for a new hospital to be built.
The Bendigo Hospital has come up with an alternative
plan that it calls stage zero, which is to expand the
emergency department. The plan involves providing
additional floor space in the emergency department by
moving administrative areas to a new upper level to
make room for much-needed patient cubicles. This
would enable the expansion of the emergency work
area and patient cubicles, increasing the floor space by
about 40 per cent. The hospital feels this needs to be
done immediately in order for it to continue to cope,
and then the new hospital can be built around that
expansion of the emergency department. But it
certainly cannot go on with the facilities it has at the
moment. The Bracks and Brumby governments have
condemned the important Bendigo community to Third
World-style facilities, and we want to see a brand-new
hospital in Bendigo, a health service that provides
adequate service to the community, the type of service
and the type of facility that the Bendigo community
deserves.
Hospital waiting lists are also an issue in Bendigo. A
recent freedom of information (FOI) request made by
the opposition revealed that 1970 people are on a
waiting list to see a specialist or to get an appointment
in Bendigo. This is the hidden waiting list; the waiting
list the Brumby government does not report. The
opposition had to get this information under FOI. The
information told us there were 2558 people waiting for
treatment at the Bendigo Hospital; the hospital services
report recognises only 586 patients, therefore
1972 people are on the hidden waiting list.
As I said, the official waiting list in Bendigo includes
586 people, but I talk regularly with doctors and health
workers at the hospital, and in the middle of last year

Wednesday, 9 April 2008

they told me that, while the official waiting list was
around the 580-patient level, they estimated that in
12 months time it could be as high as 6000 people.
They also told me at the time that they believed the
hidden outpatient waiting list was at 1500 and growing
at about 250 a month. That would make correct the
figures the opposition received under freedom of
information. When the opposition released those figures
to the Bendigo community the health minister did not
go out and refute them himself; he did not do that. He
sent out a ministerial spokesperson, Cameron Scott, to
refute those figures. Cameron Scott needs to check with
the FOI officers who released that data, because it was
government data which confirmed those figures.
Certainly it is a desperate try by the Brumby
government to put a spin on the figures and to try to
hide the number of people on the waiting list for
services in Victorian hospitals.
Goulburn Valley Health is another hospital in my
region that has been undergoing redevelopment.
Several years ago it undertook a study and came up
with an 11 or 12-stage master plan. Stage 1 was funded,
and that part of the facility, which is the allied health
building, has been well and truly completed. But
stage 2, which involves new day procedure and
operating theatres and some relocation of the services
area, is desperately needed. Goulburn Valley Health
needs approximately $30 million to complete stage 2,
but there has not been any indication from the
government that that money is going to be forthcoming
in the immediate future.
In the meantime Goulburn Valley Health is so
desperate for theatre capacity that it is having to pass
off some of its day procedure patients to smaller
hospitals in the region. These include hospitals such as
those at Kyabram, Numurkah, Echuca and Cobram,
and that is just to keep the waiting lists down at
Goulburn Valley Health. This is a health service where
the doctors and the administrators are doing their best to
provide the best possible health services to the
community. It is having to palm off people to
neighbouring towns and to smaller hospitals because
the Brumby government has failed to commit to the
stage 2 development at Goulburn Valley Health.
I know Goulburn Valley Health would also use the
Rochester operating theatre; that is, if it was open. But
of course the Bracks government closed it down in
January 2005. After a heated and well-run community
campaign the government was forced to renege on its
plan not only to close down operating theatres at
Rochester Hospital but virtually to do away with acute
services there.
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Mr D. Davis — There was going to be nothing left!
Ms LOVELL — No. There was going to be no
hospital left. It was going to become a nice community
health centre with a nursing home attached to it, and the
community knew that. It knew that that was the Bracks
government’s plan: to do away with their hospital and
just give them a community health centre. But the
community fought it, and the Bracks government was
forced to announce a redevelopment of that hospital
which includes a new operating theatre. But the people
are still waiting for that operating theatre in Rochester,
so unfortunately Goulburn Valley Health has not been
able to pass on some of its day procedures there. We
hope the operating theatre at Rochester will be
completed very soon, and that Goulburn Valley Health
will have the funding for stage 2 of its redevelopment.
Another hospital in my region, one that Goulburn
Valley Health is using for day procedures, that is also in
desperate need and waiting for stage 2 of its
redevelopment is the Numurkah hospital. I visited there
just recently and the staff showed me some of the
problems that are occurring with their building. Their
hospital building is 50 years old. It is a war memorial
hospital that was provided by the people of Numurkah.
The existing structure, which is an aluminium building
that was imported from Bristol in England, was
originally designed as nurses quarters; it was never
designed for or intended to be used as a hospital.
Because it was not purpose-built it has never been very
efficient because of the types of spaces the staff have to
deal with, and due to the building’s age it is becoming
very difficult to maintain. The master plan includes a
new hospital, so it makes it difficult for the board to
allocate a large amount of funds towards maintenance
when what is really needed is a new building.
Part of the stage 2 redevelopment at Numurkah Health
would include building a new acute hospital and theatre
facility on the grounds adjacent to the new services
building where currently there is a grass and car park
area. It would also involve demolishing the current
acute ward and the theatre and administration areas,
which are the old part of the hospital, and the building
of a new, 30-bed low-care facility on the old hospital
site. The Numurkah Pioneers Memorial Lodge would
be relocated onto the site of the hospital. Currently it is
across the road, and having to staff both facilities is not
very cost effective.
The current estimate for the cost of this work is
approximately $19.8 million. They are desperate for
those funds to come through so they can progress with
stage 2 of their hospital redevelopment. However, at the
moment we cannot even get the Minister for Health
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from the other place to visit Numurkah. We have
requested he visit on several occasions. We have
written to the minister; I have spoken with the minister
here in the Parliament. We are having great difficulty in
getting him to commit to even visiting Numurkah. I
even offered to make the visit a tripartisan event. I told
the minister we would invite the member for Murray
Valley in the other place, Ken Jasper, and that the two
Labor upper house members for Northern Victoria
Region were welcome to accompany us — that is, if
they could find Numurkah because they very rarely
visit the district. They are hardly ever seen but they
would be welcome to come to the Numurkah hospital
and see the need for that stage 2 redevelopment.
I would like to go back and talk about the Rochester
and Elmore District Health Service for a minute. As we
know, on 12 January 2005, in the middle of the
Christmas holidays, the then Minister for Health and
now Minister for Education in the other place made an
announcement that the operating theatre at the health
service was to close. The community knew what that
meant. They knew it meant that the acute services were
the next target on the minister’s list and that they would
lose their hospital. I do not think the minister quite
understood the ferocity with which a local community
will fight to save its hospital when it knows it is under
threat. The community gathered momentum in its fight
to save the hospital.
I chaired a public meeting of around 2000 people in the
hall at the high school in Rochester. Mr Davis attended.
We invited the then minister, but of course she did not
attend. We also invited the then member for Rodney in
the other place, Noel Maughan, who did attend. It was a
very productive public meeting which led to the
formation of the Rochester and Elmore District Health
Service action group, headed up by Graham Clarke.
The community campaign gathered momentum from
there and put enormous pressure on this government.
As part of the process of trying to save the Rochester
and Elmore district hospital I conducted a survey of all
residents in the district. When asked if any
redevelopment or new facilities at the Rochester and
Elmore District Health Service should include an
operating theatre, 99.13 per cent of respondents
answered yes. The residents were overwhelmingly in
favour of the continuation of an operating theatre at the
hospital. One hundred per cent of respondents thought
that the Bracks government should have provided
funding over the previous five years to either upgrade
the current theatre or to build a new theatre at the
hospital. That had not happened, but they all thought
that it should have happened. Further, 93.71 per cent of
respondents thought the board of the Rochester and
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Elmore District Health Service was wrong to announce
the decision to close the operating theatre without
community consultation. The board made this
announcement and took the heat for the minister but, as
we all know, it was actually the minister who was
responsible for the closure of that service.
Some 98.11 per cent of respondents said they believed
that the health minister at the time, Bronwyn Pike,
should have gone to Rochester and explained to the
community why the operating theatre was being closed.
The minister did not come to explain, she did not come
to make the announcement. The community campaign
gathered so much momentum and there was so much
heat on the government that there was press coverage
right across the state. In fact I was down in Gippsland
and a woman came up to me in the street and said, ‘I
have seen you before. You’re the girl who is fighting to
save the Rochester hospital, aren’t you?’. She had seen
me on the WIN TV news in Gippsland. I was very
pleased about that.
The minister knew the heat was on her. When she
decided that it was too much and that the community
had won, she managed to come to Rochester to
announce that she was no longer going to close the
hospital and that a new hospital would be built,
including a new operating theatre. This is typical of this
government’s members — they are there for the
announcements and the photo opportunities, but they
are not there when the community has to receive bad
news.
Some 95.51 per cent of respondents to the survey said
that they believed the Bracks government’s decision to
remove doctors and nurses from hospital boards had
weakened the level of clinical knowledge on country
hospital boards. I agree with them on this. In
metropolitan Melbourne there is a huge pool of
available people to draw from for hospital boards, but
in country Victoria many of the doctors and nurses had
given good services to their hospital and were able to
give clinical advice to the rest of the board. I believe
that process should have continued in country Victoria
at least, and doctors and nurses should have remained
to serve as board members.
Some 85.53 per cent of respondents said they believed
that the board of the Rochester and Elmore District
Health Service had been pressured by the state
government and the Department of Human Services to
close the operating theatre. They knew the minister had
made this decision, and the minister had forced the
board to go out there and face the community. Finally,
100 per cent of the respondents said they believed it
would be harder to attract doctors to the Rochester and
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Elmore district and retain them if the operating theatre
remained closed. That is quite true. We know there is a
significant problem with attracting and maintaining
doctors in country Victoria.
I would like to move on to the shortage of GPs. A quick
glance today at the Rural Workforce Agency Victoria
(RWAV) website shows that in the northern district,
which is an area from Swan Hill to Corryong, there are
44 GP vacancies. The western district includes the
southern coastal area and the Wimmera Mallee, and
there is a shortage of 45 GPs there. In the eastern area,
which is the Gippsland area, there are 22 vacancies.
There are 111 GP vacancies in country Victoria. When
you look at Melbourne on the RWAV site you see there
are only three vacancies. We can see where the
government is failing in attracting GPs to country
Victoria.
I spoke about this in February in relation to Bendigo.
According to the RWAV site at that time there were
11 GP vacancies in Bendigo, but the media had
reported that there were 12. This government needs to
match what some other states do to attract overseas
doctors and doctors from interstate. They offer
generous relocation packages. Western Australia, South
Australia, the Northern Territory and New South Wales
are offering relocation packages of up to $34 000 to
help attract doctors to their regional and remote areas.
Victoria does not offer any relocation package to
doctors. In fact the total package of support offered to a
newly recruited doctor in rural Victoria is a maximum
of $3500. Compared to $34 000 in places like South
Australia, the Brumby government is not doing very
much to help attract doctors from interstate or overseas
to Victoria. The government is letting our doctors be
poached by other states. We know Queensland has its
eyes on all of our doctors. If that continues, we will see
even greater doctor shortages in country Victoria.
These are just a few of the issues facing health services
in my area. I have outlined Goulburn Valley Health and
the Bendigo and Numurkah hospitals as being in
desperate need of funding, but I know there are other
hospitals in my region which are also in need of
funding. Mrs Petrovich talked earlier about many of
them. Once again I congratulate David Davis for
putting this motion forward today so we can highlight
the government’s inefficiencies and its lack of support
for rural and regional health services.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I commend
David Davis for moving this motion in the house today.
It is very important for all of us in regional Victoria to
be up to date with how our health systems and
organisations are coping at the moment.
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Ms Lovell spoke about the issues surrounding
Rochester hospital, including staff cuts, which are an
ongoing issue. The work that has been done —
involving Noel Maughan, a former member for Rodney
in the other place, and Ms Lovell — to resurrect that
community’s hospital hopefully will see that region
receive the hospital it deserves for the future.
Whilst many of the issues surrounding health in the
Bendigo region and in country Victoria generally are
based largely on funding, there are also some different
issues which impact on the ability of locals to receive
adequate funding that do not necessarily imply a need
for additional funding but rather a redirection of
funding. One of those issues is the shameful way in
which dialysis is treated throughout regional Victoria,
including in Bendigo. At the moment in Bendigo we
have 12 dialysis beds, which is an increase from 9 but
still about 6 beds short. A burgeoning group of people
is in need of dialysis, and it is increasing by the day.
The funding that is allocated to the hospitals for the
work that they do is in fact given to the Austin Hospital.
There is a hub-and-spoke-type arrangement whereby
the Austin Hospital effectively has carry over the
dialysis treatment both within its own precinct at the
Austin and within in its spoke areas, such as the
Bendigo Hospital. If the funding for dialysis treatment
were to come directly through to Bendigo Hospital, it
would then be able to build up the resources it needs
and introduce the infrastructure — the dialysis beds —
in the area where the treatment is delivered.
Bendigo Hospital is doing 80 to 90 per cent of the work
with these patients yet it is receiving less than half the
funding for the job. That is one of those situations I
referred to previously. If the government were able to
go back and redirect the funding it is giving to
metropolitan hospitals in Melbourne for work that is
being carried out on dialysis patients in regional
Victoria, we could have a vastly increased service in the
critical area of dialysis treatment. It is something that
the dialysis specialists in the region have been calling
for, but they have been getting absolutely nowhere with
the government.
We understand that the government has put a lot of
money into the health system, but we are not stupid.
We understand that the government has twice as much
money to spend in every department as it had when it
first came into office. So when government members
say, ‘We have increased funding in the health sector by
85 per cent’, members should remember that is actually
15 per cent less of the pie than was being spent when
the government first came in. The government’s total
revenue package has increased by approximately
100 per cent. We need evidence if we are to believe that
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the spending in respective areas has increased by
100 per cent. Even if it has, that is just staying in touch
with the percentages of spending that applied when the
government came into office.
One of the real problems we have in Bendigo and right
throughout country Victoria is the issue of the hidden
waiting lists. This is an area where the government is
leaving itself totally open to criticism. It is one thing to
have a waiting list and not be able to fully eradicate the
problem if the need for elective surgery is going
through the roof. In a sense it is understandable that we
cannot give everybody a hip replacement, the dental
work they need, the carpal tunnel operation they need,
the knee operation they need or any of those other
elective surgery procedures that people need as they get
on in life. We understand that not everyone can be
catered for in a manner that suits them.
However, it is another thing to have the deceitful
situation of having lists of people waiting to get onto
waiting lists, with unofficial, secret waiting lists being
manipulated. A GP might recommend a person to an
outpatient specialist for a particular type of surgery. We
understand how those particular patients are sourced:
the relevant circumstances are correlated, the patient
can be kept in the wings, and if a cancellation appears
or an opportunity arises, sometimes that patient can be
swung in from the unofficial waiting list onto the
waiting list for two days and then into surgery. This
greatly reduces the average time that people spend on
waiting lists. All these practices are being employed on
the basis of the direction being given by this
government to health professionals, to try to ensure that
the official waiting lists look better than they are.
Five people in the region of Bendigo have been waiting
more than three years — more than 1000 days — for
elective surgery. Some of the specific results this
government is throwing up are quite abysmal. We need
a government that is prepared to stand up and face the
challenge that is being presented by an ageing
population and put in place some strategies and some
openness that will bring about better outcomes than we
are currently getting.
Accident and emergency presentations are also having
an impact on elective surgery rates. We are coming up
to the crucial midway point of the year — the end of
the financial year. The WIES (weighted inlier
equivalent separations) funding models of some
hospitals are based on what happened previously, so
this year’s WIES funding will be allocated on the basis
of what happened last year. That means that should
there be a sharp increase in presentations to accident
and emergency departments, that will also eat into the
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finite bucket of money available to each of the regional
hospitals. Therefore the only way to bring the budget in
on target will be to reduce the amount of elective
surgery that is undertaken in the months leading up to
the end of the financial year.
If 2008 looks anything like 2007, we will find that
elective surgery actually starts to dry up to a
significantly lesser frequency than would happen
throughout the main body of the year. Again, it is
another funding anomaly. We face a situation where,
through sheer bad luck or fate, if a given region has a
dramatic increase in the number of people presenting
themselves to accident and emergency departments
who need to be admitted to a bed and have a procedure,
then something else in the system has to give. As I said,
if it happens this year as it happened last year, then we
are going to find that there is a bit of a crisis in that area
as well.
One of the other problems that we currently face is the
problem in relation to the charitable status of health
centres. We are crying out for health professionals in
regional centres, and one of the few competitive
advantages that health centres have — Bendigo Health
for instance — is that they are able to operate as
charitable organisations. They are able to offer their
health professionals salary packaging, which makes
their take-home salaries significantly higher than they
would be if they were not able to operate in that
environment.
Irrespective of whether health care centres are
charitable organisations, the end result is that we are
going to lose more health professionals in the regions.
Our no. 1 problem is the lack of quality health
professionals in regional Victoria. Now it will be even
worse because of what the federal government is doing
through the Australian Taxation Office. At the Bendigo
Community Health Centre there are 10 GPs at the
moment. In an article in the Age of 22 March, the centre
is reported as expecting five of those GPs to resign if
these tax advantages are lost and they are no longer able
to receive the benefits they are currently receiving. The
Minister for Health is aware of this. We will just have
to wait to see whether the health minister is going to be
able to step up to the plate and make representations to
the federal minister about these particular issues.
I would again like to congratulate David Davis for
bringing this matter to the chamber. Ms Lovell has
quoted the fact that Bendigo Hospital is in dire need of
a total rebuild. At the last election Labor pledged
$5 million just to try to get the primary care aspects of
the accident and emergency department up to an
acceptable standard. It really is a sad experience to
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present to accident and emergency. The waits are quite
phenomenal.
We know that one of the real problems in this state at
the moment is the hidden waiting list. Bendigo Health
has 586 patients on its official waiting list. The real
figure is closer to 3000 — 2703 — on the unreported
waiting list. Hiding the true picture of the hospital
waiting lists is a desperate tactic by the health minister
and the Premier after they promised when they took
office that they would be more open, accountable and
transparent. We often hear in this chamber about the
government being too open and transparent, and yet it
is becoming a gold medallist when it comes to creating
false waiting lists to be released to the public of
Victoria. The government knows that the elective
waiting list in Victoria has been vastly underestimated.
The secret waiting list is anywhere from 20 000 to
30 000. In a report I have to hand it has been stated that
potentially there should be 40 000 patients on the
official waiting list for elective surgery.
It is a sorry state of affairs when the only way we can
access the unofficial waiting list for elective surgery is
through freedom of information requests. We
understand that the federal government is already
kicking in to help out the state government. We
understand that the state government is still in trouble
with its inability to get the outcomes that it has said it
will be able to get. Every now and then it comes clean
and in effect acknowledges that the health system is in
an absolute mess. The government can talk as much as
it likes about increases in the number of patients
treated, but no state in this country has had the level of
resources available to it that this state government has.
As I said, it has had an increase of almost 100 per cent
in revenue since the time it came to office. The health
outcomes should be far better than they currently are.
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I am very
pleased to rise and make a contribution to this debate. I
am rising to oppose the motion that has been put
forward by David Davis. It always gives me pleasure to
have an opportunity to talk about what our government
has done since it came to office in 1999, and to
compare it with what the Liberal-National coalition
government did when it was in government.
Mr Drum — You would disappoint me if you said
anything else.
Ms DARVENIZA — Mr Drum interjects and says
that I disappoint him. Mr Drum is often disappointed
with the contributions that I make, because he does not
like to hear them. I can hear Ms Lovell yapping in the
background. She, too, finds it very difficult to listen and
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hear what it was like under the National-Liberal party
coalition government.
One of the things that has been said by members on this
side of the house — and I have to disagree with them to
some extent — is that members opposite have no plan
and in their contributions they have not put forward any
plan. They do not need to tell us what their plan is,
because we know what their plan is — it is to do
exactly the same as they did and conduct themselves in
exactly the same way they did when they were in
government last time.
We have a National-Liberal party coalition; we have
the Liberals running the show. We can forget about any
health services in rural and regional Victoria: the last
National-Liberal party coalition completely gutted
health services right across Victoria, particularly in
rural and regional Victoria. But it was not confined to
rural and regional Victoria; it was felt right across
Victoria. You only need look at the situation with the
Western Health Network to realise that. When the
National-Liberal coalition government left office the
Western Health Network was bankrupt. That is the state
that that lot, when they were in government, left it in.
We know exactly what their plan is, we have seen them
in action before, and we know the way they conduct
themselves.
I will take up a few of the issues that have been raised
by previous speakers, without going through the
devastation that the opposition when in government
wrought on the health system by sacking nurses,
closing hospitals, and privatising whole health services
like the one down in the Latrobe Valley where it closed
two hospitals and set up a new privatised hospital. We
saw it close the Traralgon hospital and the Moe hospital
with the setting up of a new privatised facility, and it
would have been well on the way to privatising other
hospitals too if this government had not come to office
in 1999.
But it is not just that the former government privatised
our hospitals and had a plan to privatise more of the
health system. It sacked thousands of nurses — a lot of
them were recruited by Queensland — and privatised
many of the services that were provided through our
health networks and rural and regional hospitals, such
as domestic services, including cleaning, orderly, food
and laundry services. All of those were privatised and
as part of that process jobs were very significantly cut.
It was not just nurses and allied health professionals
that were affected; it was also those other very
important workers within our health system who are
vital to providing a state-of-the-art health system.
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The previous government not only closed the two
hospitals in Gippsland to set up a privatised hospital, it
closed other hospitals in rural and regional Victoria.
Twelve hospitals were closed. I know those opposite do
not like to hear about it, but the Kororoit hospital was
closed, the Macarthur hospital was closed, the Clunes
hospital was closed and hospitals at Elmore, Mortlake,
Lismore, Beeac, Birregurra, Altona, Mordialloc,
Burwood and Essendon were closed. A number of
those were health services in rural and regional areas; in
fact the majority of them were. So to come here and say
that this government is not providing services and to
criticise this government for the services we are
providing and the work we are doing in rural and
regional areas is a bit beyond the pale, given that lot’s
track record.
Recruitment was one of the issues raised by Ms Lovell.
She talked about the shortages of GPs in rural and
regional areas. I inform the chamber that the Brumby
Labor government is providing $40 million a year for
the recruitment and retention of doctors in rural and
regional areas — and that includes areas such as
Shepparton, which is one that Ms Lovell raised in her
contribution.
Another point is that if former Prime Minister John
Howard, over the past 11 years when he was in
government, had spent the money in our universities
ensuring that there were enough places for training for
doctors, nurses and allied health professionals, we
would have seen more doctors available in our services
now. We would have seen more doctors, more nurses
and more allied health professionals being trained and
being available to be recruited into our health system.
It is not just that the opposition when in government
sacked them, did away with their positions and took the
scorched-earth approach and sent them out of the
system. Not only did it do that when it was in
government, but the federal Howard Liberal-National
coalition government failed to put enough money —
Mr D. Davis interjected.
Ms DARVENIZA — into our universities for
places to ensure that we — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I remind the Leader of
the Opposition of my views on policy and standards in
terms of referring to people on their feet by their first
names. I ask him to withdraw the comment.
Mr D. Davis — I withdraw.
Ms DARVENIZA — I was referring to shortages of
GPs in rural and regional health areas. Let me pick up
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and move on. Bendigo Hospital was raised by
Ms Lovell and Mr Drum, and I want to talk about
Bendigo Hospital. Since 1999 we have seen a 94 per
cent increase in recurrent funding for the Bendigo
Hospital. We also see something like 217 additional
nurses, many of whom were sacked, retrenched or
given redundancies under the previous government. At
Bendigo Health we have seen the provision of new
radiography facilities of some $15 million and a
residential aged care development of $8.3 million — all
done since 1999, since the Bracks and Brumby
governments have been in office.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms DARVENIZA — I know they do not like to
hear about what the Brumby government is doing. I
refer to the master plan for the future redevelopment of
the Bendigo Hospital. The Brumby government has
made $2 million available for the development of the
Bendigo Hospital master plan for the future
redevelopment of the hospital. If you had listened to
Ms Lovell banging on in her contribution, you would
think that this government had not spent a cent — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms DARVENIZA — Not Mr Drum; in his
contribution Mr Drum acknowledged the money that
we have spent on the Bendigo Hospital, but from the
contribution of Ms Lovell you would think we had not
made any contribution, certainly not a 94 per cent
increase in recurrent funding. She failed to mention the
$2 million to look at the master plan for the
redevelopment of the hospital. Of course Ms Lovell
failed to mention the new funds that have gone into
radiography as well as the $8.3 million into residential
aged-care facilities.
The Goulburn Valley Hospital was also raised by
Ms Lovell in her contribution, so I want to talk a little
about the kinds of funds the government has been
spending not just on the Goulburn Valley Hospital but
in that whole Hume region. We have seen a $14 million
redevelopment of Goulburn Valley Health,
incorporating Shepparton Base Hospital, and it includes
the redevelopment of the expanded accident and
emergency department and a new ambulance care
centre. It includes a new public dental clinic with its
extra dental chairs and its expanded capacity. It is a
beautiful facility. I have been through it on a number of
occasions, and it is an attractive, state-of-the-art facility,
and I know they are very pleased with it.
Elsewhere in the area of Hume I want to mention
Northeast Health’s new 62-bed nursing home in
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Wangaratta. The $11 million project contains a number
of environmentally friendly initiatives, which is very
important in an area like Wangaratta, where they have
been experiencing the drought. This project contains
some water-saving measures, with three underground
tanks storing some 315 000 litres of rainwater that is
collected from the roof, for use both in the gardens and
toilets.
I wanted to pick up on the Numurkah facility, which
was also raised by Ms Lovell in her contribution.
Numurkah District Health Service has had a
redevelopment of its residential aged-care facility
which has amounted to $7.7 million.
The Cobram District Hospital has had a significant
injection of funds to improve its health-care facilities to
ensure that there is a high quality standard of care for
the residents not only in the Numurkah area but also in
the Cobram area; and Nathalia District Hospital, which
is in the Legislative Assembly seat of Rodney, has had
a redevelopment. The new hospital includes a 26-bed
facility, with 6 acute and 20 high-care residential
aged-care beds, an emergency department, a GP clinic,
allied health facilities, a day care visiting room as well
as an administration area, so very significant funding is
going into the Nathalia District Hospital.
Yarrawonga District Health Service has had a
$10.5 million redevelopment, and the project includes a
new hospital ward as well as a redevelopment, which
was very much part of our government’s commitment
to ensuring that there were high quality health services
in that area.
Ms Lovell mentioned Bendigo, but I would like to
move a little further north to Echuca. In the case of the
Echuca hospital we have seen the government commit
$7.7 million to overhaul the 120-year-old Echuca
hospital, and that revamp has delivered a whole raft of
upgrades including two new operating theatres and day
procedure suites as well as a new central sterilising
supply department.
I could go on and on about the increase in funding and
the redevelopment of services in my electorate in
northern Victoria, and the redevelopment of those
services right across Victoria. I will not mention the big
ones because I know they have already been mentioned
by others on our side of the house, with the big
redevelopment of the Royal Children’s Hospital, the
Austin Hospital, the Casey Hospital and the Royal
Women’s Hospital. But I do want to mention the
upgrade to 45 ambulance stations in Victoria, because
that has had a big impact in rural and regional Victoria.
Some 33 of those 45 ambulance stations are in rural and
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regional areas — that is double the number that were
upgraded in metropolitan areas.
A number of not only redevelopments but also new
ambulance stations have been built in my electorate in
northern Victoria. We have a new ambulance station at
Bright, a new ambulance station in Mooroopna, and a
new ambulance station in Irymple. The government is
certainly ensuring that our emergency services are
being looked after; and as well as the 8 new stations in
rural and regional Victoria, 18 new ambulance stations
have been built in the metropolitan area.
We now have 708 extra operational paramedics right
across Victoria, and 219 of those are in rural and
regional areas. There are 101 extra ambulances on the
road, which is a 25 per cent increase in our fleet
numbers; so not only have our large and important
hospitals in the city had billions of dollars injected into
their redevelopment, but significant amounts of money
are being put into rural and regional areas to redevelop
our facilities in those important hospitals and to ensure
that there are facilities available, such as magnetic
resonance imaging (MRI) machines.
That highly technical equipment is important. In
Goulburn Valley Health’s redevelopment of
Shepparton Base Hospital we have put in place a
$4 million MRI machine that is already being used to
treat local patients; and that $4 million for the MRI
machine includes $360 000 for the specially
constructed building which houses that very important
machine that is so vital to determining a diagnosis and
treatment of patients.
I want to touch quickly on waiting lists because
members of the opposition have been going on about
them in their contributions. Over 130 000 episodes of
elective surgery are being performed every year, and
that means that over 15 000 more patients are getting
their operations each year than was the case in 1999.
We know that more has to be done, and that is why in
January the Victorian government, in partnership with
the commonwealth, committed an additional
$60 million to health. An amount of $26 million from
the state and $34 million from the federal government
is going towards cutting the waiting lists for elective
surgery.
According to the most recent Your Hospitals report,
38 109 people are waiting for elective surgery, and that
is down by 5.4 per cent on the 40 301 people who were
waiting at the end of December in 1999. I know that the
opposition has been bandying around figures about
waiting lists, but they are the statistics according to the
most recent Your Hospitals report.
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I want to touch very quickly on workforce-related
matters to highlight what the Bracks and Brumby
governments have done in terms of the medical
workforce since coming to government. We have
employed an additional 8060 nurses, an extra
1888 doctors and an additional 713 paramedics.
We certainly are committed to providing a high
standard and quality of care for all Victorians, not just
in our metropolitan areas but right across our rural and
regional areas as well. We know what the plan is for the
opposition. We know that if the Liberals ever got into
government again they would do exactly what they did
last time, and that is to cut all hospital services,
particularly in rural and regional areas.
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — I am looking
forward to my contribution to the debate on this motion
on health services. It is a very valid motion, as well as
very timely, and it clearly outlines what the situation in
this state is. I am going to speak purely on Geelong, it
being in my region.
As we know, Barwon Health is the largest
non-metropolitan health service in Victoria. I have to
say that as a health provider Barwon Health is well
respected, but regrettably it is underresourced. We have
marvellous doctors, we have marvellous nurses and we
have marvellous ambulance officers and paramedics
servicing the health needs of those at Barwon Health,
but there are not enough resources for them to excel in
what they do best, and that is looking after people.
Barwon Health is responsible for providing services to
a static population of something of the order of
350 000, but of course that is the all-round number; we
see that grow to over 450 000 during holiday periods,
especially in the summer.
The regional service centre at Geelong accommodates
accident and emergency services; all levels of surgery,
both elective and non-elective; cancer patients;
orthopaedic services; paediatric services; and of course
public dentistry. We do not want to forget public
dentistry, but today I have not heard a great deal about
public dentistry, which is in disarray across the state,
particularly in western Victoria. The services that
Barwon Health offers the south-west are principally
from the primary health services at Colac,
Warrnambool, Hamilton and Portland hospitals. They
are a great support arm to the other health services
across western Victoria. I can assure the house that
those services are well sought after by those
communities.
But like so many of our regional centres, Barwon
Health’s waiting times continue to grow. Recent

HEALTH: SERVICES
976

COUNCIL

statistics for Barwon Health reveal that there were
1816 patients on the elective surgery waiting list — that
is 116, or 7.5 per cent, more than at the same time last
year. There were 129 fewer patients admitted for
elective surgery in 2006–07 than there were in 2005–06.
Some 3107 patients waited for more than 8 hours on a
trolley in the emergency department before being
admitted to a bed; 3823 patients waited in an emergency
department for a room for more than 4 hours before
being discharged; there was a 14 per cent increase in
one year in the number of patients on the semi-urgent
waiting list for more than 90 days; and there was a
120 per cent increase in the number of non-urgent
surgery patients who were not treated within one year
compared with the number at the same time the previous
year. The system obviously cannot cope, and the
government refuses to listen to our doctors, nurses and
paramedics who are being forced to speak out publicly
in relation to these issues. I have to say that our doctors
are disillusioned, our paramedics are frustrated and our
hospital staff are overworked and struggling to cope
with the increased demand.
Documents obtained by the Liberal Party under FOI
reveal that there were 8641 people on waiting lists for
treatment at Barwon Health, but for some reason the
government has seen fit to report that the number on
waiting lists at Barwon Health is 1945. This indicates
that 6696 patients are unreported. The only thing at
Barwon Health being reported and published is the
elective surgery information systems in relation to
ready-for-care. There are another five sections that are
unreported, representing nearly 7000 patients. Although
we are being publicly given a figure of 1945 on the
waiting list, the actual number is 8641. A recent health
review — when I say ‘recent’ I mean it is as recent as
last Thursday, 27 March — carried out by an
independent ministerial review reveals that our health
system is crippled by increasing pressure, low morale
and a dismissive state government.
Geelong is not immune to the doctor shortage crisis,
and this is something that really concerns all regional
Victorians. We look to Geelong as our centre of
excellence for health in western Victoria, as delivered
by Barwon Health, but we see that our doctor shortages
are continuing to grow. Currently there are
15 vacancies for GPs that need to be filled, and we find
that further to the west of Geelong we also have
vacancies. Obviously this government is not doing
enough to not only retain but also recruit medical
professionals to fill these gaps. The government has to
be far more serious in relation to medical practitioners
and trying to gain their services right across the board,
most particularly from my point of view in western
Victoria.
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The other thing I mentioned earlier and said we should
not be ignoring is dental health. We all recognise that
dental health and dental hygiene are imperative and that
all patients requiring those services should be seen
within an acceptable time. A more timely service is
sought, especially further west. I know the waiting
times at Hamilton, Warrnambool and Portland are some
of the worst in the state of Victoria, and in some cases
exceed 48 months. I have personally had in my office
mothers with children, especially teenage children, who
have required attention but have been unable to procure
it through either the public dental system or through the
heavily engaged private dental system.
From Barwon Health’s point of view the statistics tell
us that the Barwon Health service in Belmont has
1875 patients waiting for general dental treatment, a
7 per cent increase over the previous six months; and
291 patients waiting for dental care, a 94 per cent
increase over the previous six months. That is quite
dramatic, and we should reflect on how large those
numbers are. That is just over a six-month period —
over half a year the number of people with dental
requirements is rising by nearly 100 per cent. On
average patients at Belmont have to wait 22 months for
general dental care and 23 months for denture care right
across the board.
That in itself sounds terrible, but at Barwon Health in
Corio we have more patients; we have 2249 patients
waiting for general dental treatment and 571 patients
waiting for dental care. They are a 15 per cent and a
19 per cent increase respectively over the previous six
months. Again patients have to wait some 30 months
for general dental care and 37 months for dental care.
The figures go on. Barwon Health in Newcomb is only
slightly better off than in Corio, with 2046 patients
waiting for general treatment and 361 waiting for dental
care. Again the waiting time here is far too long, at
37 and 31 months respectively. Statewide dental care
systems, as we know, have waiting lists that are far too
big and currently have accumulated patient waiting lists
totalling some 112 000 patients for general care and
20 005 for dental care.
This motion has certainly brought about a good debate,
especially from our own side, but there has been quite a
bit of rhetoric in some of the things that have been
proffered from the government in relation to improved
health services right across the board and many of those
do not measure up. The government continues to tell us
how many hospitals have been closed in previous years
by previous governments. Somewhere along the line
the government should come clean and reflect on the
hospital units, particularly in regional Victoria, that
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have been closed by the government since 2002. I refer
principally to maternity and obstetrics units that have
either been closed permanently or suspended. In many
cases where it was thought the action was indefinite,
they have closed permanently.
I will make reference to quite a few hospitals.
Ms Darveniza was quite gleeful about the number of
hospitals that the Kennett government closed prior to
the Bracks government coming into power, but the
numbers under the Bracks government certainly are
damaging, when we look at the Birchip Hospital, the
Charlton Bush Nursing Hospital, the Donald Hospital,
the Nhill Hospital, the Warracknabeal Hospital, the
Wycheproof and District Health Service, and Boort,
Cobram, Nathalia and Yarram hospitals. We know that
the Seymour District Memorial Hospital was reopened
recently after its obstetrics and maternity unit was
closed for a period of some two years.
All those hospitals are or were in regional Victoria. We
have also found that these closures have not been
restricted to regional Victoria. The Angliss Hospital
suffered the same fate, as did the Moorabbin Hospital
and the Williamstown Hospital. I do not think the fault
can forever live in hindsight and the buck-passing from
which the government members appear to get a lot of
joy. The government has certainly seen fit in its own
capacity to remove services from the community,
especially in the health sector.
In closing, the ongoing campaign for an emergency
helicopter service in the south-west is a very relevant
point within our health sector especially for distant
patients if they are to gain timely services particularly
in Melbourne to assist with tragic trauma cases which,
regrettably, happen on far too many occasions in
regional Victoria. As we all know, the south-west is the
only region in this state that is not serviced with an
emergency helicopter and I am sure in the very near
future — —
Mr D. Davis — Thousands on Facebook recognise
the need.
Mr KOCH — Yes, they certainly do. There are
thousands on Facebook — Mr Davis is dead right —
but there are in excess of 30 000 signatures on petitions
on this matter that have been presented in this
Parliament. I certainly hope that the government not
only makes more funding available for our health
resources statewide and particularly in Barwon Health
but also sees fit to make funding available to offer the
opportunity of having an emergency rescue helicopter
service for those in western Victoria.

977

I urge the house to support the motion before the Chair
tonight, which is for gaining better health services. I
believe it is probably one of those areas to which we
have a rich right and deserve it along with education
and other very important services. In an ageing
community, especially in regional Victoria, health is
playing a major role, and it deserves more government
support and resources.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
contribute to the debate on this motion. I do not intend
to go over ground or repeat what other members on this
side have already said, but I think it is also important to
put this debate into perspective.
We are all aware that we have an ageing population and
that health services are being called upon increasingly
to provide the highest quality medical treatment to the
members of our community in most need. The federal
government’s injection of $34 million is a most
welcome boost to the additional funding provided by
the state government.
I agree with some of Ms Hartland’s comments. The
state Labor government — the Bracks and Brumby
Labor governments — improved the health system in
Victoria. It is a fact that hospital waiting times have
dropped and that many millions of dollars have been
spent by this government on upgrades to existing
establishments and new health facilities that have been
constructed from scratch. Nursing qualifications and
hospital staff numbers have been improved
dramatically, both to give those in our nursing
profession a decent career path and also to improve
even further the quality and quantity of medical
treatment for patients in Victoria.
I do not want to repeat the figures regarding staff
numbers and ambulance numbers. I want to speak on a
personal level. Recently a constituent in my electorate
was taken by ambulance from work to the Royal
Melbourne Hospital with a suspected heart attack. He is
normally an energetic and physically fit man who rarely
seeks hospital attention for anything. He was so
impressed with the compassionate and professional
treatment he received that he wrote a letter of
commendation to the hospital administrators. This is a
far cry from the days when patients would sit for many
hours before being seen by a doctor. We can name
quite a few of those patients and the hospitals that were
affected in those days. But what more can I say? More
challenges are facing our health industry every day, and
we have to be ready as a government to meet those
challenges head on. We are ready.
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Mr VOGELS (Western Victoria) — I want to make
a few comments on the motion moved by David Davis
about the failure of this Labor government to
adequately manage the state health system. I will
confine my remarks to my region of Western Victoria.
We continually hear the Treasurer saying, and he did so
in question time today, that patient throughput has
increased by 30 per cent since the government was
elected in 1999. In my region the fact is that hospitals
are now churning out 140 patients per bed per year
compared to approximately 100 patients per bed per
year in 2002. That 40 per cent increase has resulted by
churning through patients much faster. Obviously that
increase has to do with better medical equipment,
microsurgery and things like that. But I believe a lot of
patients are fast-tracked because hospitals lack bed
space.
Finding health care professionals in country Victoria is
becoming very difficult. If you go around to most
country regions you find that they are short of doctors.
Wendy Lovell previously said that Western Victoria
Region has a shortage of 45 GPs. The city is only short
3 GPs. There is a message here; maybe before
Medicare provider numbers are given to doctors, some
of them should come to country Victoria and do some
time there. We need to do some hard work to get
doctors to country Victoria. After all it costs an
enormous amount of taxpayers money to train GPs.
Members have already heard that since the election of
the Bracks government in 1999 state revenue has
increased by approximately 100 per cent. Members
from the other side of the chamber say, ‘We have
increased funding by 50 per cent, 60 per cent or 70 per
cent’, but that should be the case because revenue has
doubled.
I want to spend a few minutes speaking about the
Ballarat hospital. Since Labor came to power there has
been no significant investment to increase the number
of beds at the Ballarat hospital. In Ballarat more than
10 per cent of GP positions lie vacant. The present
waiting list has 6316 patients who are waiting to have
their medical conditions sorted out or treated. The
opposition has already stated that it would provide an
extra 60 beds at Ballarat hospital, 20 extra doctors,
80 nurses and the capacity to treat an extra
9000 additional patients per year. We would also fund
recruitment packages and the relocation of doctors —
that is important. We have also promised a package of
$50 000 to doctors who are prepared to relocate to
Victoria.
The Warrnambool hospital is on my doorstep. If ever
there has been a Victorian regional hospital that has
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been neglected, it is the Warrnambool hospital, which
is part of South West Healthcare. The magnificent staff,
including the doctors and nurses, at Warrnambool
hospital work in a 1950s-style building. The hospital
has been promised upgraded facilities year after year,
especially around election time. An article in the
Warrnambool Standard of 1 July 2006 says under the
subheading ‘Project moves closer’:
Warrnambool is a step closer to getting a new hospital with
the state government providing $900 000 … to continue
detailed planning for the proposed $130 million facility.
Last week health minister Bronwyn Pike gave a strong
indication that South West Healthcare would be funded for
the long-awaited development as part of Labor’s pre-election
promise.

That was two years ago. Another article in the
Warrnambool Standard entitled ‘Budget commits
16 million’ which refers to last year’s state budget, has
a photo of the Premier, John Brumby, and says:
Warrnambool hospital’s major redevelopment will begin in
months after $16 million was committed to the project in
yesterday’s Victorian budget.

The chief executive officer of South West Healthcare,
Mr Krygger, was reported as saying:
… the expansion would meet the needs of the region. The
$16 million will be unlocked during the next three years, with
no money forecast for 2010–11.

The amount of $130 million was promised in the
previous year by Bronwyn Pike, the then Minister for
Health in the other place, and then the Premier
committed $16 million up to 2010–11.
Another article in the Warrnambool Standard under the
subheading ‘Hospital plan unveiled’ refers to the
present Minister for Health in the other place, Daniel
Andrews:
Mr Andrews toured the hospital and outlined the project’s
$16 million first stage …
Stage 1 is expected to be completed by 2011 —

which is another three years down the track. Once again
Mr Krygger is reported:
South West Healthcare chief executive officer John Krygger
said emergency admissions had increased in the past 10 years
from 13 000 to 26 000 —

which is a doubling —
and he was ‘excited’ that work would begin …
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Another article in the Warrnambool Standard headed
‘New hospital takes shape’ has the subheading ‘It will
be a ‘world-class’ facility: expert’ and says:
South West Healthcare will be a world-class hospital
by 2010 —

so we have come forward a year —
making it Warrnambool’s most important building, says
architect Ted Doufas.
Mr Doufas said the hospital, which will cost an estimated
$175 million, would be state of the art.

We are now back up to $175 million. The South West
Healthcare chief executive officer, John Krygger, said
the development proved the 150-year-old hospital was
moving forward.
I refer to a report in the Warrnambool Standard of
December 2005, three years ago, which states:
Moving Warrnambool’s hospital and ambulance station
closer to Deakin University to form a health precinct should
be explored, according to Western Province member John
Vogels.
Under the bold plan, Mr Vogels said the hospital could tie in
with the university’s proposed medical school to train doctors
and nurses.
He said the precinct could include moving the city’s
ambulance base from Koroit Street to the site and be home to
an emergency helicopter.
…
‘It would be fantastic to train doctors and nurses and build a
helipad for the emergency helicopter’.
Head of Warrnambool’s Deakin University campus Rob
Wallis, said it was the first he’d heard of the plan, but it
wasn’t unusual for medical schools to have a hospital close
by.
‘It would be greatly supported by Deakin …

Mr Krygger, the chief executive officer, was reported
as having said that the greenfield site would be too
expensive as it would cost $198 million. That was three
years ago. My prediction is that nothing will happen in
Warrnambool because by the time they get through the
next 10 years of knocking down a bit and building a bit,
with nurses, doctors and patients tripping over each
other the Warrnambool hospital rebuild will cost at
least $250 million, yet we had the opportunity to build a
brand-new facility next to Deakin University where the
doctors and nurses are training, and they could have
been part of that new facility when it was built. After
two or three years at a new site you could sell the old
site to a developer, and it is probably worth $30 million
to $40 million, so you would actually make money.
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That proposal was knocked on the head and here we are
having been promised by every health minister in the
Labor government a brand-new hospital over time with
different funding all the time but very little, if anything,
is happening.
I want to emphasise the importance of a radiotherapy
unit as part of the new hospital when it gets off the
ground. Cancer patients in my region have to travel to
Ballarat, Geelong or Melbourne for radiotherapy. It is a
long way when you have to go one day a week. The
radiotherapy takes about 10 minutes, but your wife or
someone has to drive to Melbourne and bring you home
again. It is important that a radiotherapy unit is part of
the new hospital if and when it gets built.
I conclude by saying, as mentioned by David Koch,
that there is a dire need for a rescue helicopter in
south-west Victoria. It is the only part of the state that is
not covered and people are losing their lives because of
it.
Another issue dear to my heart is the need for an
ambulance station at Timboon, which has been an
ongoing fight for about 10 years. In last year’s May
budget I was pleased to see that the Bracks-Brumby
government promised a new ambulance station at
Timboon. As I live in the town I watch closely, and I
know that not a brick has been laid and no sods of soil
have been turned and nothing is happening. I hope and
pray that when the May budget comes out this year a
new ambulance station with full-time paramedics will
be on the list. Having said all that, I support the motion
moved by David Davis and hope that every member in
the chamber does the same.
Mr KAVANAGH (Western Victoria) — Health
care is one of the major responsibilities of state
governments. We should always be concerned about
the state of health services in Victoria. The government
says that it is spending much more money than its
predecessor, the former Kennett government, on public
health, while the Liberal opposition responds that
during the Kennett years cuts in spending were
necessitated by the incompetence of the governments of
John Cain, Jr, and Joan Kirner. Both sides are correct. It
strikes me as superficial, however, to equate public
health care with expenditure. More important than the
dollars spent are the results achieved.
The amount of time we have spent on this debate would
have been better used in considering ways to improve
our health system. I am not yet sure how to vote on this
motion.
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Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am very
pleased to talk about health because in my view the
residents in the eastern suburbs have been served very
well by this government. The neglect which the Liberal
Party delivered in spades has been replaced by the
delivery of the very best of health services. These
health services have not just been delivered in
Melbourne’s central business district, but across
suburbs and throughout Victoria. This government has
invested over $4.1 billion in capital works. It is fair to
say — and I think Mr Leane has already indicated it —
that the eastern suburbs have been well represented in
receiving the dividends of that investment.
As you go through the eastern suburbs you see an
unprecedented level of construction of medical
facilities. What you are seeing is what happens when
you have a commitment to modernising and bringing
health services to the suburbs and to those communities
where they are needed most. For the benefit of patients,
particularly outpatients and their families who spend
time transporting and visiting patients, it is critical that
services are provided locally.
As I said, this government is delivering those
high-quality local medical services in the eastern
suburbs. In the last 12 months or so we have seen the
opening of theatre 3, a day procedure unit and
community rehabilitation unit at the Angliss Hospital in
Ferntree Gully. The Box Hill Hospital has had a
particularly big year. Stage 1 of the Box Hill
redevelopment began in November 2006. The building
will provide accommodation for a dialysis service and
teaching, training and research facilities.
Maroondah Hospital, too, is a hive of construction
activity with three projects under way. These include
the construction of a building to house the Eastern
Centre Against Sexual Assault crisis care unit, which
provides 24-hour crisis care services to meet the
emotional, psychological, medical and legal needs of
victims of sexual assault. Refurbishment and expansion
of the medical imaging department at the Maroondah
Hospital has also meant new ultrasound and mobile
X-ray services.
In 2007 the Peter James Centre expanded its dialysis
services by providing an additional eight chairs to bring
the total to 32 chairs. At Wantirna Health there is a new
30-room purpose-built facility providing palliative care
and rehabilitation services.
As we know, the health system faces a number of
serious challenges. We have a growing population, we
have an ageing population and we are faced with the
consequences of an obesity epidemic, including the
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associated increases in diabetes and other health-related
issues. Certainly, demand for medical services is going
up in the eastern suburbs, and the government is
responding with the construction of state-of-the-art
health-care facilities. The increase in health-care
demand is for the whole range of medical services,
including emergency services, births, medical imaging,
pathology and other services.
There is no doubt that this government is up to the
challenge of meeting the increasing demands on our
health services. There is no doubt that this government
has the commitment and compassion to prioritise the
delivery of health-care services in the communities
where they are needed. There is no doubt that this
government has the managerial and the fiscal skills and
experience to deal with the emerging health-care needs
in the eastern suburbs. I want to congratulate the
government for making health a priority, and I want to
congratulate it for delivering health services to the
eastern suburbs. I urge the house to dismiss this motion.
Sitting suspended 6.26 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
have waited all day to speak in support of David
Davis’s well-thought-out and important motion. Before
I draw the attention of the house to some of the
catastrophic problems with hospital waiting lists in the
eastern region, I think it is important and interesting to
note that the two people I was going to direct my
statement to have scurried out of the chamber.
I would like to refer to the ramblings of my colleagues
Mr Leane and Mr Tee. These people were fed
information by the government to defend the
indefensible, to create an illusion that could substitute
for some sort of activity — token gestures, puffery and
other things — suggesting that something is being done
to solve the health crisis in this state, and in particular in
Melbourne’s east. In a way it is probably not fair that
people like Mr Tee and Mr Leane stand to defend the
government’s position on the Box Hill Hospital and its
immediate precinct. I know every crack in the footpath
there, having worked in the Box Hill Institute precinct
for a decade, so I have an unfair advantage over them.
They were ill-equipped because they were relying on
this government’s facts and figures, and we know those
to be fundamentally flawed.
When we talk about the problems at the Box Hill
Hospital we hear members of the government saying
that not so long ago the government opened Wantirna
Health. That is a 30-bed palliative care environment. I
went to the opening and I have to agree that it is a very
pleasant environment which has been well thought out.
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It will serve the community well as far as palliative care
regimes are concerned. However, we need to remind
the house that Wantirna Health was the government’s
answer to what was to be a full-blown public hospital
serving the people of Knox. Instead of a public teaching
hospital with hundreds of beds and all of the facilities
one would expect in a full-blown public hospital
serving a catchment of hundreds of thousands of people
in Melbourne’s east and outer east, we find a 30-bed
palliative care unit. You do not have to be too good at
arithmetic to see that that is a long way short of meeting
the need.
The Spring Street facility in Box Hill, which has car
parking, a renal dialysis unit, teaching components and
training facilities, falls a long way short of what was
expected to be the redevelopment of an entire public
hospital. People were expecting the government to
spend in the vicinity of $600 million on the
redevelopment of the Box Hill Hospital. What did they
get? The government built a facility on a little street
corner which had previously been a car park and
applied $38.3 million to it. The government built up
expectations in the community by saying in November
2006, ‘We are going to redevelop the Box Hill
Hospital’. People were excited. The overstressed
medical staff, the allied health staff and the general
community thought their prayers had been answered.
That was not so. There was more smokescreen, more
illusionary behaviour, more puffery, more things to
draw attention away from the fact that this government
was not doing something to solve an endemic problem
with far-reaching consequences for public health and
society and the wellbeing of the citizens of this state but
had come up with a quick and nasty token gesture. This
is a long way short.
By the way, I am very pleased that the government
provided some parking relief in the area. Parking is in
crisis in that precinct. It was not thought through at all
when the government approved the building of
Epworth Eastern. There is enormous pressure on that
precinct. As a teaching professional in new building 8
of the Elgar Road campus of Box Hill Institute, I was
amazed that I could never park in the car park of the
building I worked in. One day somebody told me not to
worry, that I would never get a car park because there
was a deal done to allow the people from the hospital to
park in the Box Hill Institute car park. Teachers were
not allowed to park anywhere near their place of work,
and were subject to zealous revenue collecting on
behalf of the Whitehorse council. We endured that for a
number of years.
I want to remind my colleagues Mr Leane and Mr Tee
that they really are amateurs in the game when they are
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talking about the provision of public health and the
application of the right level of capital funding to solve
the problem of Box Hill Hospital. To find out just how
bad things are at Box Hill Hospital, the opposition has
accessed, through freedom of information, secret,
unreported waiting lists. What these documents reveal
is chilling, scandalous and a total abrogation of the
state’s duty to provide the citizens of this state with
access to the health system. Official lists published on
page 43 of appendix 1 to the Your Hospitals report for
July 2006 to June 2007, show the number on the
waiting list for Box Hill Hospital as 2318 people. That
is 2318 people — 2318 souls — suffering on a waiting
list. You might say, ‘That is a number in the
stratosphere’. Try to imagine what 2318 people look
like. They are all suffering; they are all anxious. This is
impacting on them. We all know that when someone
has an ailment it will directly affect at least eight other
people within their orbit — within their family, at their
place of employment and so on. Think of the multiplier
effect of 2318 people waiting and suffering on a
waiting list. This is the figure the government tells us
about, and we are supposed to be able to digest that and
acclimatise ourselves to that number.
I am pleased to see there are some members in the
chamber. I hope they are listening. Listening is an
acquired skill. We are all given the ability to hear,
unless that is taken away from us in some way, but
listening is an acquired skill. I challenge the members
of the government to listen — for the first time perhaps
on this issue. They need to take the cotton buds out;
take the ear protectors out.
I will tell members what the discovery of these secret
documents through freedom of information revealed.
The reported list, as I said, has 2318 people on it. There
is another category on the elective surgery information
system of unreported NRFC (not ready for care) with
501 people in it. There are 1253 unreported on the
non-elective surgery information system, category RFC
(ready for care). In the category of unreported on the
non-elective information system, NRFC, there are 495.
The unreported outpatients waiting list with
appointments — hold on to your seats — has
10 168 people on it.
An honourable member — Not reported.
Mrs KRONBERG — Not reported. The total
waiting list of people suffering, those desperately
needing access to the services of the Box Hill Hospital,
is not 2318 — which we had accepted was a brutal,
cruel number — but 14 935. Thank God we have an
opposition in this state, otherwise the people in this
state would never have known.
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Box Hill Hospital also wears the ignominy of having
the highest number of outpatients on a waiting list in
the entire state. Some 10 168 souls are desperate to see
a specialist to alleviate their suffering. If one stops to
think about just how much suffering that would
represent, not only in terms of physical pain and anxiety
but the increased likelihood of moving from a moderate
condition to a life-threatening one or the development
of a chronic condition, the loss of mobility, the loss of a
limb, the loss of vision and the loss of income, one sees
that each of these people would need care. And what
would we do about that? How does this government
measure the effect on families being placed in this
cruel, invidious position with no end in sight? I wonder
whether this government has figures showing a
correlation between those on waiting lists and those
who lose their homes or jobs or suffer from depression
and other conditions as a direct result of the frustrations,
agonies and delay.
The average waiting time for an outpatient appointment
in Box Hill Hospital is — hang on to your seats
again — 187 days. We have evidence here that points
to the fact that some people wait more than five years to
see a specialist. How many would you think would wait
that long? Thirty? Forty? What would seem to be
tolerable and palatable to this government? Let me
mention the number to the house. It is a number up in
the stratosphere. There are 1890 people who have
waited more than five years to see a specialist — and
this government has the temerity to keep on taking
taxation income from people like that.
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Let me talk about David Stockman’s report in the
Whitehorse Leader of 19 December 2007. He points
out that:
Seven patients were forced to wait up to two hours in
ambulances before they could be admitted to Box Hill
Hospital’s emergency department in what has been described
as one of the busiest years on record for Victorian hospitals
And 2296 seriously ill people waited more than 15 minutes to
be treated in the hospital’s emergency department during the
same period …

The opposition’s shadow health minister, Helen
Shardey, is quoted in that article as saying:
Patients are not only waiting for hours and hours once they
reach the emergency department, but now patients are waiting
hours before they even go through the doors.

Has that happened to any member of this government?
I will give another example. This is in the catchment
area of Box Hill and was reported in the Lilydale
Leader on 12 March:
Box Hill Hospital’s overworked emergency department is
being blamed for a decision to send a 64-year-old Lilydale
grandfather home minutes before he was due to enter the
operating theatre.

What was the impact on this gentleman? This
gentleman, as reported:
… has to take 22 tablets a day to fight the osteomyelitis that
has infected the bones in his left foot.

He is quoted as saying:
Back in February this year, when these figures were
first announced by the Leader of the Opposition in the
other place, Ted Baillieu, the Minister for Health
deliberately avoided answering questions on this secret
information. No wonder! I have to ask — and all
members are probably waiting to ask this by now —
how do these people sleep at night? I had an emotional
response to this. An image was conjured up in my mind
which I think might help members empathise with me
in my anxiety about the health minister’s response. The
minister’s response reminded me of an escaping
octopus, with a cloud of dark ink left in his wake. This
cloud of ink was manifest in the usual gobbledygook of
this government, such as the usual misrepresentation,
attempts to confuse and failure to acknowledge the true
pressures inflicted on medical staff and patients.
What I have to say here — and what is in the public
domain — is not news. We have sharpened it. We have
lifted the embargo on the information, but guess what?
A lot of really intelligent people out there were onto
him already.

It’s bloody painful, there’s a gaping hole in my foot. I can’t
walk properly and their solution was to give me stronger
painkillers.

The gentleman, who also has diabetes, is reported as
saying that:
… the 15 hours of fasting before the cancelled surgery and
lack of insulin had affected his health as well.

The article states also that:
His wife … is worried that if the infection spreads and
damages more bone in her husband’s foot, he could lose his
leg.

Who cares? Does this government care? Let me talk
about something else here.
In another article in the Whitehorse Leader of
26 March — the journalists in the area are vigilant —
members of the Labor Party came out in a panic. This is
it: the new federal member for Deakin was like a
frightened rabbit in a spotlight. He had been doing his
hand wringing before the Rudd government, saying,
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‘This is a crisis and I need a bandaid solution pretty
quickly’. It is like launching the four flags or a little bit
of landscaping. The government has come out again
with a great fandango and a panoply of attachments to
get more media spins and actually say, ‘We are going to
alleviate these problems with a few crumbs’.
Mr Leane interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Vogels) —
Order! Mr Leane is out of his place.
Mrs KRONBERG — The reputation of Box Hill
Hospital continues to spread. On 1 March this year —
wait for this — the Geelong Advertiser, a long way
from Box Hill, reported that the Box Hill Hospital is the
only hospital in the state with a longer queue than that
experienced by the hospital under the aegis of Barwon
Health. The Whitehorse Leader of 12 March reported:
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said, in a very couched, apolitical way — a little bit like
the language we see in the Auditor-General’s reports —
that ‘while he would like more money for health across
the board, a new hospital would be a boost to the
community’.
That is couched in politically correct language, wound
down to the most neutral, bland-as-blancmange
statement a medical practitioner with these
responsibilities can make. That is the bottom line, but
he is still asking for it to be done.
Mr Leane — Are you going to talk about stage 1?
Are you going to compliment the work that has been
done?
Mrs KRONBERG — You have already missed
that.
Honourable members interjecting.

… the situation was becoming critical for local residents.
‘Unless there are new buildings and car parks the residents
will suffer’, Cr Chong said.

For those who do not know who Cr Chong is, he is
Cr Robert Chong, to be precise, a former and failed
Labor candidate who still remains a member but has
some sense of duty because he is an elected
representative as a councillor of the Whitehorse
council. He sees this firsthand.
Mr Leane interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Vogels) —
Order! Mr Leane!
Mrs KRONBERG — This is what he says about
the government:
The old hospital is like a rabbit warren and it is very hard to
come up with an efficient service in the present state.

Mr D. Davis — He is actually on the community
consultation committee for the hospital.
Mrs KRONBERG — Exactly! He knows firsthand.
I suggest you, Mr Leane, pick up the phone and have a
little chat with the guy who aspired to be a colleague of
yours in this Parliament. If you do not believe me or all
this evidence, he will tell you what is going on.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Vogels) —
Order! Mrs Kronberg, through the Chair!
Mrs KRONBERG — Sorry. I think it is
worthwhile at this point to talk about the president of
the Whitehorse division of general practice, Dr Chris
Pearce, who is reported in the same article as having

Mrs KRONBERG — The article goes on, quoting
him as saying that:
… a new building was ‘certainly overdue’ to help the hospital
see critically ill patients and cut through elective surgery
waiting lists.

For members of the government, that is as bland as it is
going to get.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Leane
has been warned on a number of occasions by the
Acting President. He is warned again. I suggest that if
he wants to chatter, he leave the chamber and chatter
elsewhere. I will not tolerate persistent interjections and
chatter from that side of the chamber while a speaker is
on her feet. Be warned!
Mrs KRONBERG — As more evidence of the
community being awake to this government’s
malfeasance and neglect, a report in the Whitehorse
Leader of 12 March, headed ‘Minister’s no to
interview’, states:
Health minister Daniel Andrews has refused requests for an
interview on Box Hill Hospital’s future.

I wonder why. In a statement the minister’s media
adviser said:
The hospital received $38.2 million in the 2006/07 budget for
its first stage of development.

This is more illusionary behaviour, more things to
distract and pretend that something is being done. We
know stage 1 was delivered but stage 1 is a ruse to
show that there was some activity while they come to
grips with the reality of how they are going to produce
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the development of a public hospital — not a training
facility and renal dialysis unit. We want a public
hospital. I am sorry that Mr Leane is disappointed; I
would be, too, if I were him.
I refer to a piece — again from the Whitehorse Leader;
it is pretty vigilant — headed ‘Stress bleeds spirit at
Box Hill Hospital’, written by Jon Ryan and published
on 2 April, which states:
Doctors and nurses at Box Hill Hospital are under
‘considerable stress’, according to their industry body.
The Australian Medical Association … said staff were being
placed under pressure by the lack of beds available for
patients.
The situation reflects a wider problem in Victorian public
hospitals, with a new report warning of low morale and
resignations across the state.
…
‘When hospitals run at near capacity, they start to run
inefficiently with cancelled operations, delays in clearing
patients from emergency departments, increased inpatient
length of stay, poor responsiveness to patients’ needs and
worse patient outcomes,’ …
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I have to now ask: what happened when the opposition,
through freedom of information, requested outpatient
lists for the Maroondah Hospital? The government
refused to release them. No wonder — it would have
been doubled up in the foetal position, very concerned
by what had already been revealed. I have to say this:
what horrors will these lists reveal when they finally see
the cold light of day? This is just a little shot across the
bows of the government here. What could come into
sharper focus is some of the commentary from the
people who are dependent on the Maroondah Hospital.
I go to an item that was retrieved from news.com.au on
23 September 2007. It reads like this, and this is why I
have asked government members to listen. I remind
them that they have got two ears and one mouth, and I
suggest that they listen to that degree and apply that
ratio to this statement. It goes like this:
A key Melbourne hospital has been labelled ‘the killing
fields’ at a high-level meeting of doctors.
The damning indictment on the health system is revealed in a
letter from a leading doctor to Premier John Brumby …

It is quoting a Dr Travis.

In the letter Dr Peter Lazzari reveals how Maroondah
Hospital has become known as ‘the killing fields’, as it is
forced to rely on undertrained doctors to manage
life-and-death cases.

I go to the Eastern Health annual report of 2007, which
was tabled in this house. At page 35 the report of the
board of Eastern Health states, in black and white:

…

A final business case for the hospital was endorsed by the
Eastern Health board and the Department of Human Services
in December 2006.

As wounded and frustrated as the board felt, it went on
to talk about the $38.2 million redevelopment and said
that it:
includes four storeys of patient/research/training and office
accommodation and six levels of car park and is on track for
completion in 2008.

It is a long way short of a full, functioning, modernised
public hospital with hundreds of beds. Under the
heading of ‘Moving forward’ on page 3 of the report is
a piece written by Dr Tracey Batten, chief executive of
Eastern Health.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Are you going to give
a speech instead of just quotes?
Mrs KRONBERG — I think it is important to
incorporate this statement of factual material. It states:
The … key priority remains securing funding to progress the
major redevelopment of Box Hill Hospital.

In the letter, he says: ‘ … the chairs of medical staff of
Victoria’s major public hospitals at the August meeting at
AMA House were appalled to hear the Maroondah
representative speak gravely of his hospital’s reputation
among doctors on rotation as the ‘killing fields’.

The last time I think anybody used the term ‘killing
fields’ in this Parliament was probably to do with the
genocide and the excesses of the mad Pol Pot in
Cambodia. I hope that term has great resonance. These
are highly trained people I am quoting; these are people
who study in excess of 12 years to be in a position to be
qualified to make this analysis.
An example is embedded in the article that is also
worth exposing. A gentleman described as a
41-year-old truck driver:
… broke his leg more than a year ago, but is still off work.
When his plaster cast was removed 12 weeks after his initial
operation at Maroondah Hospital, he was left with a painful,
gaping wound near his ankle. Ten months later that wound
has not healed.
The initial operation saw 18 screws and a plate inserted in his
leg but months later —

the gentleman —
was still complaining about pain in the leg.
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He says it took more than 30 visits before he was taken
seriously and doctors discovered five screws holding his
fracture together had broken and the plate was protruding out
of his skin.

That sounds like something that you would see on the
fields of Normandy, not in practice in an advanced
economy here in this state.
I have a letter here which is an awful indictment on the
waiting lists at Maroondah. To lead in we should look
at how one of the paragraphs starts. I think this is a
signature statement, another thing to resonate. It goes
like this:
We had terrible trouble. He was in Maroondah …

There is the cruel odyssey of a family who reported that
their father was admitted to Maroondah Hospital for a
bowel operation and how that progressed through
neglect of his sutures, how he ended up coughing with a
wound open so that he could see his bowel. He moved
into a state of hallucination, and he was told that his
kidneys were collapsing. Through all of this ordeal his
family were seeking to speak to a community liaison
officer at the Maroondah Hospital, but they never got to
talk to one.
He developed pneumonia, which was later diagnosed as
a potential tuberculosis. This family talks about
breaches of barrier nursing, about keeping him in
isolation and how cavalier the hospital was about
maintaining a strict isolation regime while he was
having tests for tuberculosis. People were given a
choice of robing up in this isolated environment, but
barrier nursing — through happenstance — was
available from time to time, and that is documented at
great length.
I am coming to the point of this story, and I think it is
worth quoting:
On the day —

and I will leave out the gentleman’s Christian name —
decided he no longer wanted his life to be prolonged (Friday,
20 July), he requested a power of attorney to be signed …

On 23 July he passed away. His family found out two
days after his death that he had been suffering from
tuberculosis. The precautions to protect visitors and
staff from tuberculosis were flagrantly disregarded, and
I would like to know what the outcome of that
contamination was and whether it remains within
Maroondah Hospital.
If you think about a family who over a period of
months are looking after their 81-year-old father in his
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final months, I think this statement sums it all up as to
how cruel it all was — and this has very little to do with
medical care. It says:
We also have concerns regarding the final death certificate
completed after … passing. There were three different causes
of death crossed out and replaced with other causes. This also
showed us a lack of confidence and a lack of professionalism
on the signing doctor’s behalf.
To see causes of death scribbled out and replaced looks
appalling on a death certificate. After all that we had been
through that was just the final indication of the lack of —

respect of the staff and their communications with the
family.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — I didn’t hear you
screaming when the Kennett government was closing
hospitals.
Mrs KRONBERG — Speaking like this is very
draining because I can imagine what this means to
families and people.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Mrs Kronberg is reaching the conclusion of her speech,
and the minister’s interjections, particularly posing
provocative questions, are not helpful to the debate.
Mrs Kronberg to continue.
Mrs KRONBERG — Thank you, Deputy
President. If the government had been listening to this
account, taking notice of its own numbers on this
occasion and adopting a preparedness to deal with the
situation and grasp it with two hands, if it were
prepared, in the cold light of day to be honest about the
crisis in this state, then it could do nothing else but
support my erstwhile colleague’s motion.
Mr Davis has put it aptly and succinctly, and it is a very
important message for the people of Victoria that their
opposition, their Liberal Party, knows what is going on,
and we will continue to hold this government to
account. There is nowhere for it to hide.
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
oppose the motion from the Leader of the Opposition in
this house, David Davis. The motion is based more on
the Liberal Party’s not being able to understand its own
many failings when it was last in government than on
being able to understand how tirelessly Labor has
worked to overcome them. I wish to acknowledge the
dedication, commitment and leadership of both the
former minister, Bronwyn Pike, and the current
minister, Daniel Andrews — both members of the other
place — for all they have done to overcome years of
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neglect by former state and federal Liberal
governments.
This motion turns a blind eye to the years of absolute
disaster that permeated health policy under
Dr Wooldridge and Dr Nelson in Canberra, and how
their policies had a terrible effect on health delivery
across the nation. The state Labor government has
boosted recurrent funding for health services by 96 per
cent, and most of the problems were as a result of
Mr Davis’s federal colleagues reducing funding in real
terms. Our health system, which is manned by amazing
nurses, brilliant doctors, incredible radiographers and
all the other great health workers, will treat 500 000
more patient attendances than in 1999.
The government has revitalised the Austin Hospital,
committed to a new children’s hospital, begun works
for the revamped Royal Women’s Hospital, and
announced the new Casey Hospital. By sharp contrast
the former Liberal government closed 12 hospitals
across Victoria when it was last in office.
Within my own electorate, we now have a new
short-stay unit for emergency patients at the Western
Hospital, a new mental health short-stay unit in
Werribee, a new multimillion dollar magnetic
resonance imaging machine at the Sunshine hospital,
and a new multimillion dollar health service in the
growing suburb of Craigieburn. Each of those
wonderful new health services, along with all the other
initiatives, have already delivered great health
outcomes to the people who live within my electorate.
This government has worked tirelessly to bring more
nurses back into the health-care system, to improve
their pay and conditions and to significantly boost the
number of nurses being trained to better serve the
people of Victoria.
This government has upgraded 45 ambulance stations
to date, and built 25 new ambulance stations. We have
funded 708 additional paramedics. We have over a
hundred additional ambulances on the road. We are
investing more in health services in country hospitals.
I must also pay my respects to the federal Minister for
Health and Ageing, Nicola Roxon, part of whose own
electorate cuts across my electorate. The minister has
already committed additional health dollars for Victoria
as part of a positive new relationship between the state
and federal government — something that did not exist
when the Howard Liberal government was in power in
Canberra.
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Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, Deputy
President, I do not mean to be pedantic, but the member
is reading word for word from a pre-prepared speech.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I do not
think there is a point of order on this occasion. I have
been following Mr Eideh’s speech and he clearly is
referring to notes, but he has looked up and engaged the
Chair on a number of occasions. I believe he is simply
alluding to what might be copious notes but
nevertheless are notes. Mr Eideh to continue.
Mr EIDEH — I will conclude by saying that I am
sincerely proud of our government’s commitment to the
health care of all Victorians, and even more proud that
the new Rudd Labor government in Canberra will work
with us to ensure greater health care in the years ahead.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to make a few comments on the motion moved by
the Leader of the Opposition in the upper house, David
Davis:
That this houses express its concern at the state government’s
failure to adequately manage Victoria’s public hospital and
health system on which Victorians depend when requiring
necessary and often urgent health care and specifically
express its concern about the inadequate management of the
health needs of ill Victorians through —
(1) the unsatisfactory length of time sick Victorians are
forced to wait for appointments;
(2) the manipulation of hospital waiting lists, particularly
waiting lists for outpatient appointments;
(3) the state government’s failure to adequately fund
desperately needed capital upgrades of hospitals and
community health centres throughout metropolitan and
country Victoria; and
(4) the growing shortage of doctors and nurses and medical
scientists, including specialists, and the state
government’s failure over eight years to plan properly
for Victoria’s needs for a medical workforce of
well-paid and trained doctors and nurses where their pay
and conditions are sufficiently competitive to retain and
attract that skilled workforce.

I need to get that in there, because I hope anyone who
reads Hansard will be able to retain a modicum of
context. My opening comment would be that, after
listening to government members you would think
health is absolutely rosy, that it is all about words, it is
all about public relations, it is all about managing
perceptions and it is all about campaigns, when
certainly the many anecdotes that Mrs Kronberg
referred to and what we read in our daily newspapers
does not match those claims. The polls during the most
recent federal election and at every state election —
certainly since I have been contesting state elections —
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have shown that health is the no. 1 issue in the
community, and health will continue to be a major
concern. The most that governments can expect to do is
manage it as best they can, given the growth in demand
and the growth in the cost of capital works and
equipment and the sophistication in being able to
diagnose a greater number of diseases with the
expectation that people will be treated. The exponential
growth in demand in the area of medicine means that it
will always be a problem.
What I find to be a problem with Labor governments is
their absolute inability and their perpetual state of
denial. They are turning a deaf ear to the genuine
concerns that exist in the community and to the
statistics and empirical data which show that waiting
lists continue to be a problem. There are some
improvements in some areas, but nonetheless the vast
and overwhelming evidence is that government
members do what they do best — that is, they massage,
they manage and they engage in PR and spin, while in
actual fact those hidden waiting lists belie the picture
they have been attempting to convey. I suppose they
have — —
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — I think you would be
better at massage than I would be.
Mrs PEULICH — I can deliver whatever treatment
is necessary, Mr Theophanous. I can belt it out with the
best of them, but I can also hopefully be factual and
impartial in trying to communicate what is very
important in terms of this issue to the community,
certainly to the community that I represent.
The anecdotes, the experience, the perceptions are not
as members of the government suggest. Where those
guys were better when they were in opposition is that
they were able, through their union representatives in
all the hospitals, to get out those examples. They were
able to deploy the former member for Albert Park,
Mr Thwaites, the professional ambulance chaser, to get
a good news story up on every TV station and create
the perception that the whole system was falling part.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Which it was.
Mrs PEULICH — If you were fair dinkum, you
would concede that some of the reforms that were put
in place by the Kennett government continue to be
there.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Which ones?
Mrs PEULICH — For example, the elements of
case-mix funding still remain. The focus on output
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rather than just input, which is your obsession and
essentially the reason for your failure — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I ask the
member to address her remarks through the Chair,
because all she is doing is turning her speech into a duet
with Mr Theophanous. She is encouraging his remarks.
I ask her to direct her remarks through the Chair.
Mrs PEULICH — Deputy President, I will take on
board your guidance, but let me say that I had to sit
through the perpetual baiting and commentary on the
previous opposition speaker — one might even say that
it was bordering on a form of bullying. I thought it was
unfair and uncalled-for, and it certainly has not been
reciprocated by this side. If I am a little tempted to dish
it out, I apologise, but the provocation has been there.
We have had to put up with Mr Theophanous’s
ongoing provocation for some time now.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Mrs Peulich has
made her point. Can I assure her that the Chair has
intervened where it is appropriate to intervene. I ask
that she return to the substance of her speech.
Mrs PEULICH — Going back to the substance,
Victoria now has the longest queues for hospital beds
and certainly the most crowded waiting rooms for
people wanting to see a triage nurse or get access to
treatment. The number of patients languishing in
Victorian waiting rooms has jumped 141 per cent in
three years. This is the worst rate of any state in the
nation, and according to the most recent annual
snapshot from the Australasian College for Emergency
Medicine’s report that appeared in the Herald Sun of
12 August 2007, the Victorian Labor government
provides the lowest level of per capita funding of public
hospitals and has the fewest number of beds per capita
of all the states and territories.
The facts speak for themselves; it does not matter what
spin the government puts on them. I endorse David
Davis’s comments and the community’s frustration that
Labor is so hell-bent on keeping the performance
indicators a secret that it now only publishes the Your
Hospitals report once a year. The Kennett government
published that report on a quarterly basis so the
performance of hospitals was able to be monitored
regularly and closely, unlike this government, which
has a lot to hide. The latest Your Hospitals report shows
that in the last six months 38 109 people were on the
elective surgery waiting list, an increase of 1655 people
from the same time last year; 34 337 people were
waiting on trolleys in emergency departments for more
than 8 hours. People may say a trolley is just like a
hospital bed in that you still get the treatment, but under
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the Kennett regime when this government was in
opposition it was an unacceptable standard; yet it is
now acceptable to the government.
The report also shows that 68 172 people in the last six
months waited for more than 4 hours in the emergency
department waiting room before being treated and
discharged; in the last six months 8426 people
categorised as emergency patients waited longer than
10 minutes for treatment in an emergency department,
an increase of 116 per cent since June 2006; in the last
six months 42 780 people categorised as urgent waited
more than 30 minutes before being treated, an increase
of 68 per cent since June 2006; and the urgent surgery
list has increased by 87 per cent in six months — more
than ever before. All those indicators show quite clearly
the state of health in Victoria and the perpetual denial
of this government and lack of preparedness to be open
and up-front.
In the South Eastern Metropolitan Region the hospital
statistics show that elective surgery waiting lists at the
Casey Hospital have swollen by more than 20 per cent
to a total of 1211 patients; 734 patients waited on
emergency department trolleys for more than
8 hours — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Vogels) —
Order! Apparently the sound system is not working for
Hansard, so we will take a break for a few minutes.
Sitting suspended 8.54 p.m. until 9.09 p.m.
Mrs PEULICH — That was a long pregnant pause.
I suspect I was saying something that government
backbenchers did not want to hear. I have my
suspicions that there has been some attempt to sabotage
the system and deny me this opportunity to speak! But
anybody who knows me knows that I cannot be
silenced.
I was talking about some of the performance indicators
for Casey Hospital. Casey is a catchment area and is
one of the fastest growing municipalities in Australia.
Something like 50 new families move into the area
every week. I referred to the inability of the Casey
Hospital to cope, the need to develop its capacity and a
range of services that the hospital offers. With perhaps
the exception of Mr Somyurek, who has a genuine
commitment to these issues, what do we hear from
local lower house members about these issues in local
papers? Not a word! In actual fact, one lower house
local member is absolutely obsessed with trying to
bring down the local council rather than focusing on
trying to build up the local hospital.
Mr D. Davis interjected.
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Mrs PEULICH — They are indeed. The Frankston
Hospital had 4742 patients waiting on trolleys in the
emergency department for more than 8 hours, but what
have we heard from the member for Frankston in the
other place, Dr Harkness? Not a word. Similarly,
4780 patients waited for more than 4 hours at the
Frankston Hospital emergency department waiting
room before being discharged. This clearly shows that
the local Labor members of Parliament, who enjoy the
lurks and perks of office and who take their holidays on
a regular basis, are not pounding down the doors of
their ministerial colleagues to make sure the community
is getting the services it deserves and that they are
delivered efficiently and effectively.
Throughout the South Eastern Metropolitan Region
there have been some significant problems and
cancellations that are obviously proof of the Brumby
Labor government’s failure to properly manage the
health system. I concede that managing a health system
is a challenge for any government. Between January
and July 2007 more than 1100 ambulances were left
waiting between 30 minutes and 1 hour at Casey
Hospital emergency department, making them
essentially out of service due to lack of beds.
Guidelines published by the Department of Human
Services state that patients should be transferred from
an ambulance to an emergency department within
15 minutes — clearly this is not meeting that particular
performance standard.
There are lots of anecdotes and we read them in the
local papers all the time. The most recent story I read
was about a young woman who was pregnant with
twins and who went to Casey Hospital, only to be
turned back. She returned again and at the behest of her
partner was admitted, and very soon after that she lost
her twins. No doubt many medical staff work hard
under the pressures of underresourcing and the failure
of the government to invest sufficient capital funds to
manage the system efficiently and effectively. It begs
the question of whether the loss of the twins would
have occurred if the young woman had been admitted
in the first instance.
In September 2007 Endeavour Hills resident Sunith
Kitulgoda had quadruple bypass surgery postponed
twice in a fortnight. I hear all the time of reports of
patients being sent back supposedly, to use
Mrs Kronberg’s expression, under the ruse of not being
ready for surgery. I believe this is a tactic for managing
those issues.
In September 2007 an 88-year-old woman was taken to
the Monash Medical Centre, but she died of a cardiac
arrest while sitting in the emergency department
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waiting room. That is not what you expect when you go
to an emergency department. You expect to be looked
after, notwithstanding age. If it were my mother or
grandmother or the mother or grandmother of any other
person in this house, we would expect that person to be
looked after properly in the emergency department
waiting room.
All of these statistics are stories in themselves. In
September 2007, 72-year-old Stewart McKenzie left
Frankston Hospital emergency department after a
5-hour wait without being treated for a suspected heart
attack.
Mr D. Davis — Shameful!
Mrs PEULICH — It is shameful. Some people will
say there are lots of people clogging up emergency
departments and they should not be fronting there
because they ought to be going to their GP first. That is
an absolute nonsense, and clearly those emergency
departments need to be managed far more effectively
than they currently are. This government has failed to
come to terms with that challenge.
In October 2007, 14-month-old Jessica Beet was taken
to Casey Hospital at 5.00 p.m. after her temperature had
spiked to 41 degrees Celsius. It was 7.00 p.m. before
she was able to see a doctor — that is a 2-hour wait for
a young child with a very high temperature. At
10.00 p.m. Mrs Beet had to drive Jessica to the
Dandenong Hospital.
Mr D. Davis interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — Absolutely! The 10 beds at
Casey Hospital to service Casey’s 19 000 under
five-year-olds and 38 000 primary and secondary
school children were no longer available. That is a
disgraceful example of how ineffective and inefficient
our hospital service is.
Mr D. Davis interjected.
Mrs PEULICH — That is right. In particular there
is the restructure of mental health services which
requires mental health service patients having to front
up to the emergency department of the hospital rather
than being able to access services after hours, which in
many instances is when they need them. That is not an
effective way of delivering mental health services.
Experts in the field know that an informal setting is a
much more effective context.
I refer to Rachel Murray, who suffered a miscarriage in
the waiting room toilet of Casey Hospital after visiting
the emergency department twice on the same day and
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waiting patiently for medical care. That story was
pasted over the front page of the local paper and has
received a significant community response. Similarly,
other people have been turned away for no good reason.
Despite all the figures and the projected budget surplus
of $842 million, the Brumby government waited until
the last minute to inject just $15 million as bandaid
relief to less than 20 per cent of the existing waiting list,
which one thinks and understands is a media stunt.
The way that hospital waiting lists have been
manipulated, particularly waiting lists for outpatients
appointments, is deplorable, and we all have examples
of that. At the start of 2008, 38 109 Victorian patients
were on the published waiting list, and there were tens
of thousands of patients on the Brumby Labor
government’s secret waiting list. It is a secret waiting
list that the government is very loath to disclose to the
public, but in fact the opposition and the media have
been instrumental in bringing it to the attention of the
public.
The leaked document in October 2007 showed a secret
Royal Melbourne Hospital waiting list cataloguing very
deep-seated neglect, and many would assume that it is
no different in many other hospitals, including those in
the South Eastern Metropolitan Region, where people
are waiting years for crucial operations including
coronary bypass, bowel resection, hip and knee
replacement, removal of cancerous growths, spinal
operations, removal of lumps in the breast, and brain
surgery. Much of that elective surgery is not really
elective. These medical conditions impact very
dramatically on the quality of life and on the ability of
these patients to go about their normal business, and of
course, many of them are in substantial pain and wait
for unacceptable lengths of time for treatment.
The fact remains that many Victorians are waiting at
the Monash Medical Centre, which services the lower
house electorates of Mount Waverley and Mordialloc
as well as the electorate of Carrum. There are
1486 patients listed on the unreported outpatient list
with appointments, and 1268 patients are waiting to get
an appointment. At Monash Medical Centre the
average waiting time for obtaining a general
practitioner’s referral to see an outpatient specialist is
90 days. That is absolutely deplorable. Of the
2754 hidden patients waiting at the Monash Medical
Centre, six patients have been waiting for 320 days for
an appointment. It is an absolute disgrace. Obviously
these hidden waiting lists are something that this
government and future governments need to address.
All Victorians, including the residents of Casey,
Greater Dandenong, Kingston, Monash and Frankston,
deserve to have access to information about the
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performance of our key services, especially our local
hospitals, and expect to be treated within a reasonable
time.
This is clearly a government that is more interested in
manipulating those numbers than in meeting the health
needs of Victorians, and when it claims that health is its
no. 1 priority, let me say that it is clearly not telling the
truth. The member for Mount Waverley in the other
place, Maxine Morand; the member for Mordialloc in
the other place, Janice Munt; the member for Carrum in
the other place, Jenny Lindell, and the member for
Frankston, Alistair Harkness, all need to be held
accountable for this absolutely sad, sorry and
disgraceful state of affairs.
The state government’s failure to fund desperately
needed capital upgrades of hospitals and community
health centres throughout metropolitan Victoria is
another key area. According to the Australian Medical
Association’s public hospital report card of 2007,
Victoria has poor results for the number of beds per
1000 of weighted population, which is 2.3 per cent
compared to 2.6 per cent nationally, and runs the
system dangerously close to 100 per cent of capacity,
and this is clearly the problem. What that shows is that
there is not sufficient capacity to accommodate some
flexibility, and so when people turn up to emergency
departments or when they need a bed, they cannot get
one.
Victoria comes in last for recurrent expenditure per
person with $588 compared to $665 nationally.
Hospital expenditure per person in Victoria in 2000–01
was $374; in 2005–06 it was $588 per person, a
57.2 per cent increase, the lowest in the nation. In
Western Australia the increase was 115.4 per cent over
the same period. The source of that information was the
2004 report on the state of our public hospitals and the
2007 report on state and territory government recurrent
expenditure per person.
In a Victorian patient satisfaction monitor report, a
survey undertaken between March 2006 and February
2007, Dandenong Hospital and Monash Medical Centre
featured in the top 10 of Victoria’s least favourite
hospitals. Of the 15 800 patients surveyed many said
they did not think their hospital stay helped their health.
That is ironic. Of the 15 800 patients surveyed many
said they did not think their hospital stay was helpful to
their health. With which Western World country can
we match that sort of experience? I think it is a
shameful reflection of this government’s performance.
The Australian Medical Association said that hospitals
lacked the resources to cope with demand. It said that

Wednesday, 9 April 2008

patients wait for half an hour, 1 hour, 2 hours and they
walk out. What we need is a commitment from the
government to understand the fact that we do not have
enough capacity in the system.
This applies in particular to the South Eastern
Metropolitan Region, which is one of the fastest
growing regions in the state and contains some of the
fastest growing suburbs in Australia. Southern Health
recorded a $6.6 million operating deficit in 2006–07
compared with a $2.4 million operating surplus in
2005–06. Over the last five financial years there have
been four operating deficits totalling $54.546 million.
Capital purposes funding from the Department of
Human Services was $7 million, 18 per cent less than in
2005–06. Capital grants from the government have
been slashed from $36 444 million in 2005–06 to just
$21 251 million in 2006–07, a 42 per cent reduction in
capital grants funding. Where is the substance of the
argument about health being managed effectively by
this government?
Ambulance bypasses increased from 94 in 2005–06 to
149 in 2006–07, a 37 per cent increase. The number of
coronary beds has decreased by 10 per cent since
2003–04. Freedom of information documents for July
to December 2006 reveal that 6613 Casey community
health service patients waited for general dental
treatment, and 521 patients waited for denture care.
In recent times I have received representations from
other community health centres concerned that the
revocation of their charitable status is going to
dramatically impact not only on their capacity to
remunerate through salary sacrifice but also on their
ability to keep important health and allied health staff. It
will also impact dramatically on their services. In
particular I have received representations from
MonashLink Community Health Service as well as
from the Central Bayside Community Health Services
with very compelling arguments. I know they have a
temporary reprieve, but this government needs to get its
act together to make sure the community health centres
have the resources they need because they play a very
important role, not only in the delivery of health
services, but also in prevention.
Is it any wonder that patients are being turned away
from hospital doors? Is it any wonder that people are
waiting too long to have their health needs attended to?
Is it any wonder that the community still continues to
have serious concerns about the state of our health
system? There is a lack of confidence, and the
government needs to be up-front and set some
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performance indicators on which they report on a
regular basis if that trust is to be regained.
The last point is the growing shortage of doctors and
nurses, including specialists, and of course, the state
government’s failure over eight years to plan properly
for Victoria’s need for a medical workforce is an issue.
In the next five years Victoria, which already has an
understaffed health system, will face the largest
shortage of doctors, nurses and medical staff that the
state has seen. Obviously the ageing of the population
and the increase in chronic illnesses are placing
increased demands on an ageing health workforce that
is already overworked and poorly distributed. In
particular I am referring to the lack of medicos in the
rural and regional parts of Victoria, and although I do
not represent them certainly many of my constituents
have family who have much less access to health
services than even those of us in the fairly poorly run
system in the central business district.
Increasingly new entrants to the workforce are female,
and research indicates that they are generally looking to
work fewer hours in areas and specialities that will offer
financial rewards to offset the educational costs that
sometimes total over $200 000. The increasing push for
a better focus on prevention, publicly funded dental
care, early intervention, and a team-care approach to the
management of chronic illnesses will continue to
exacerbate the current shortage of doctors, nurses,
dentists, pharmacists, midwives and allied health
professionals.
With other states actively trying to poach our doctors
and medical graduates, it is vital that the benefits of
working and training in Victoria are positively
promoted by this government. Unfortunately, attracting
and retaining doctors has not been a high priority for
the Brumby government, and our best and brightest are
being lured away, not only by more attractive salaries
but also by relocation packages that are much better in
other states. Victoria needs to be more competitive. We
need to offer more generous relocation packages to be
able to compete.
I know there is difficulty accessing general
practitioners. Many of them have closed their books. As
a result people are turning to their pharmacists, who
have always been a point of contact for health
information and advice. Clearly this is an issue and we
need to make sure that members of our community can
access expertise and health services when they need
them.
Lastly, when this government came into office it
promised to fix the health system. It has not. It now
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looks to the Rudd federal government to do that for it,
but I suspect that will not work either. We cannot
continue to be in a state of denial. These problems are
serious, they are ongoing and they need to be resolved.
The community deserves better than it is currently
getting.
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) — This
has been a long debate. In some ways it has been a
fairly emotional debate. A lot of members have very
strong views about issues concerning health, and
clearly there are some horror stories. Some of those
stories have been visited in the course of this debate.
I am mindful to some extent of a remark that was made
by a former Minister for Health in this place and
member of my party, Rob Knowles. He once said to
me, ‘If you had to be sick, where in the world would
you choose to be?’. The reality is that Victoria would
probably be fairly high on the list of places to be if you
had some very serious illness. That is not to say that
some tragic mistakes have not been made within the
system. Some of them have been systemic mistakes,
some have occurred because the system is clearly under
stress, some have occurred because of
miscommunication, and some of them have been
caused by changes in the health services delivery
models that we have had and our failure as
policy-makers and particularly, given that the
government is at the wheel, the failure of the
government to adjust and change those models to
reflect changing circumstances.
One of the ones that is in my mind was alluded to by
the previous speaker, Mrs Peulich. She commented on
the fact that many general practitioners and the clinics
they usually operate from are now closing much earlier
and have less involvement in home visits than they
have traditionally had. The result of that is that now you
see people presenting at pharmacies for advice and also
presenting at emergency departments with what might
be characterised in some circumstances as niggles. No
doubt these matters cause some anxiety to the people
who are suffering them but the characterisation of the
ailment they present with might be that it is not quite as
serious as some of the other ailments that people
present with at those emergency departments,
particularly on weekends.
When I think of emergency departments and some of
the other places I have seen, I have nothing but
admiration for the people who work in those centres
within the hospitals. In many cases medical
professionals are at some risk of injury because of the
nature of some of the people who present in those
emergency departments — people who are charged
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with alcohol or drugs or are quite aggressive and angry
for a range of other reasons. The result is that on a
weekend many emergency departments in hospitals
look something like mobile army surgical hospitals.
There is a need for them to deal with circumstances that
are well beyond what might be expected of them in
delivering immediate emergency medical care. They
need to diagnose the circumstances of the people who
present and determine whether they require
hospitalisation or immediate surgery or whether they
can be sent home with an aspirin.
The system has changed. As I said, I do not think we
have adapted anywhere near well enough to those
changes. In this debate we have heard a lot of
comparison between the Labor years of government
and the Kennett years of government. Members in this
place will know that I have some real trouble with those
comparisons because, apart from anything else, to talk
about those two governments is to talk about quite
different economic circumstances and taxation bases.
When it comes to things like hospitals, we are even
talking about vastly different medical technologies and
capabilities. I always despair when the approach of
members of Parliament, the policy-makers in a state
like ours, is an absolute enthusiasm for looking back
and ridiculing — trying constantly to look in the
rear-vision mirror at some of these crucial issues. The
reality is that there is very little profit in comparing this
government’s performance with that of the Kennett
government. As I have said, the budget parameters are
entirely different. This government criticised the GST
for all it was worth, but it happily accepts the cheques.
Those cheques have been enough to almost double the
state budget since 1999 — in a period of eight and a bit
years we have virtually doubled the state budget. You
would expect some serious outcomes from that.
One of the real concerns I have with the debate beyond
this foolish and futile comparison with the past is that
again there seems to be an intent or expectation in the
government that if you spend more money, that is the
measurement or achievement. The reality is that what
we ought to be talking about in a place like this is not
who spends the most money, because successive
governments will always take the mantle. The current
government will always have spent more money and
raised more taxes than the one before because of
inflationary factors and a range of other matters, unless
of course it takes a massive cut to its taxation base. We
as policy-makers ought to be talking about outcomes.
My real concern with this government is that too often
its members are not focused sufficiently on those
outcomes but are far too focused on what I call the
Kodak opportunities that come with simply taking a
cheque to wherever they visit. They are not terribly
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concerned about what is achieved by the expenditure of
that money.
The reality is that we are in a very fortunate position
here in Victoria. Our health system, no matter what
arguments we might put and concerns we might have,
is world class. But it could be so much better. The sorts
of tragedies members have talked about today and the
emotions that have been raised in this debate are
evidence of the fact that we should be doing better. The
loss of talented people from our system is an indication
that we should be doing better. As I said, circumstances
have changed. General practice is one area that I
alluded to. Another fact that we could do something
about if we were really serious in a public policy
sense — and I challenge the government to look at this
as a matter of looking forward — is that so many very
talented, experienced, skilled, capable doctors leave the
profession too early. At the very least they leave seven
years too early — I think it is seven; it is either five or
seven. The time frame is important — and I regret I do
not have that exact figure, whether it is five or seven —
because what determines the time frame of those early
departures from medicine of very talented, skilled and
experienced people is the insurance system. It is the fact
that there is a time lag between when they complete
their last operation and how long they carry a liability
in insurance terms in case they are sued.
Mr D. Davis — It is seven years.
Mr ATKINSON — It is seven years. Many good
people leave the profession before they want to, simply
because they cannot afford to let that seven years
stretch on, perhaps into their dotage. The cost to the
profession and the community of that one thing,
particularly in rural and regional areas, is a significant
factor that governments have not addressed. Yet it
would simply be a matter of having a look at some of
those insurance aspects and saying, ‘Can we do better?
Can we reshape the system? Can we provide support to
some of those doctors to ensure that we have a better
process in terms of retaining medical experience,
particularly in country areas?’.
The loss of medical practitioners prepared to do
obstetrics throughout Victoria is extraordinary;
obstetrics is one of the most litigious areas in medicine.
Doctors think to themselves, ‘I am not prepared to do
that, because I am running a real risk of litigation if I do
not deliver the perfect baby. Frankly, if I deliver it in a
small hospital instead of a major regional centre, or
preferably in a metropolitan centre that has everything
on tap if something goes wrong, I am running a real
risk to my reputation, to my livelihood — to the
works’. We need to think about that sort of issue. It is
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not going to be sufficient to simply train up more
doctors or import more doctors from overseas and send
them into the country and think that we have fixed the
problem, because some of the basic issues will still
remain unless we address those as well.
I am very concerned about doctor training here in this
country. I am concerned that the college of surgeons
has far too much influence on how we train doctors and
the basis on which they will be allowed to practise
medicine. I am outraged, in fact, that to become a
doctor you need to achieve, at the age of some 17 years,
a 99.5 per cent score in your Victorian certificate of
education. If you do, you are obviously going to be a
suitable person to be a doctor! But if you get 99.1 per
cent or 99.2 or, heaven forbid, 89, you are not a suitable
person to be a doctor. What rubbish!
We ought to be taking into account many more
attributes in terms of allowing people access to medical
studies, because the community needs people who are
competent, empathetic, good doctors. Achieving 99.5 in
a single set of exams when you are 17 years of age does
not determine your worth right through life. Because of
that restriction, because of the practice that we have in
this country, we have to bring doctors in from Iraq,
Pakistan, India, Eastern Europe, South Africa and other
countries. These doctors are much more needed in their
countries of origin — countries which, though much
poorer, have spent a great deal of money on training
those doctors up and giving them skills. I know that
such doctors go through a fairly rigorous process to test
their abilities when they come to Australia, but I
nonetheless wonder how many of those doctors, who
we rely on to supplement our medical services here in
this state, would have got 99.5 per cent in their exams at
17 years of age, wherever they were domiciled.
We have to get serious about this. I have heard a lot of
criticism of the previous federal government. I notice
that the previous federal government in fact invested
considerably, and members who represent the Geelong
region will know that, because Deakin University, one
of the major beneficiaries, invested considerably in
additional training of nurses. Whether or not that
investment was sufficient is a judgement we can all
make. Clearly we need to train more people in the
medical professions. We need to train people in many
more professions, because one of the major problems
we have right across this state is our deteriorating skills
base. Skills shortages are going to be a significant
factor for us going forward.
However, when you train people you also need to be
able to guarantee them that going forward they will get
the remuneration rewards that are commensurate with
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the investment they have made of their time, energy,
experience and skills, and the investment they are
prepared to make on an ongoing basis to treat people in
the medical system. We also need to ensure that we
provide them with the resources to do the job properly.
I have spoken to some doctors who have been imported
to Australia from countries such as India, Pakistan and
Iraq. One of the reasons they gave for seeking to be part
of the Australian, American, British or Singaporean
systems is the fact that it gives them the opportunity to
use the best technology. From that point of view we
need to support them with the resources that enable
them to do their job and deliver a higher standard of
health services in our community.
I join with my colleagues from the Eastern
Metropolitan Region in imploring the government to
invest funds in this next budget for an upgrade of the
Box Hill Hospital. I am not going to go over the
statistics; a number of members have gone over them,
including David Davis and Mrs Kronberg. They have
illustrated clearly that this hospital is well overdue for
support from the government. I understand there has
already been some work done there and that a number
of initiatives that they have undertaken, particularly in
renal medicine and in some of the maternity facilities
there, have been significant and world class.
I acknowledge that this government has spent money to
ensure that facilities have been put in place to achieve
standards of medicine in some of those fields that we
would expect. As Gordon Ashley, a former colleague
and member for Bayswater in another place, used to
say, Box Hill Hospital in effect services an area in the
eastern suburbs that has a population that is greater than
the city of Adelaide. It is important to recognise that
when we look at the status of the Box Hill Hospital. I
implore the government to invest the funds that are
necessary so that hospital can do an effective job in
serving that population.
I hope there are no clouds on the horizon for either the
William Angliss Hospital or the Maroondah Hospital,
which have both been constrained by this government’s
policies in recent years. It has been the opposition
which has raised those matters, particularly in terms of
cardiac care at William Angliss and mental health care
at Maroondah. I would also hope that those two
hospitals continue to receive the level of funding
support for facilities that are necessary and
commensurate with the work that they do in the
community.
Given that this has been a long debate and many
members have made contributions involving statistics
and so forth, that is more than enough said. In public
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policy terms let us stop looking in the rear vision
mirror. Let us stop looking at a blame game and rather
start looking at what ought to be done to improve on
our health system going forward.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am also
pleased to rise and support the motion moved by the
Leader of the Opposition, Mr Davis, because health is
core business for state governments. Regardless of what
some government members have said today, there are
significant issues affecting our health system
throughout Victoria. I will keep my contribution brief,
given the time constraints.
We have heard much from government members about
dollars spent, but not about outcomes. We have heard
much about the years under the Kennett government,
and I think opposition members have responded to
those claims more than adequately. I will just pick up
on one comment made by one government member.
Mr Tee said, if my recollection is correct, that it is
critical that services are delivered locally. I could not
agree more with Mr Tee that it is critical that services
are delivered locally.
Ms Lovell interjected.
Mr O’DONOHUE — What an absolute tragedy it
is that when there was an opportunity for the new
federalism that was promoted by Mr Rudd — an
opportunity for cooperative federalism, Ms Lovell —
the government failed at the first opportunity.
The Warley Hospital, which had been operating for
84 years on Phillip Island, was in desperate crisis earlier
this year. Late last year the federal member for Flinders,
Greg Hunt, secured $2.5 million worth of funding for
that hospital, which the then opposition failed to match.
After the election, Steve Bracks, the then Premier,
stated that he would not be providing funding for
Warley as it was a private hospital and it was not the
responsibility of the state government. The state
government flicked it to the federal government, and
the federal government refused to take responsibility.
The sad reality is that the people of Phillip Island, after
85 years, have been left without a hospital.
If people have accidents on the grand prix circuit or the
elderly community down there have health problems,
they have nowhere to go. They have to go to
Wonthaggi. If Wonthaggi is not open for whatever
reason, which it is not from time to time, they have to
go to Traralgon or to Dandenong, or potentially Casey.
I agree with the comments made by Mr Tee that it is
important that services are available locally.
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Sadly, in the Eastern Victoria Region that is not a
possibility. If you live in Gippsland, you need to get to
Traralgon Hospital for most major procedures, whether
that is from Cann River, Yarram, Phillip Island or
elsewhere. If you live in the Upper Yarra, the services
provided at Healesville often leave much to be desired,
and there is no public transport from Upper Yarra
towns such as Warburton or Yarra Junction to
Healesville Hospital. This government has closed the
birthing unit at Rosebud Hospital, so if you live on the
Mornington Peninsula, you now need to travel to
Frankston. If you live in Portsea or at Cape Schanck,
you potentially have a long drive to get to Frankston
Hospital.
If you live in the local government areas of Casey,
Cardinia or the Bass Coast and are in need of respite
care, there is a real chance that the only 24-hour,
7-day-a-week respite centre at Koo Wee Rup will not
be open, because this government has recently
announced it is refusing to provide the capital required
to fund the new respite centre.
Throughout the Eastern Victoria Region there is a real
crisis in health care. I will just finish with one other
comment. I have heard very little said today about the
need for preventive health. We all know that younger
people these days do not exercise enough, but this
government has not invested enough in physical
education, physical education teachers and time at
school to teach younger people the importance of
keeping healthy and staying fit. Preventive health
makes an enormous difference to the health-care
system, and we will unfortunately not be able to reap
the dividends in the future because of the lack of
investment in preventive health by this government.
Mr Leane interjected.
Mr O’DONOHUE — Through you, Acting
President, I advise Mr Leane that this government has a
lot to do in relation to health. Its record in health is not
good. It may have increased investment, but it has not
improved outcomes. I congratulate the Leader of the
Opposition on moving this motion, which I will support
wholeheartedly.
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to wind up what has been a long and productive
debate in this chamber today on this motion to express
concern at the state government’s failure to manage the
Victorian public hospital and health system. There are a
number of important parts to the motion. One deals
with the length of time that people are on waiting lists
for appointments. Another part deals with the
manipulation of hospital waiting lists, particularly the
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outpatient waiting lists. Another deals with the need for
capital upgrades. From talking to Mr Vogels, it is clear
that the Warrnambool hospital is one example of a
hospital that needs an upgrade. Prior to the recent
election the opposition had committed to that upgrade,
but the government has failed to come forward and
match that. The opposition has committed to upgrade
the Ballarat hospital, and that commitment is a very
important one, given the region it serves. We have
heard about the need to upgrade a critical hospital like
Box Hill Hospital, which serves so much of
Melbourne’s eastern suburbs, and we have heard about
the need for other capital funding throughout the
system.
In the debate we also talked about the critical threat that
faces community health centres. I am particularly
concerned that the guts will be ripped out of community
health in Victoria if the current steps by the ATO are
not ameliorated with additional funds from somewhere
or a change in structure or arrangement. It is clear from
the memo I read earlier in the debate that the Brumby
government is actively contemplating forced mergers of
community health centres with large hospitals. As I said
in the earlier part of the debate, I am deeply concerned
that that will see an end to community health as we
know it in Victoria.
The debate also covered the shortages of doctors,
nurses and other health workers. This government has
not managed its industrial relations activities in the
health sector well, it has not managed its relationships
with the professional associations well, and it has not
lived up to its responsibilities with respect to training.
This government could have done much more with
training. We are now in an international marketplace
where there is enormous competition for skilled health
professionals — Mr Atkinson made that point clear —
but this government has not yet fully woken up to the
extreme competitiveness of the marketplace for skilled
health professionals nationally and internationally.
On the matter of the waiting lists, it was the
Auditor-General’s report of a few years ago that broke
the story, as it were, about the secret waiting lists under
the Labor government, and what the shadow Minister
for Health, the member for Caulfield in another place,
Helen Shardey, has done with a series of FOI requests
has shown Victorians and the community that these
secret waiting lists are enormously long. They are
composed of individual Victorians who are waiting
inordinate periods, in some cases just to get their initial
appointments, before they can register on the official
waiting lists that are publicised and before they are
counted as people who are waiting. These waits on the
outpatient lists can be several years in length, and in
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some cases it is clear that people are shuffled from one
list to another.
There is no doubt that the Premier, the present Minister
for Health in the other house, Mr Andrews, and his
predecessor, now the Minister for Education, Ms Pike,
have to bear the responsibility for the growth in these
waiting lists, for the secretive way they have been
manipulated and for the deceit that has been involved in
misleading Victorians. It is a cruel deceit, because this
is about the individuals who are forced to wait; it is a
cruel deceit because this is done without regard to the
impact on people and their families. It is for those
reasons that I invite the house to support this motion
today.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 16
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr

Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Lovell, Ms
O’Donohue, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs (Teller)
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Vogels, Mr (Teller)

Noes, 19
Broad, Ms (Teller)
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Kavanagh, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Madden, Mr (Teller)
Mikakos, Ms

Pakula, Mr
Scheffer, Mr
Smith, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tee, Mr
Theophanous, Mr
Thornley, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Dalla-Riva, Mr

Pulford, Ms

Pair
Motion negatived.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.
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Read first time for Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister
for Planning) on motion of Mr Lenders.
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ADJOURNMENT
The PRESIDENT — Order! The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.

Preschools: special needs funding
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — The issue I
raise tonight is for the attention of the Minister for
Children and Early Childhood Development in the
other place, and it is regarding the kindergarten
inclusion support program. My request is for the
minister to conduct a thorough audit of the unmet need
for the kindergarten inclusion support packages with a
view to increasing funding and expanding the eligibility
criteria so that an increased number of Victorian
children can benefit from the program.
More state government funding is desperately needed
to assist Victoria’s underresourced kindergartens
struggling to cope with special needs children.
Kindergarten is an important stage in early education,
and statistics show that children who attend at least one
year of kindergarten are better prepared for their early
years at school. However, in Victoria many children are
missing out on a kindergarten experience or are not
receiving the full benefit due to a severe shortage of
assistance packages through the kindergarten inclusion
support program.
At the end of March I met with a group of Bendigo
parents who expressed a need for increased funding to
help their kindergartens afford desperately needed
teachers aides. In the Bendigo region there are only
22.5 packages of 10 hours each available to cover the
five local government areas of Greater Bendigo,
Macedon Ranges, Mount Alexander, Campaspe,
Central Goldfields and parts of Loddon.
The Golden Square Kindergarten alone has 16 students
with special needs enrolled, but it receives funding for
only one child. The lack of support packages means
that children who really need one-on-one attention to
gain the full benefit of the kindergarten program are
missing out and often do not interact with others or
participate in activities because teachers do not have the
time to engage them.
This results in diminished preschool programs for the
special needs children. The kindergartens cannot afford
to employ additional staff out of their budgets to spend
individualised time with special needs students who
struggle with learning or behavioural difficulties.
Currently eligibility for funding is so strict that students
have to be a risk to themselves or others or have a
disability or medical condition that demands constant
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supervision to qualify. I have heard of several children
diagnosed with autism and other children who
obviously need additional care and attention who have
been denied funding because they simply do not fit into
the box.
The special needs funding structure also affects other
students, with teachers too tied up with special needs
students to provide the other students with the full
preschool program they deserve, and kindergarten
committees are particularly concerned about the
organisation of special needs students in an emergency
situation such as a fire evacuation.
I urge the minister to conduct the audit of unmet need
and to increase funding accordingly to provide
Victoria’s kindergartens with better access to
desperately needed teachers aides so that more children
can enjoy the full benefits of kindergarten in Victoria.

Libraries: Colac
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for Local
Government in the other place, Mr Wynne. The
government is planning to close the Colac Public
Library in favour of a school library with public access
at the new Colac Secondary School, which will be
called the Beechy Centre. This is a bad move, as it will
result in less public access to the library for the people
of Colac and regional areas near Colac. It is also a
cost-cutting exercise.
Currently there are school libraries in the eastern
suburbs of Melbourne which are also public libraries,
but these suburbs also have public libraries. Why can
Colac not have both? The current library is close to
other council services in the central part of Colac, and it
is convenient for shoppers at the shopping centre. It is
near the train station, so people can drop in when
waiting for a train or waiting to be picked up from the
station. This is obviously a great help for people in
regional areas near Colac.
Closing the library in favour of the Beechy Centre will
lead to a net loss in library services for the community.
The new library will not replace the old one. The
location of the Beechy Centre is not so convenient, so
fewer people will be able to access it. Also there is a
serious issue about internet access at the new library,
which is likely to be restricted because the library is
part of a school. An example of this would be an adult
woman researching breast cancer, who might find
herself restricted by the school’s net nanny, which
might block internet sites containing the word ‘breast’
and so on.
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The action I request of the minister is to keep the Colac
Public Library open.

Libraries: regional services
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — I also raise a
matter in relation to library funding for the Minister for
Local Government in the other place, and it concerns
state government funding for regional library services.
The recent Auditor-General’s report on local
government shows that all 12 remaining regional
library corporations are struggling to make ends meet
and that the financial sustainability of five of them is at
serious risk because they do not have enough recurrent
funding. Public libraries are struggling to survive due to
the Brumby government’s cost shifting of its share of
funding, forcing councils to pour in more and more
ratepayers funds to keep libraries open.
Council contributions range from 62 per cent to 80 per
cent, while government grants range from 30 per cent
down to just 18 per cent. The Brumby government
would do better if it adopted the Liberal Party policy
taken to the 2006 election of increasing library funding
to an average of $9 per head of population. This would
restore state government funding to a level of about
40 per cent instead of the 25 per cent the government
now begrudgingly allocates to councils.
This is another example of this government’s ongoing
cost shifting. Public library costs far exceed growth in
state government grants as demands for more
information technology grow. Local governments
urgently need a substantial increase in recurrent library
grants so that regional library service demands can be
met. The funding formula adopted by the Living
Libraries program for country libraries is forcing library
operating costs back onto ratepayers while library
collections become obsolete.
The Auditor-General also reported that half of all
regional library corporations are unable to spend
sufficient money on maintaining their book stocks.
Many collections are old and desperately need renewal,
and libraries are not adequately funded to invest in the
recommended eight-year replacement cycle.
Operating costs continue to go through the roof while
contributions from the state government continue to fall
even though the Brumby government spends at least
$150 million annually on self-promotion. Over recent
years staff morale has plummeted as library managers
try to keep up with public demand on a shoestring.
The Brumby government crows about its support for
regional Victorians and the growth in industry and jobs,
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but it is not prepared to match or adequately fund
library services so that they can meet the demands of
growing populations in many local government areas.
My request is for the minister to genuinely review the
current situation and to increase recurrent library
funding so that local governments can meet the
growing demand of ratepayers for their library services.

Sale Primary School: Japanese program
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Education in the
other place in relation to a shortfall in accommodation
at the Sale Primary School that is jeopardising its
highly successful LOTE (languages other than English)
program in Japanese.
I have previously made representation to the minister
on this matter on the basis of concerns put to me by the
Sale Primary School subbranch of the Australian
Education Union. I am sure I will have the support of
all members of the government on this matter. The
minister’s response was regrettably dismissive. She said
that based on the 2008 first-day enrolment of
563 students, Sale Primary School has sufficient
classrooms to meet its entitlement, and that the
department will continue to monitor student numbers at
Sale Primary School and, should enrolment numbers
increase, an appropriate facility will be provided. In
short, the minister has applied a standard formula based
on the sole criterion of enrolment numbers. Given the
government’s rhetoric of the past week about the
importance of raising standards in education, I find this
an incredible approach by the minister.
Sale Primary School — that is, Sale 545, as it is known
in the local community — has long been recognised for
providing an outstanding quality of education. Indeed I
am a former student of that great establishment. The
LOTE program in Japanese is just one of its notable
achievements. Despite many schools having found it
difficult to establish and maintain quality LOTE
programs, Sale 545 has done so very successfully. The
growth of the school and the popularity of the Japanese
language program have created the need for an
additional classroom to provide a separate room for the
program to continue.
The government expects schools to offer a LOTE
program, so when they do it is reasonable to expect that
the funding and facilities are made available. The lack
of a facility at Sale 545 has compromised this program,
affected the morale of the teacher who runs the class,
and aroused the ire of the rest of the school community,
particularly the staff and undoubtedly the families
involved in that community. In this situation the
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minister has failed to take account of the standard of
education service the school provides, the teacher’s
commitment and the school community’s support of
that program.
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Bentleigh’s parks and sports grounds, such as the use of
drought-tolerant grasses and improved irrigation
methods.

Maroondah Highway: Black Spur speed limits
I therefore request that the minister accept the
submission for an additional classroom for Sale 545
and apply the criterion of quality in education services
when making that decision.

Glen Eira: sporting facilities
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs in the other place.
It is in relation to funding for the Glen Eira City
Council’s sports facilities. This is really important
particularly with ongoing droughts. The City of Glen
Eira recently conducted a survey of over 700 people, all
of whom said that their sports grounds were amongst
the most treasured aspects of their community and that
they were very precious to them.
I welcome the state government’s contribution, which
will ensure that Bentleigh Recreation Reserve is
operational for the next summer sporting season. That
is a really good initiative of the government. However,
there are still a number of parks in the Bentleigh
electorate that will be lost forever if the government
does not provide some additional funding. These parks
include Allnutt Park, Bailey Reserve, Centenary Park,
Duncan Mackinnon Reserve, Halley Park, Joyce Park,
King George VI Memorial Reserve, Mackie Road
Reserve, Marlborough Street Reserve, McKinnon
Reserve, Moorleigh Community Village, Victory Park,
Virginia Park and Wattle Grove Reserve.
All those grounds enjoy a large patronage of sporting
groups with members of all ages and at all times during
the week, but they are under severe stress because of
their state. People are concerned to keep the parks alive
during the winter time so that they can be ready for
sporting activities during the summer.
We know that obesity is on the increase in our
community. It is important, if not imperative, that
people of all ages in our community get an opportunity
to enjoy sporting activity, and they need well-watered
and safe sporting grounds in order to do that. The City
of Glen Eira is particularly concerned about this. It
wants to be involved with the government in doing
something to protect its park facilities.
The action I am seeking this evening is that as a matter
of urgency the minister provide to the City of Glen Eira
funding which is adequate to employ strategies to save

Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — My
matter in the adjournment debate is for the Minister for
Roads and Ports in the other place. It relates to a
reduction in the speed limit through the Black Spur near
Marysville. I have been contacted by local constituents
who are alarmed that the government has proposed the
introduction of an 80-kilometre-per-hour speed limit
through the Black Spur section of the Maroondah
Highway. The locals who know this area believe this
would be a disastrous backward step that would not
solve any of the problems there.
It is not possible to travel safely along most of the
Black Spur at much more than 60 to 70 kilometres an
hour, and in many places even less than that, so the
80 or 100-kilometre-per-hour limit is largely
meaningless. However, in a number of places through
the Black Spur it is perfectly safe to travel at
100 kilometres per hour. These facts are well known by
locals who regularly travel the Spur and who will now
be caught speeding in areas where it is perfectly safe to
travel at 100 kilometres per hour.
The real cause of most of the accidents along this
stretch of road is when it is wet and slippery due to
weather conditions, and that is the case regardless of the
speed limit. In those instances it is unsafe to travel at
much above 40 to 50 kilometres per hour. The local
community knows this and wonders why the
government has chosen to ignore the fact that the Black
Spur has been used as a motorcycle racetrack. This is a
real danger.
Another foolish decision by this government which will
have little or no effect on the real problem relates to
motorcycle racing. According to my constituents, this is
just another ill-informed and ill-conceived knee-jerk
reaction to ban everything. The locals would rather
have a serious police blitz on motorcycle racers.
Slow-moving traffic is already a major problem on the
Black Spur. Reducing the speed limit will only
exacerbate that problem as some people, especially
tourists, will think that they should now travel even
more slowly.
The Maroondah Highway is a major arterial road, and
its passage through the Black Spur is already very
clogged, especially by large commercial vehicles. The
action I seek is for the minister is to ensure that the
government looks at ways to improve the traffic flow in
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country Victoria. In this particular case a number of
sensible alternatives should have been considered. An
example is that it should have looked at building
widened double overtaking lanes at intervals to allow
vehicles to overtake. I suggest this would be a good
course of action. I suggest also that signs should be
erected to instruct slow vehicles to pull over and that
more shoulders should be constructed to enable them to
do so. I suggest further that a strong police presence at
certain times would also assist in controlling
motorcycle racing.

this small town is not the place for the style of buildings
that are planned to be built.

Planning: Shoreham development

Tonight the action I seek from the Minister for Planning
is for him to sign off the DDO as soon as possible to
ensure that the town character of this beautiful
peninsula village is preserved, not just for this
generation but for generations to come.

Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — Tonight I raise
an issue for the Minister for Planning that concerns the
small, peaceful township of Shoreham, located in the
heart of the Mornington Peninsula. I am sure no-one in
this chamber would disagree when I say that the
Mornington Peninsula is a special place. It is the only
regional area contained within the Melbourne statistical
area and included in the Melbourne 2030 plan, yet it
has a distinct feeling and many distinct towns all of its
own. It is also one of Australia’s best wine
grape-growing regions and has some of the best
beaches in the state, and indeed the country. It is not an
overstatement to say that the peninsula as a whole is a
gem of a tourist attraction for Victoria.
Among its great assets are the sleepy, peaceful towns
located outside the urban growth boundary on the
peninsula, but the peninsula and its small towns,
particularly Shoreham, are under threat. With a
population of 900, Shoreham is a small town that has a
post office, a general store, tennis courts and a Country
Fire Authority station. It is located off the main road
and has no major hotels or shopping strips. It is a quiet
peninsula town. Shoreham is not the place for
high-density, high-rise development, but high-density
development is planned for this sleepy seaside village.
There are plans afoot for a huge, three-storey
monstrosity, which is totally out of character with the
town, to be built right in the centre of Shoreham, and
just down the road a second development of a similar
nature is planned. Both are high-density developments
that bear no real architectural or urban design similarity
to any other buildings in Shoreham. Both would change
the streetscape of the main street and would thoroughly
change the town landscape from its existing small,
one-storey wooden structures to large-style apartment
buildings, which are better suited to the inner city areas
of Melbourne. As I have stated in this chamber before, I
do not oppose high-rise development and I do not
necessarily oppose high-density development in certain
areas, but any inspection of Shoreham will show that

A design and development overlay (DDO) drawn up by
the Mornington Peninsula Shire Council to protect the
town from inappropriate development is now with the
Minister for Planning, and I am advised it is awaiting
his signature. If it were approved, it would provide a
significant level of protection for the town’s character
and allow it to grow in a manner consistent with the
current identity of the town.

Weeds: control
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My matter
this evening is for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change. There is a crisis in the Dandenong
Ranges and in parts of the shire of Cardinia with the
proliferation of noxious and unwanted weeds.
Unwanted weeds such as ragwort, sweet pittosporum,
blackberries and other feral species are taking over. We
have a situation where there is disagreement between
local government and the state government as to who is
responsible for eradicating roadside weeds. This dispute
has been going on for several years. Despite a meeting
taking place last Wednesday, 2 April, between the
Municipal Association of Victoria, the Department of
Primary Industries and the Department of Sustainability
and Environment, no decision has yet been made and
no announcement has been made. Every day that this
government dithers about who is responsible, the weeds
grow more and the eventual job of eradicating them
becomes larger.
The Shire of Cardinia is most concerned that it does not
have the resources to adequately deal with this problem,
as is the Shire of Yarra Ranges with its problems in the
Dandenongs. The beautiful Dandenongs, one of
Melbourne’s great tourist areas, is a beautiful area for
our native flora and fauna, but more and more it is
being taken over by the aggressive species of feral
weeds and plants.
The action I seek from the minister is to take
responsibility for roadside weeds and fund local
government so that weeds can be eradicated and
roadside vegetation can be preserved.
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Planning: residential zones

Eastern Palliative Care: funding

Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to raise a matter for the attention of the Minister
for Planning in relation to the recently released New
Residential Zones for Victoria — A Discussion Paper,
which is dated February 2008. The action I seek from
the minister is his response to a request that the date for
the closure for submissions, which is 18 April, be
extended to allow more consultations to be organised,
given that the minister has only scheduled 10 across the
entire state of Victoria.

Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) — The
Eastern Palliative Care organisation is a not-for-profit,
community-based, palliative care organisation that is
well known and very highly regarded in the eastern
suburbs of Melbourne. Mr Leane, a government
member for Eastern Metropolitan Region, on a
previous occasion reported on a visit that he had made
to one of its events and spoke very favourably of its
activities. That is not surprising, as this organisation has
been a longstanding supporter of people within the
eastern suburbs — basically people who are facing a
limited life expectancy as a result of serious illness,
very often associated with cancer.

In particular there are enormous concerns in the
electorates of Mordialloc, Carrum, Frankston and
Mount Waverley, which are made up of fairly dense
suburbs with good access to services, particularly
public transport such as buses and trains, which would
basically make them eligible to become what is
commonly known as the go-go zone.
The go-go zone basically means that these electorates
would be subject to extensive development, and
providing they meet Rescode requirements notices will
not be required to be advertised with the purpose of the
zone when an application is advertised. There would be
no appeal to the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal, which basically means that there would be a
denial of any sort of voice of the local community on
the proposed developments.
In the brief time that the community and I have become
aware of this issue, which has gone under the radar, the
community has become extremely concerned at the
dramatic impact that this potentially could have on its
neighbourhood and communities. The heights would be
up to four storeys and the density would be
substantially higher.
Clearly a community needs to have someone to lodge
objections with and a means of having its views
considered when these proposals come up for planning
consideration. Given that no consultations have been
scheduled for Mordialloc, Carrum and Frankston, and I
believe only in one part of Glen Waverley in the South
Eastern Metropolitan Region, I call on the minister to
urgently schedule these public consultations so that the
discussion paper can be considered and the community
can have an opportunity to have its input before the
decision is made. The deadline of 18 April is too short a
time line, and the amount of public awareness of this
discussion paper has been inadequate. I call on the
minister to respond at his earliest possible convenience,
given the concerns and the angst this issue is causing in
the electorate I represent.

The Minister for Health in the other place would no
doubt be well aware of the role of this particular
organisation. He would perhaps also be aware of the
dilemma it finds itself in today, because there may well
be other organisations similarly placed. We have heard
a lot about organisations like community health centres
which have been affected by an Australian Tax Office
ruling.
In the case of Eastern Palliative Care, the public sector
negotiation of the enterprise bargaining agreement,
which recently increased nurses’ salaries, has resulted
in a significant shortfall for this organisation. Because
nurses’ salaries are around 50 per cent of the salary cost
of Eastern Palliative Care — and that in part reflects a
high volunteer component in the work of the
organisation — the unfunded component of the
organisation’s activities is now approximately $70 000
a year. There is no parity between the government
grants and the nurse’s salary increases which the
organisation must meet. The figure of $70 000 is
exclusive of long service leave and WorkCover costs
which are additional.
Obviously Eastern Palliative Care does not wish to cut
services. I suggest to the Minister for Industry and
Trade, Theo Theophanous, who is at the table, and you,
President, that the community would be adamant that
those services ought not to be cut because they are very
important to it.
I request the minister to review the funding of this
organisation and look at a way to alleviate this shortfall
which has put some of its services in peril.

Responses
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and Trade) — As the Leader of the
Government said last night, many matters raised in the
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adjournment are nothing more than budget bids. In that
sense they are actually transparent tactics by the
opposition to try to claim credit if that funding later
appears in the budget.

Mr Guy asked a question in relation to developments in
the Shoreham area of the Mornington Peninsula which
he took exception to. I will refer that matter to the
Minister for Planning for consideration.

I was asked a question by Wendy Lovell in relation to
children’s services and a request for an increase in
funding for kindergartens. I say to Ms Lovell that that
will be considered in the context of the budget.

Mr O’Donohue raised a matter about noxious weeds; I
will refer that matter to the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change.

Ms Lovell — On a point of order, President, I
believe that the Minister for Industry and Trade
wrongly heard my request. I asked for an audit of the
kindergarten support inclusion program to identify
unmet need and to increase funding accordingly. I said
that.
The PRESIDENT — Order! There will be no
debate on matters raised by members during the
adjournment. I have stated this before: the responses
given by the minister are a matter for the minister on
duty and are given in the way that they see fit. I have no
capacity in any way, shape or form to direct ministers
about the way they will or will not respond to matters.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — The member
sought an increase in funding for kindergartens; that
will be considered in the budget. Therefore I consider
her matter discharged.
Ms Hartland raised a matter in relation to local
government and the closure of the Colac library. I will
refer that matter to the Minister for Local Government
in the other place for his consideration.
Mr Koch raised a matter which was entirely and
generally about library funding. That will be considered
in the context of the budget; I consider that matter
discharged.
Philip Davis raised a matter in relation to the formula
regarding enrolment numbers for a LOTE (languages
other than English) program at a local primary school
and also the need for an additional classroom at that
school. I will refer that matter to the Minister for
Education in the other place for consideration.
Mrs Coote raised a matter in relation to funding the
Glen Eira City Council for sports facilities and parks in
that area. That will be considered in the context of the
budget. I consider that matter discharged.
Mrs Petrovich raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Roads and Ports in the other place in
relation to the reduction of a speed limit — which she
took exception to — to 80 kilometres an hour. I will
refer that matter to the minister for consideration.

Mrs Peulich asked about new residential zones and
extending the closing date for submissions — —
Mrs Peulich — And consultation.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — And
consultation! I will refer that matter to the Minister for
Planning for consideration.
Mr Atkinson raised a matter for the Minister for Health
in the other place in relation to additional funding for
Eastern Palliative Care, which will be considered in the
context of the budget. I consider that matter discharged.
Mr D. Davis — On a point of order, President, the
minister’s response to a number of these matters is to
indicate that they will be considered in the context of
the budget. Members have raised these matters
completely separately from the context of the budget.
The budget may or may not be a relevant vehicle. But
the minister has again failed to treat these matters with
sufficient respect and decency. He has again sought to
dismiss these matters without appropriately referring
them to ministers. He does not have the capacity to
dismiss a matter where he does not have responsibility
for budgetary allocations in the way he has outlined.
The PRESIDENT — Order! There will be no
debate. I can only reiterate my previous comments and
rulings on this matter. I understand the frustrations of
those on my left, but the fact is the minister is entitled
to answer in the way that he sees fit. If the house is not
happy with that, the house has the capacity to change it
and do something about it. Until that happens I have no
ability to address the issue one way or another.
Mr Atkinson — On a point of order, President, I
understand your ruling, but I make the comment that
the minister has made the assumption that all these
matters will be considered as part of the budget process.
I have raised a matter tonight, and I do not know
whether it is part of the budget. I do not know
whether — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! This is not about
Mr Atkinson’s commentary or views on whether the
minister can or cannot answer the question in the way
he has. I have made very clear the predicament the
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house is in and that I have no capacity to do anything
other than what I have done.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — I have a written
response to the adjournment debate matter raised by
Ms Broad on 5 February 2008, which will be
incorporated in Hansard.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house now stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 10.40 p.m.
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Thursday, 10 April 2008
The PRESIDENT (Hon. R. F. Smith) took the chair
at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Sound system
The PRESIDENT — Order! Just before we start I
think it appropriate that I give members a report on the
incident we had last night, mainly to overcome some of
the witty comments I had to endure. The fact is, and it
is most unfortunate, that someone else is going to wear
this, not me.
Mr Lenders — Unfortunately for them!
The PRESIDENT — Yes.
Mr D. Davis — Although you may not be able to
say it.
The PRESIDENT — I am going to say it. This
system is brand new; it was installed just a few days
ago. Unfortunately it appears that the priority button on
the desk was pressed quickly a couple of times, which
froze the control panel. I do not know who was in the
chair at the time — —
Ms Lovell — It was Bruce.
The PRESIDENT — Order! There you go. There is
an old saying in the navy, Mr Atkinson, that if the coat
fits, you wear it. The fact is that the problem was
rectified very quickly, which is quite pleasing. The
contractor-programmer was available within minutes
and took us through it on the phone. We unfroze it, and
we are back on track. The program will be rebooted at
lunchtime to ensure it does not happen again. Could I
suggest to those who on occasion relieve me here that
they be careful with the priority button.

JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(SEX OFFENCES PROCEDURE) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Hon. J. M. MADDEN
(Minister for Planning).

Following petition presented to house:

Gaming: Cardinia
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council that the residents of
Officer and Beaconsfield strongly reject any move to bring
and install electronic gaming machines (‘pokies’) into their
community.
The Shire of Cardinia has received applications to install over
200 gaming machines at three separate locations in the
townships of Beaconsfield and Officer. If these applications
are successful, these townships will have a concentration of
electronic gaming machines that is significantly higher than
the community desires.
The petitioners request that the state government of Victoria
recognise without delay the effect its gaming policies are
having on local communities. The petitioners request that the
flawed state government gaming policies, which allow the
proliferation of gambling, be changed so that local
communities such as Beaconsfield and Officer can remain
free of electronic gaming machines (‘pokies’).

By Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria)
(28 signatures)
Laid on table.

LAW REFORM COMMITTEE
Property investment advisers and marketeers
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) presented
report, including appendices, together with
transcripts of evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be printed.
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

The Law Reform Committee was asked to inquire into
the activities of property investment advisers and
marketeers in Victoria and how regulation might
protect property investors against exploitation without
increasing the regulatory burden on business. The
committee aimed to identify strategies to help protect
consumers from exploitation by unscrupulous advisers
and property marketeers.
The committee received 16 submissions from
individuals who wrote about their personal experiences,
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businesses — including in the real estate sector —
operating in the field, investor associations,
professional associations, relevant government
departments, non-government consumer organisations,
and academics. The committee conducted two public
hearings. This inquiry was conducted at a time when
more Victorians than ever invest in property and the
number of people deriving income from rents is
increasing. After years of steadily rising property
prices, it is not surprising that many Victorians believe
that investment in real estate is safe.
Witnesses told the committee that so-called property
advisers and marketeers purport to offer financial or
retirement advice but are in reality salespeople pushing
products. The committee heard about so-called property
advisers and marketeers who exaggerate the likely
returns from investments while failing to mention the
risks. The committee heard also about businesses that
take commissions as high as 15 per cent on property
sales, and self-styled property millionaires who charge
investors thousands of dollars for the so-called secrets
of their success.
Complaints came also from within the industry itself.
During the inquiry I attended a property expo at the
Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Centre. I was
surprised at the number of property investment products
on offer. Some exhibitors were offering investment
opportunities in developments in Tasmania, in Broome
in Western Australia and in Queensland. Other
exhibitors were offering to teach investors how to
become property millionaires with little or no money.
The sad truth is that some investors fall prey to
unscrupulous operators and lose money they can ill
afford to lose. The report presents a number of case
studies that show how some individuals have been
adversely affected. These case studies show that the
state has a responsibility to ensure that there are
appropriate regulations in place to protect investors.
The final report contains 45 recommendations that are
aimed at providing better protection for consumers and
improved standards for the industry. Appropriate
regulation is one way that this can be achieved.
Members of the committee came to the view that
property investment advisers should be subject to the
same regulatory requirements as advisers who provide
advice relating to financial products. Financial advisers
are subject to comprehensive licensing, conduct, and
disclosure laws, and those who provide advice on
property investment should be required to adhere to a
similar regulatory regime. Investors have a right to the
same legal protections irrespective of whether they
invest directly in property or a financial product.
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Members of the committee believe that this protection
should be a commonwealth responsibility.
The report notes that there have been two previous
inquiries into property investment advice. The first
commenced in 2003 and was conducted by a working
group of the Ministerial Council on Consumer Affairs.
That work has not been concluded. The second inquiry
was undertaken by a committee of the Australian
Parliament which also recommended that the
commonwealth government assume responsibility for
the regulation of property investment advice. With the
election of the Rudd government in 2007 we should see
some progress on this issue, but members of the
committee considered that, given the time that has
passed and the risks involved for property investors,
Victoria should introduce its own regulatory reforms if
no national agreement has been reached this year.
The committee has recommended timely and targeted
consumer warnings, the production of an information
booklet and the publication of more information on
property sales. The committee has recommended also
that relevant industry bodies review their own codes of
conduct and professional development programs and
that a collaborative approach be adopted between
government and the industry in implementing some of
the proposals.
I would like to thank the deputy chair, Robert Clark, the
member for Box Hill in the other place, for his advice
and support; committee members from the other place,
Colin Brooks, the member for Bundoora, Luke
Donnellan, the member for Narre Warren North, and
Martin Foley, the member for Albert Park; and
committee members from this place, Jan Kronberg, a
member for the Eastern Metropolitan Region, and
Edward O’Donohue, a member for Eastern Victoria
Region, for their valuable insights and understanding of
the range of issues considered in the inquiry. I also
thank the former chair, Brian Tee, a member for
Eastern Metropolitan Region in this place, and former
members from the other place, Tony Lupton, the
member for Prahran, and Judy Maddigan, the member
for Essendon, for their contributions during the earlier
stage of this inquiry.
I give special recognition to the work of the Law
Reform Committee’s research and administrative team,
Kerryn Riseley, Susan Brent, Kate Buchanan, Helen
Ross-Soden and Christian Farinaccio, without whose
expertise the research could not have been undertaken
and the report produced. I particularly acknowledge the
leadership of Kerryn Riseley, the committee’s
executive officer, and the very fine work and unstinting
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dedication of Susan Brent, who was responsible for
devising the research and drafting the final report.
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am also
pleased to rise and make a comment on the report of the
Law Reform Committee inquiry into property
investment advisers and marketeers. I echo the
comments made by the committee Chair, Mr Scheffer,
in congratulating the staff of the committee, Ms Kerryn
Riseley, the executive officer, Ms Susan Brent, the
research officer, Ms Kate Buchanan, also a research
officer, Ms Helen Ross-Soden, the administrative
officer, and Mr Christian Farinaccio, who assisted with
research. The committee was aided enormously by the
professionalism and hard work of the committee staff.
The report tabled in the Parliament today reflects very
much the input of not just committee members but also
committee staff, and I congratulate and thank them for
that.
As Mr Scheffer said, the committee heard from a wide
range of witnesses — government regulators, industry
representatives, and consumers. The reference we
received and the inquiry itself was timely indeed, given
the issues facing the industry at the moment and the
current uncertainty in the market.
Property investment traditionally is a straightforward
style of investment, but it has become increasingly
complex with the investment options that are available.
Undoubtedly increased consumer education on the one
hand and improved disclosure requirements on the
other are required to properly arm consumers with the
information they need to make investment decisions.
Governments cannot and should not attempt to
eliminate risk, but rather should aim to properly arm
consumers with the information they require.
In that vein, the committee has made a number of
recommendations about how Victoria can improve the
regulatory environment, but ultimately what is required,
as Mr Scheffer said, is a national approach. We operate
in a national market and it is therefore incumbent on the
new government and all the state jurisdictions to work
together to come up with an appropriate national
regulation. The proposals that are contained within this
report will assist regulation in Victoria and may form a
benchmark or precedent for future national regulation.
Again I congratulate the committee staff. It was a
pleasure to be part of the committee and I look forward
to the report being tabled.
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
would like to echo the sentiments just stated by my
colleague, Mr O’Donohue. I thank the team of the Law
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Reform Committee, my fellow committee members
and also the very hardworking and diligent team of
executive officers led by Kerryn Riseley. I was
particularly impressed by their diligence, hard work,
professionalism and totally forensic approach in their
quest for information, and they were just all-round
fabulous people to work with. I have enjoyed the
experience thoroughly and I congratulate them.
Motion agreed to.

PAPER
Laid on table by Clerk:
Gambling and Lotteries Licence Review Panel — Report to
the Minister for Gaming in relation to the review of the
regulatory structure and associated arrangements for the
operation of gaming machines, wagering, approved betting
competitions and Club Keno and the funding of the racing
industry that are to apply after 2012 and Supplementary
Report.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, 15 April
2008.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Electricity: supply
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — Many
residents of the metropolitan area and country Victoria
have only recently had their power restored after some
significant time without it over the last week and a bit.
This is concerning as it is yet another example of how
Victoria’s electricity supply has not been as reliable as
it should have been and indeed as it was post its
privatisation in the 1990s.
It is interesting to note that while in 2004 the average
customer was off supply for 132.3 minutes per year
compared to 510 minutes under the old State Electricity
Commission, by 2006 that figure had risen by 25 per
cent to 165.4 minutes, the highest figure for a decade.
So supply outages are now worse and slowly getting
worse. Further, what is concerning is that Labor has
spent millions of dollars of taxpayers money to create
the Essential Services Commission to supposedly
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guarantee power supplies. Some guarantee! In 1999
Mr Do-Nothing, Steve Bracks, even sent out a little
business card, which I have obtained, promising to:
Guarantee reliable supplies of gas, water and electricity
through an essential services commission with tough new
powers.

So we have Steve Bracks’s word, delivered for the
Labor Party, on the back of a business card supposedly
to guarantee our power, gas and water supplies. It is no
wonder that people have been without power for eight
days; it is no wonder that Labor did nothing to
guarantee water supplies for eight years — I guess we
are all now counting down until gas supplies go off as
well. What is clear is that yet again we have found that
the word of the Labor Party means nothing.

Energy: clean coal technology
Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — I note with interest
that an outcome of the government’s Victorian Climate
Change Summit, held last Friday in Parliament House,
was a $72 million announcement for funds for the
development and demonstration of renewable energy
technologies. I welcome that announcement by the
government because I have been a strong advocate of
renewable energy technologies, particularly solar
power, which I think has great potential as a renewable
energy generator in this state.
I also want to draw the attention of the house to an
announcement in the 2007–08 state budget, where the
government committed $3.8 million over three years to
establish a clean coal authority in the Latrobe Valley.
While the principle of renewable technologies is all
well and good, we need to be realistic and understand
that 85 per cent of Victoria’s power needs are generated
by brown coal fired generators and that there will be a
reliance for some time to come on brown coal in
Victoria. It is important that new clean coal
technologies are developed, and that is why I had some
hope and support for the new clean coal authority to be
established by the government, as per its announcement
in last year’s budget.
However, it seems that nothing has occurred since that
announcement. Today I call on the government to let
Victorians know exactly what the intentions are with
the new clean coal authority and whether it will deliver
on that promise and financial commitment given in last
year’s budget.

La Trobe University: Wodonga campus
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — Last Friday I
had the privilege of attending the graduation ceremony
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at the McAuley Arts Centre in Wodonga for some
230 graduates of La Trobe University in
Albury-Wodonga, together with their proud parents,
friends and university staff, all of whom are to be
congratulated. As was very evident on the day, access
to an affordable university education in a regional city
has delivered significant benefits to the graduates and
their families and to the wider community because of
the contributions that graduates will make into the
future.
I wish to thank the chancellor, Sylvia Walton, and
executive director, Dr Lin Crase, for allowing me the
opportunity to present the occasional address on such
an important occasion, to wish the graduates prosperous
and inspired futures, and to urge them to take on social
and community responsibilities where possible. With
the costs of attracting professionals to work in regional
communities escalating higher and higher, investing in
the regional provision of university education makes a
lot of sense. I believe that investment needs to come
from business as well as all levels of government, in
partnership with universities, as we work together to
produce better outcomes for families and regional
communities.

Invest Victoria: overseas offices
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — The recent appointment of former
parliamentarians Peter Beattie and Bob Quinn as trade
commissioners for Queensland has generated
considerable debate over the role of state government
representative offices.
Former New South Wales Premier Bob Carr described
the roles as entirely redundant, suggesting that the
overwhelming majority of trade and investment is
facilitated by the private sector, with no role or need for
assistance or intervention by state government
representatives. Mr Carr’s comments were supported
by former Austrade chief Ralph Evans, who dismissed
state government offices as ‘collectively a substantial
waste of money’ due to a lack of accountability of the
performance of such offices.
I have previously raised concerns about the
effectiveness of Invest Victoria, with relation to the
location and resourcing of its offices as well as key
performance indicators and outcomes. However, I am
not in total agreement with Mr Carr and Mr Evans.
There is a role for state government to have
international representation as long as such offices are
strategically located, are staffed competently and have
specific performance objectives.
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Australia is a large and diverse country, and the
investment and trade environment varies substantially
between the states. Specific state-based knowledge and,
most importantly, state-based loyalty are important to
regional promotion. What Mr Carr and Mr Evans fail to
mention is the complete mishandling by the Rudd
government of Australia’s international trade marketing
and investment facilitation since coming to office.
At a time when the Australian economy is vulnerable to
global issues, the Rudd government has disbanded
Invest Australia, cut funding to the Department of
Foreign Affairs and Trade and is reviewing Austrade,
with a moratorium on key staff recruitment. The Rudd
government has cut key security and trade
representatives in crucial markets including the Middle
East, China, Hong Kong and the United States. In this
context the Queensland government’s decision to boost
its overseas representation by appointing people with
political standing and skill is an understandable reaction
to the running down of Australia’s international
representation. The challenge for the Victorian
government is to ensure that the offices are
appropriately resourced and led, to make up for the
shortfall by the Rudd government.

Planning: Bendigo development
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I wish to express
my concerns about the way the state government is
increasingly interfering with local government’s ability
to do its job. There are planning issues at Jackass Flat in
Bendigo, where a proposed development is to go ahead.
The local government is looking to protect the existing
natural bushland and still allow for land throughout the
area that has already been cleared to have more dense
housing on it.
It seems that the Department of Sustainability and
Environment has classified the entire parcel of land as
completely cleared already, effectively giving the
bulldozers the go-ahead to move in and totally clear the
land, with the exception of two small parcels of bush. If
this happens, thousands of trees will be knocked over,
when they could easily have been incorporated into the
type of housing subdivision that the City of Greater
Bendigo has agreed to.
We also have a situation in the main central business
district surrounding the Department of Infrastructure
making changes to the main street in relation to the bus
depots. We understand this work has been done
because Bendigo is to have a different type of bus
system. We are very much aware that we need
additional public transport, including additional bus
services, but these improvements and additions have to
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be done in consultation with the business houses, all the
people of Bendigo, and the Greater Bendigo City
Council. If there is to be a change to the landscapes
around regional cities, it should be done in conjunction
with the people who are there to look after those cities.

Planning: Preston development
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) —
Recently I attended a government briefing organised by
the City of Darebin. This briefing was an update on the
proposed new Preston central precinct. The
development of this major urban project has been
ongoing since 1999. The plan also incorporates the
principles of Melbourne 2030. Through this plan the
council seeks to implement the creation of a bold
strategic complex that will not only provide a business
hub within Preston but also increase and improve
services to the residents of Darebin. I am sure that with
dedicated resources and committed people, both elected
and appointed, from that city, it will be a centre of
excellence that we can all be very proud of.

Victorian Amateur Football Association
Mr ELASMAR — On another matter, on Monday
evening I was delighted to attend, with the Minister for
Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs in the other place,
Mr Merlino, the Victorian Amateur Football
Association dinner. In this age of computer games, it is
great to see our young people participating in physically
competitive football and being rewarded for playing
sport. I know exercise will keep them healthy and
extend and improve the quality of their lives. The
Victorian Amateur Football Association has announced
that for the first time there will be an under-18s
competition. I congratulate the association on that, and I
thank the organisers most sincerely for a great evening.

Yarra River: pollution
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
matter today concerns the monitoring of the Yarra
River by the Environment Protection Authority and the
ongoing issue of faecal pollution in the river. The
community will be aware that over recent weeks the
results have been a long way from the acceptable band.
With the safe level being 200 organisms per
100 millilitres, in recent weeks we saw readings of up
to 24 000 organisms. In fact, last week the readings for
the whole of the Lower Yarra were up around that
24 000 level. It is an extraordinary reading that is
simply unacceptable. It is hundreds of times the
accepted level. The most recent available readings per
100 millilitres, which relate to 2 April, were: the Yarra
River at Johnston Street, 62 organisms; at Melbourne
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High School in South Yarra, 430 organisms; at
Southgate, 390; and at Docklands, 1000 organisms —
which is still five times the accepted level. That is a
massive level.
Those readings show that the government has not been
able to address this over eight years. It has not done the
work with septic tanks that affect the Middle Yarra and
it has not done the required work with stormwater. It
has not done the mitigation work that is required to
improve water quality in the river, and I think
Melburnians and Victorians demand that.

Planning: sustainable development
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I would
like to congratulate the Brumby government on its
environment friendly approach to urban planning and
environmental sustainability in encouraging
well-planned and designed livable communities. The
emphasis on building environmentally sustainable cities
to cope with climate change and limited water
resources is critically important and is a Brumby
government priority.
All new homes built are required to be 5-star water and
energy efficient. More than 19 000 Victorian homes
have installed a rainwater tank, helping Victorians save
around 1.5 billion litres of drinking water inside and
outside the home. Victoria’s Water Smart Gardens and
Homes Rebate scheme has slashed water consumption
by around 28 per cent per capita compared to the
mid-1990s.
More people have switched to green power in Victoria
than in any other Australian state, and they are also
recycling half their household waste and cutting their
plastic bag usage. It is crucial to Australia’s
environmental and economic future that we tackle the
impact of climate change at a local level.
On that note I take this opportunity to congratulate
Stockland for building the first of a planned network of
sustainability centres across Victoria. On 7 March I was
pleased to officially open a sustainability centre at
Mernda Village. This has been recognised for best
practice in water management as well as other
environmentally sustainable initiatives such as rain
gardens, wetlands and an aquifer storage and recovery
system. The centre will help the growing community in
Melbourne’s northern suburbs to live more sustainably.

Housing: South Croydon crisis accommodation
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I was very
honoured to be asked recently to officially open an
extension to a crisis accommodation centre in operation
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at South Croydon, which is run by a dedicated
not-for-profit group that manages to maintain its
high-quality essential service to the community though
the low rent it receives and through operating an op
shop in Ferntree Gully run by a group of dedicated,
big-hearted volunteers.
The people who reside in the centre over different
periods of time are referred there mainly by
organisations such as Wesley Mission and Anchor.
Unfortunately usually these people have had struggles
in their lives with substance and/or alcohol abuse,
which is sometimes complicated by ongoing mental
health issues. The centre has strict policies for the
residents which they must adhere to in regard to their
behaviour. They are responsible to the centre and
themselves, and that works very well. The centre’s new
office has been named after long-time committee
members of the centre Doreen Findlow and Sheila
Lettwhich. This is a fitting tribute to these two great
altruistic, community-minded people.
I also want to thank Steve Kroyherr, the centre’s
coordinator, who has a wealth of knowledge on
homeless issues out in the east. He is also a great
contributor to the community, and this includes the time
he has afforded me over the past year in further
educating me on the important task we all face in
dealing with homelessness and its many causes.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Sustainability and Environment:
report 2006–07
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I wish to make
a statement on the Department of Sustainability and
Environment report for 2006–07. I was impressed to
hear of the evidence given this week by the secretary of
the department to the Parliament’s Environment and
Natural Resources Committee bushfire inquiry. I was
impressed by that evidence in the context of what has
occurred in this state over the last several years. We
have had some extraordinary events — the 2003 alpine
fires; subsequently, a few years later, the Grampians
fires; and last year the Great Divide fires. We have
managed to burn more than a third of the state’s public
land in that process over the last five years, and the
devastating consequences to the environment, our
resource base and our parks has been significant. There
is a great deal of impact on the rural communities
interspersed amongst the public land, and there is a
significant cost in recovery both to the public purse and
to individuals. So it was with great interest that that
testimony was given and recorded. I have to say, as I
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have said earlier in this place, that I was pleased to hear
the secretary of the department make his comments.
I would like to pick up from the annual report, which
covers last year, Peter Harris’s comments in the
secretary’s foreword:
… a series of lightning strikes resulted in a major outbreak on
1 December. This culminated in the Great Divide fires
burning just over 1 million hectares mostly on public land in
the north-east and Gippsland. It took 69 days to contain — the
longest in Victoria’s history — and involved more than
20 000 people drawn from Victorian and interstate agencies,
as well as from New Zealand, Canada and the USA, who
worked together to manage these major fires over a very long
fire season. Although these fires presented a severe threat to
Victoria’s parks, forests and rural land-holders —

Peter Harris then goes on about the great success. I do
not know that you could actually talk about burning a
million hectares in one go as a ‘success’ and I do not
think in 2003 burning one and a quarter million
hectares in one go was a success either, particularly
when you look at the history of the department’s abject
failure in my view and the view of most rural
Victorians, I believe, in its responsibility to manage our
Crown land estate, whether it be parks or state forest.
In fact we have been allowing fires to occur which
could have been managed more effectively by a better
regime of public land management through fuel
reduction burning. Pre-European settlement of
Australia there was regular and continuous burning of
our forest estate.
Mr Barber — How do we know that?
Mr P. DAVIS — We know that because the
evidence is available to anybody who has studied this
subject in any detail. The issue is that in contemporary
times we have suppressed fire. Every lightning strike
we see as a threat, notwithstanding that the opportunity
exists for some fuel reduction burning. If you look at
what we have done with planned burning — that is,
fuel reduction burning over a scheduled period over the
last decade — we have fuel reduction burnt less than
1 per cent per annum on average. That is a
hundred-year rotation of fuel reduction burning,
meaning that the gross mass of material available for
fires to consume, and to therefore burn extremely hot,
has accumulated to such an extent that it is a danger not
just to the rural communities that are threatened by fire
but to our natural environment.
It was with great pleasure that I noted the secretary’s
comments, but his comments only reinforced some
material which has been circulated in the community in
Gippsland as an official publication of the Department
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of Sustainability and Environment (DSE) about its fire
management strategies called Gippsland Burning News,
autumn 2008. I was in disbelief until I heard the
secretary’s comments, but the article headed ‘Burning
on a large scale — maps and mosaics’ states:
The ultimate goal is to mimic the natural fire regime that
would have occurred pre-European management.

When I read that I thought it was a bit of a change of
policy from DSE. The chief fire officer, Ewan Waller,
also quoted in this article, said:
It is critical to address large areas of the bush if we are to
return it to something similar to the pre-European state.

Those comments, I accepted, were the intention of
some in the department. I was unconvinced that this
had a government imprimatur, but when Mr Harris
said — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Auditor-General: Planning for Water
Infrastructure in Victoria
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I comment on
the Planning for Water Infrastructure in Victoria report
by the Auditor-General which was presented to the
Parliament yesterday.
It is an amazing report because for the first time we
have had a totally independent auditor in the
Auditor-General, someone in and for whom this
government has great confidence and respect. The
Auditor-General has examined the government’s own
planning processes for its water policies in Victoria in
the last 12 months under the microscope.
The Auditor-General has come up with criticism of the
government for being very shoddy indeed. These
planning processes have effectively been abandoned.
The processes for putting in place the north–south
pipeline, the desalination plant at Wonthaggi and the
project to build supposedly an $80 million pipeline to
Geelong are all projects that have had planning
processes which are absolutely abysmal.
The Auditor-General has stated very clearly that in
relation to the $3.1 billion desalination plant at
Wonthaggi, the government had additional information
that it knew to be far more accurate in the costings of
that project and yet it refused to use what was going to
be a cost analysis that had a higher probability of being
accurate. It deliberately chose a $3.1 billion cost even
though it knew it had less chance of being the accurate
figure for that project.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
1010

COUNCIL

The $80 million pipeline to connect Melbourne to
Geelong has been revalued; it will now cost
$120 million. We have a whole range of projects that
this government has put together shoddily, and the
information given about them has been proven to be
inaccurate. Concerns have been raised by some of the
organisations contacted by the Auditor-General. Some
of those concerns are listed at page 33 of the report:
The food bowl steering committee’s draft report states that ‘it
is difficult to determine where the losses occur in the current
system’.

This project is about fixing the water losses which are
supposedly in the system by improving infrastructure
and creating what the government calls new water. Yet
this report states that the food bowl steering committee
is finding it difficult to determine where the losses
occur in the current system. The summaries of the
projected savings are provided without the detailed
assumptions used to calculate them.
Another concern raised in the report was:
There is a very real danger that there may be significant
inaccuracies in the figures that are leading the argument that
there are substantial savings available.

These are the arguments that The Nationals have been
raising ever since the government came up with the
ludicrous idea to take water out of the Goulburn Valley.
It is in effect magically going to come up with water
savings from the Goulburn River and pipe that water to
Melbourne. Now the Auditor-General and his office
have come up with exactly the same arguments.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Mr DRUM — They are exactly the same
recommendations. You just do not like hearing it!
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Drum should
address his remarks through the Chair.
Mr DRUM — The Auditor-General has finally
understood that the water savings that have been
eagerly promoted by the government are not there. The
report also states:
The estimated water losses were more refined and lower than
those published in the food bowl steering committee’s final
report.

There appears to be a common thread, that perhaps the
government has been a little deceitful once again when
it comes to the water savings it says it is going to be
able to generate. Regional Victoria may be not as well
off as the government claims.
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The report then says:
In line with the principle of providing timely, full and
accurate information on its activities, the department should
share comprehensive information with the wider community.

This is our transparent government promoting itself as
being too transparent, too open and too accountable.
But the Auditor-General has asked why the government
has not shared the information it has with the
community. The only reason the government will not
do that is because it will show that its claims about
water savings are untrue.

Goulburn-Murray Rural Water Authority:
report 2006–07
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — In speaking to
the Goulburn-Murray Rural Water Authority Report
2006–07, I would like to take the opportunity to place
on record my thanks to the then chairperson, Don
Cummins, members of the board, the managing
director, Russell Cooper, and the staff for their efforts
in guiding Goulburn-Murray Water through an
extremely challenging period due to the worst drought
on record, the lowest inflows on record, as well as for
their commitment to building a sustainable future for
irrigation in northern Victoria.
The Brumby Labor government is also committed to
building a sustainable future for irrigation in northern
Victoria, as well as to providing a secure water future
for the people of Victoria. That is the reason that
$1 billion is being invested in Victoria for stage 1 of the
food bowl modernisation project; it is the reason why
another $1 billion has been committed for stage 2 of the
project by the federal Labor government as a result of
reaching agreement on a new national water plan after
securing safeguards that protect the legitimate interests
of Victoria’s rivers, communities, farmers and families
that depend on farming.
These are safeguards that the Victorian Labor
government has worked very hard to secure. It is a
terrific outcome that it has been possible to reach
agreement with the still new federal Labor government.
I add that these are safeguards that the Liberal and
National parties were very happy to throw away, and
that would not have been achieved if Victoria had
signed up to the previous Howard government’s
national water plan.
When you look at the report of the Goulburn-Murray
Rural Water Authority it is extraordinary to see all that
was achieved through the 2006–07 year despite the
unprecedented and extreme circumstances that the
authority faced during that period. As well as the things
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that I have already mentioned, Goulburn-Murray Water
undertook the extensive planning required to implement
unbundling of water entitlements. That is a major
project which is part of the Victorian government’s
water reform program and it needed to be implemented
for Victoria to meet its obligations under the
commonwealth government’s national water initiatives
announced back in 2004. In implementing those
changes and converting entitlements, Goulburn-Murray
Water had to deal with some 29 000 water shares,
14 000 delivery shares, 4000 extraction shares and
17 500 water-use licences, which is a massive project in
anyone’s language and a very good outcome in
securing the implementation of the project.
Goulburn-Murray Water has also proceeded apace with
reconfiguration plans across all its irrigation districts.
These are plans that people outside these areas perhaps
do not hear a lot about but, in terms of modernisation of
irrigation infrastructure and the securing of water
savings, they are very detailed and important plans that
require enormous amounts of consultation with all the
affected farmers and they are very impressive in terms
of what is being achieved, more quietly, perhaps, than
some of the other projects that have received so much
media attention.
As well as that, members can see from the annual report
that the Victorian Labor government provided direct
funding to customers of Goulburn-Murray Water to
help them meet their water delivery bills on the system
as a result of the very low allocations that were possible
because of the drought circumstances and to pay for the
pumping of the Waranga Basin to extract a further 7 per
cent from the system for Goulburn irrigators. That
amount of cooperation between Goulburn-Murray
Water and — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Auditor-General: Accommodation for People
with a Disability
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise
to speak for the second time on the Auditor-General’s
report of March 2008, entitled Accommodation for
People with a Disability. I do so because what I had to
say in this place was picked up by people who have a
direct concern with people who have to go through life
with a disability, and I felt I should continue. At this
point my area of focus is on section 4, which addresses
accommodation and service delivery standards. I think
it is best to describe the report in this way, frankly: that
it contains a constellation of problems and breaches of
service standards.
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By way of background to this aspect, we are informed
that all service providers were required to fully comply
by 2003 with the Department of Human Services
service standards which were developed back in 1997.
That has not occurred. In an amazing example of the
Department of Human Services abrogating its
responsibility for the monitoring of compliance by
service providers with their industry standards, we
discover that after providing annual self-assessment
reports these service providers found that the
Department of Human Services admitted that it placed
little value on them. Furthermore, complaints were
registered that DHS provided no feedback on these
reports. If you are running a facility and you are asked
to do a self-assessment — a little bit of navel gazing —
and no-one cares what you write about, how are you
ever going to know what expectations there are, what
benchmarks there are and how you are adhering and
complying? I am dumbfounded by this.
Service providers believe the process would be
improved if the report was used to benchmark service
providers individually against the performance of
others, and even the houses run by the Department of
Human Services. The department produces statistics
that are aggregated results: that is, it does not shine any
beam on individual exemptions to the standards and
people who depart from them, and for how long they
have departed — whether it is serial behaviour. This is
done in spite of the overtures of the service providers.
We are told that DHS plans to follow up service
providers that do not submit self-assessments, but
providers tell the department that it did well, and who is
ever going to challenge DHS or tell it where it can
make improvements? Frankly, this attitude beggars
belief. For me it goes to the nub of the problem of the
continuing failure to adhere to standards that fail the
disabled.
Commencing some time in 2009 a selection of shared
supported accommodation houses will finally be
audited independently. What has happened in the past,
and what is happening now? Mercifully, some service
providers had established their own quality assurance
processes through audit; some called them resident
satisfaction surveys. During 2003 and 2004 the
Department of Human Services carried out condition
audits on 458 of its owned houses. Surprise, surprise!
Significant condition, functional and occupational
health and safety issues were identified. It was
estimated that $225 million would be required to bring
443 houses up to the required standards; that is,
443 houses out of 458 houses were regarded as being
substandard. A staggering 200 DHS houses did not
meet current building or occupational health and safety
standards. These properties needed to be demolished or

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
1012

COUNCIL

significantly refurbished, and we are held in thrall while
the DHS estimates the cost of these replacements — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Auditor-General: Planning for Water
Infrastructure in Victoria
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
report of the Auditor-General on planning for water in
Victoria is quite timely. The most useful high-level
observation he makes is that while the government was
going ahead with a long-running, high-community
involvement, well-informed and well-explained policy
process in relation to water in Victoria, the recent
proposals appearing virtually out of nowhere just after
the election — and not before, which is an important
point — were the opposite. In the process of examining
that he found also that there is a variable level of rigour
placed against the various proposals for enhancing
water supply, notably the desalination plant.
Last time I looked at my water bill I was paying a little
excess, probably due to the arrival of a new baby, but
my marginal kilolitre of water was costing me about
one dollar. Right now you can get a tonne of water
delivered to your house for a buck, and that just shows
how cheap water is. But the question is: how expensive
should water be? The Productivity Commission pointed
out recently that the marginal cost of providing that
next kilolitre should be reflected in the marginal price I
pay for it. With desalination we do not know yet how
much that water is going to cost us; that has not been
made clear through any process that the government
has undertaken, and the Auditor-General is now
warning us that perhaps those initial estimates used to
make the policy, to decide to go down that path, were
not particularly rigorous either. From the estimates I
have seen from around the world the cost of desalinated
water is coming in at somewhere between $1 and $4 a
kilolitre. It will be some time before we are given the
information about how much the Victorian desalination
plant, if it is to be constructed, would end up producing
water for at the margin.
It seems to me that if I am currently paying $1 a
kilolitre, and this desalination plant is going to produce
water for up to $4 a kilolitre, then there must be a lot of
other options to make water, or conserve water, and
thereby provide an extra kilolitre in between those two
prices. That is exactly the point the Greens have been
making ever since we arrived in Parliament. There are
many possible investments to be made in saving water,
which is the same thing as providing water, which
come out a lot cheaper than $1 a kilolitre; some of them
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come out at 10 cents a kilolitre. The estimates of those
costs, and what is likely to be delivered through those
programs, is nowhere near as uncertain as those the
Auditor-General is referring to in the government’s
chosen policy options — for example, putting in a
water-efficient showerhead in every house in
Melbourne.
According to information I have received, about one
million Melbourne households do not have one. We are
well past the point where there is likely to be any
controversy associated with this. If a guy from City
West Water knocked on my door with some
identification and said, ‘I am here to change your
showerhead’, I would probably say, ‘Go ahead and do
it’ except that in my house we have already done it. But
I am sure that in every house there would be
compliance with the new terms of service that say that
if you want water to come into your house you must
have water-efficient appliances.
The government has abandoned those options along the
way. They remain part of its previous water strategy,
but all of them are to be delivered over time lines of
tens of years. This new water strategy, the one the
Auditor-General says is so lacking in transparency and,
in some cases, lacking in certainty and rigour, is
superseding all of that. It is crowding out all the
conservation options, and it is pushing forward with
providing us with new water supplies at an unknown
cost.

University of Melbourne: report 2006
Mr THORNLEY (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise
to speak on the University of Melbourne annual
report 2006. I thought it would be good to speak on this
one as the new one will be out shortly and I will
probably speak on that as well. But in this case the
report covers a year when I was still a member of the
council of the university, so it covers areas that I know
reasonably well. There are a couple of points I want to
highlight from that time period.
Firstly and most importantly, 2006 saw all of the hard
work done in implementation towards the actual
beginnings of the new Melbourne model that has now
successfully transferred the way the university runs. As
members may well be aware, this is a fundamental
change, moving the University of Melbourne to a more,
shall we say, Northern Hemisphere-like structure of
generalist undergraduate degrees and professional
masters degrees. I believe that is a profoundly
important and positive change for a range of reasons. I
think it is particularly important.
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When this was first announced a lot of people claimed
that it was some form of elitism on the part of the
University of Melbourne and was calculated to in some
way further entrench the access of people from high
socioeconomic backgrounds to the professions of law,
medicine and other disciplines. I do not know how they
arrived at that conclusion. In fact this change has done
exactly the opposite. This change means that, for the
first time in 150 years, no matter where you go to high
school and no matter how elite the private school your
parents may choose to send you to, there is no
guarantee that that buys you a ticket into Melbourne
University’s law or medicine faculties. That is a
fundamental change. When you move to generalist
undergraduate degrees you create an environment of
lower equivalent national tertiary entrance rank scores
and it is performance at the undergraduate level which
determines access to the key professional courses that
typically accrue privilege in our society. It is an
enormous change.
Those who understand performance in higher education
would know, as has been proven many times, that if
students who come from government schools and a
range of disadvantaged backgrounds can obtain entry at
the undergraduate level they typically outperform those
from elite private schools who have equivalent entry
scores. By creating this system and moving to a
Northern Hemisphere model you snap that nexus that
has been the inheritor of privilege in this state for
150 years. I think that is an incredibly important and
positive development.
Secondly, it is an important development because, as
we all know, 17 is not always the age when you should
be choosing your lifelong career. In those first years of
independent adult existence most of us go through a
period of very substantial personal growth and
development and formation of our ideas about who we
are, what we believe and how we want to interact with
the world. In my view it is a much better thing that
people make their longer term career decisions after
some period of undergraduate, broad-based education
that is focused on training the mind and the capacity to
think, rather than immediately training for a future
professional career. I believe that those reasons lend
strong support to the Melbourne model. The capacity
for it to enable students to interact with the great
universities of the Northern Hemisphere that have a
similar structure is a third benefit. I commend the
university for making what is in Australia a new and
somewhat courageous decision.
As 2006 was the year of implementation I want to
make note of the fact that it was an incredibly smooth
transition through major change in a large
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organisation — one of the best I have seen across
corporate and public operations. It would have been
very easy to ram this down from the top without the
underlying support of the staff or the students and other
stakeholders. That is not the way this occurred. I might
say this is in contrast to what happened when
Melbourne University Private and Universitas 21 were
established. This was done in an extraordinarily
effective, consultative manner that really engaged the
staff and a range of other stakeholders at all levels. This
led to a very smooth transition. I congratulate the
university on that massive change. There is a range of
other things in this report, particularly on equity and
access, that I would like to highlight but I will do that at
another time.

Auditor-General: Planning for Water
Infrastructure in Victoria
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
pleased to make a contribution this morning on the
Auditor-General’s report dated April 2008 and entitled
Planning for Water Infrastructure in Victoria. The
delivery of infrastructure is core business for state
governments. What we have in this Auditor-General’s
report is a damning — pardon the pun — indictment of
the government and its planning for water security for
Victoria.
The Auditor-General says that before June 2007 the
state government did not have a plan to deal with the
crippling drought Victoria was experiencing. That is
despite the fact that, as the Auditor-General
demonstrates on page 10 of his report, Victoria had
experienced below-average rainfall since 1996. From
its election until June last year the government was
asleep at the wheel, hoping it would rain. Then the
government woke up and realised that we were not
going to have heavy rain, so it thought that it had better
come up with a solution. In a matter of a few months,
the government decided to invest more than $4 billion
in a range of projects, principally the north–south
pipeline, the Geelong connector, and the biggest of all,
the desalination plant.
In talking about the desalination plant, it is interesting
that the Auditor-General says on page 32 of this report:
… the desalination plant costs were based on a significant
body of technical work on the project costs and risks.
However, the decision was made to publish a lower
probability figure (i.e. a lower estimate) when a higher
probability figure was available.

In other words, what the Auditor-General is saying is
that the government plucked out of the air the lowest
figure it could find to justify the construction of the
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desalination plant. If the desalination plant goes ahead,
we will have to wait and see what the final figure is.
Clearly the Auditor-General is saying is that a higher
figure was the most probable outcome, but the
government chose to disclose and advertise a lower
figure, which is misleading at the very least. In his
conclusions the Auditor-General says also that with
these new projects there was ‘minimal stakeholder
consultation’ and:
… inadequate levels of rigour applied to estimate the costs,
benefits and risks of some of the key component projects.

This demonstrates again that the government, in an
absolute panic, decided it needed to find the silver
bullet for the water crisis that had evolved and still
exists in Victoria.
As a member who represents the Bass Coast, I can say
that I have been inundated with constituents who are
absolutely outraged by the lack of consultation with
regard to not only the location but also the size and
scale of the desalination plant. The township of
Wonthaggi is already struggling with a lack of doctors
and a hospital suffering from a lack of resources. This
government cruelly closed the Warley Hospital on
Phillip Island. There is a lack of police and other critical
services. The impact on that community of a
desalination plant that will cost in excess of $3 billion
will be significant. Unfortunately there has been very
little consultation with that community about the
provision of additional resources and infrastructure to
accommodate this project, if indeed it goes ahead. I
congratulate the local community groups which have
risen spontaneously as a result of the announcement of
this project to oppose the project and to advocate for
their communities.
The Auditor-General also points out that the cost of the
construction of the Geelong pipeline has already blown
out by 50 per cent, again demonstrating that the
government may have chosen to underquote the costs
of these projects. It is interesting to note that recycling
is not mentioned. Recycling must be a key component
or ingredient for securing our water future. It is a pity
that the upgrade of the eastern treatment plant has not
been accelerated as part of the response to this issue.

Auditor-General: Accommodation for People
with a Disability
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak about the 2008 report on accommodation for
people with disabilities. It is disturbing to note that in
2003 an estimated 992 300 Victorians suffered from
some form of disability that hindered them from living
a comparatively normal life within the community.

Thursday, 10 April 2008

Prior to the 1980s special institutions would house and
care for these poor unfortunate men and women who,
in many instances and through no fault of their own,
lived out their entire lives being told what to do from
morning until night and having every decision affecting
them made by medical professionals or carers.
Unfortunately, new figures show us that the number of
Victorians with disabilities is rising. Many are born
with congenital problems, and some have been
involved in terrible accidents. The reality is that they all
need care, affection and a degree of self-determination.
The deinstitutionalisation of a large section of this
community began in the early 1980s. Successive
governments have invested many millions of dollars in
numerous models for housing people with disabilities.
Many hostels have been built to provide supported
accommodation for those people who cannot be cared
for by their families or do not have any living relatives
to take care of them.
Depending on the degree of disability, every attempt
has been made to match ethnic backgrounds and
language skills to enable a quality of life and an
enjoyment of everyday pleasures that most people in
our community take for granted. Carers are employed
to look after the basic daily requirements of people with
disabilities, and by and large their days are not
regimented nor their lives devoid of companionship or
friendship.
Today we have shortfalls, and yes, we read stories in
the media about young people being inappropriately
housed within senior citizens homes. I know that more
needs to be done, but we also have a much greater
percentage of qualified professionals who have
dedicated their lives to providing individual case
planning instead of a general or generic plan of the
nature of one size fits all. There is a recognition within
the community that individual requirements need
individual case management plans and that human
beings need warmth and companionship as well as a
roof over their head and a bed to sleep in at night. I
personally admire carers and the medical profession for
their unswerving dedication to enhancing the quality of
life for the less fortunate in our society.

Office of the Public Advocate: community
visitors report 2006–07
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I have
pleasure this morning in speaking on the Office of the
Public Advocate community visitors annual report for
2006–07 on mental health. Much has been said about
mental health in our community recently, and I think it
is important that we understand what the issues are. I
acknowledge what my colleague, Mr Elasmar, a
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member for Northern Metropolitan Region, has just
said about the way that, as a compassionate community,
we should be making certain that we put in place a
framework for the people who are less advantaged
within our community and that we make regulations
and funding available for people who need additional
help.
Mental illness takes many forms. It does not
discriminate by age or gender, and it affects most
families within our communities. The bottom line is
that many people with mental illnesses fall through the
net. Many have nowhere to live and end up in rooming
houses or on the streets. This is serious, and it is not the
way we in this community want to see people with
mental illnesses treated.
The executive summary in this report refers to the
shortage of beds. That is important, because it has
ramifications right down the track. The summary says:
The shortage of acute beds remains a key finding that has
been reported by the board to the minister since 2003.

This is unacceptable. This is a 2007 report. It is
absolutely imperative that the government starts to
address some of these issues. Community visitors, I
remind members, go in as volunteers to look at the
situations at the coalface within our facilities. Given
that they have been saying for four years now that this
is a concern, we know it is not something they are
saying lightly. It is important that the minister takes
note and does something substantial about it.
The report goes on to say that:
There is a shortage of appropriate community
accommodation on discharge and a lack of capacity by the
state to meet the needs of patients with dual and complex
needs.

It is this point I am particularly concerned about.
Within my own region, the Southern Metropolitan
Region, and in St Kilda and Prahran in particular, we
have major issues with people with mental disabilities
and people who are homeless. An interesting report has
been put out on private rooming houses. I am not
certain how many members of this chamber have been
to look at some private rooming houses. I suggest that
members visit some; if they do not have any within
their own electorate, I would be very happy to take
them to visit some of those in my electorate. These
places are supposed to give people succour, nurture and
a home; in fact quite the reverse happens.
HomeGround Services, a non-profit organisation for
the homeless, released a report recently which reveals
some alarming results about the cleanliness and safety
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standards across a sample of 228 residents living in
rooming houses, most of them within St Kilda in my
electorate. The findings included that 57 per cent of
respondents said they did not feel safe, 50 per cent
shared a bathroom with 10 or more others, 50 per cent
had no heating, one in five had no power point in their
room, 14 per cent could not lock their room and 16 per
cent had no lights in the hall.
I have spoken to people who are homeless, and I have
seen many people who are inflicted, maybe
temporarily, with mental illness, who say they would
rather sleep rough in the parks than go to a rooming
house. This is an indictment on us as a community and
is seriously inappropriate.
Comments from respondents in the HomeGround
Services survey included that:
… many people are bashed all the time …

and that it:
… makes me sick when I see syringes lying around.

One resident said they:
could only lock the bedroom door if I paid an extra $25 …

That is absolutely appalling and needs to be looked at.
These people have no-one to turn to and nowhere to go
and it is absolutely essential that a substantial amount of
money is found to make certain that people with a
mental illness, and other people who are forced to be
homeless within our community — young people,
through family breakdown; and people with dual
diagnoses of mental and health issues, and drug and
alcohol dependencies — have access to supportive
housing. We should be caring for these people and
making certain that the rooming houses are clean, safe
places — in fact, havens — for people to go. It is just
not acceptable to have people choosing to sleep rough
because the rooming places are not safe. I commend
this report.

Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee:
misuse/abuse of benzodiazepines and other
forms of pharmaceutical drugs in Victoria
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak on what we have before us, an excellent and
comprehensive report written by a number of members
of both houses of the Parliament of Victoria through the
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee. I wish to
begin by paying my respects to current and past
members of this house who have served on the
committee — former chair Johan Scheffer, Sang
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Nguyen, Jenny Mikakos and Shaun Leane. I further
wish to congratulate members from the other house,
including Ann Barker, the Deputy Speaker and member
for Oakleigh. All of them were ably led by former
Speaker Judy Maddigan, the member for Essendon in
the other place. And I wish to congratulate the staff of
the committee, who operate effectively; truly they are
talented people.
In one sense this report has been far too long in coming
because the media and some sectors of the medical and
pharmaceutical industries have been whistleblowing for
years. It is also deeply saddening to learn from the
report that far too many within our Victorian
community do not see the taking of prescription drugs
as dangerous and so overdo it. Some take far too many
of these otherwise healthy drugs. Some mix them with
alcohol, others mix them with a variety of other
medications. Some visit multiple doctors for greater
prescription amounts, and others take their medications
long after their use-by dates. Others take medication
belonging to someone else, and some take the drugs
repeatedly, even though doctors stress that there is a
limit on how many and how often they should be taken.
Misusing and abusing prescription drugs can be as
lethal as taking poisons. They can kill when taken
wrongly. They can lead to a broad variety of side
effects when taken without reference to why they were
given to the patient by their doctor. While they have
been created to help us, far too many in the community
are hurting themselves with these drugs.
The report details the problems and abuses, the
concerns and the possible remedies that we must
consider. These suggested remedies include a range of
education programs for the community, doctors,
pharmacists and all other health professionals as well as
patients and their families. But a more practical and
more easily enacted suggestion is for a national
prescription recording service. Where this has been
done elsewhere, for example in many states in the
USA, it has worked remarkably well. However, the
committee went even further and suggested additional
reforms. This proves how successful the committees are
and why they play a great role not only within the
Parliament but, more importantly, on behalf of the
people whom we all represent — the people of
Victoria.
In this case, the committee’s recommendations will yet
again show that Victoria either leads the nation in
action or seeks to guide the nation to establish national
protocols. An electronic prescription service linked to
the prescription recording service would allow greater
control and checks on who gets what, how often and
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how much. Hopefully this should stop the practice of
doctor shopping where patients seek doctors who are
more likely to prescribe drugs or just not check on how
many prescriptions they have obtained.
I am shocked to read on page 382 of the report that
there are significant numbers of doctors who do not
recognise the condition of drug dependency. Education
programs for doctors are recommended in the report,
but I hope their professional associations would also see
a need for their direct involvement. Therefore I believe
the outlook must be good.

Auditor-General: Planning for Water
Infrastructure in Victoria
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I rise to speak
on the Auditor-General’s report Planning for Water
Infrastructure in Victoria of April 2008, and in doing so
I would like to say that the government may have a
no-dams policy and no-damming policy but fortunately
the Auditor-General does not. This is a damning report
on the government’s performance in water
infrastructure over the past few years. It has confirmed
fears that the cost of the Brumby government’s water
plan is likely to exceed the budgeted amount and that
the promised water savings may not exist.
The report highlights the government’s lack of action to
secure Victoria’s water supplies between 1997 and
2006. It highlights what everyone has known, that the
government has simply sat on its hands. This
government knew, like everyone else, that we were in
drought, that we were in a water crisis, but it did
nothing. Government members sat on their hands and at
night they prayed for rain.
The report also reveals that it was not until June 2007
that the government actually developed a water plan,
and that plan was developed within six months. It was
only devised as a knee-jerk reaction to the drought, and
we all know that this is the case. As Mr Barber said
earlier, this water plan was not announced before the
election. I am quite sure if it had been announced
before the election Ms Darveniza would probably not
be sitting in this chamber now because the people of
northern Victoria are extremely angry about the
government’s water plan. They were not told about the
plan before the election so that they could vote
accordingly. It is a plan that was sprung on them after
the election; it is a plan that means to steal 75 gigalitres
of water out of the Goulburn River, out of the
Murray-Darling Basin, and a plan that could have
long-term consequential effects not only on the
environment in northern Victoria but also on our
economy with the loss of water for irrigation.
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The findings of this report show that the
Auditor-General has found that the government
deliberately used a lower estimate to hide the true cost
of the proposed desalination plant at Wonthaggi, and my
colleague Mr O’Donohue has spoken about that because
that is in his area. That was extremely misleading of this
government and is typical of the spin and the lengths
that this government will go to to try to make its stories
appealing to the electorate. It also shows that the
estimated cost of the Geelong–Melbourne pipeline has
already blown out by 50 per cent. Who knows what that
pipeline, the north–south pipeline and the desalination
plant will eventually cost? Given the government’s
appalling record on major projects, the costs of these
blow-outs are likely to be felt by all taxpayers with
vastly increased prices for water in this state.
The report adds further weight to calls for a full audit of
the claimed water savings associated with the food
bowl modernisation plan and confirms that that plan
was based on a submission from a group of unelected
people in the north and was prepared without a depth of
analysis and level of rigour commensurate with a
project business case. It was very much a knee-jerk
reaction based on very sketchy details, but the
government has pushed ahead with it because it was
desperate for an answer to Melbourne’s water crisis.
I will touch a little more on the food bowl
modernisation plan particularly. As I said, this report is
damning. It highlights the Brumby government’s use of
inconsistent water savings figures and recommends that
the Department of Sustainability and Environment
publish the detailed analysis underpinning the estimates
of water savings and costs for the food bowl project.
For a long time many people in northern Victoria have
been calling for the full details of all aspects of this
project to be disclosed to the electorate.
The report highlights on page 29 that:
There was minimal consultation with stakeholders outside
government before the decision to commit to the plan
components.

On page 32 it highlights that:
The announcement of the food bowl project in June 2007 was
not informed by a rigorous cost analysis and full validation of
the water savings estimates.

That shows that the government has been negligent in
its commitment to this project and that the full business
case was not prepared before it committed to it. The
report goes on to say that — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Vogels) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
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Moyne Health Services: report 2006–07
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I rise to make
comment on the Moyne Health Services annual report
for 2006–07. If we were to go back 159 years, I would
be making this statement on a report on a four-roomed
cottage at 40 James Street, Belfast. Over the past
159 years of its existence, Moyne Health Services has
grown into a multimillion-dollar health service
encompassing almost an entire block and providing a
number of health services essential to the Moyne shire.
Those services include acute hospital care, aged care
with residential and home-based services, and primary
care.
Moyne Health Services includes country Victoria’s
oldest hospital, the Port Fairy Hospital, which has a
grand history of service to the community. All those
associated with the hospital have very good reason to
feel extremely proud of its service and very long
history. During the reporting period Ms Kerry
Robertson was elected president of the board of
management of the hospital, replacing Gerard Dwyer. I
make special mention of Mr Dwyer, as he had been a
member of the board since 1975 and served as
president for 13 years.
While I am mentioning personal achievements, I also
wish to make note of two teams from Moyne Health
Services who, in April 2007, took part in Woody’s
Murray to Moyne bike ride, raising $22 000 for the
health service. The Port Fairy Hospital team was led by
Jenny McCarthy and the Belfast Bikers were led by
Kate Winnen. Kate is the daughter of Graham
Woodrup, after whom Woody’s Murray to Moyne bike
ride is named. I take this opportunity to congratulate
both women and their teams on their enormous efforts
and achievements and the contributions they have made
not just in taking this ride but also in organising their
teams and everything else that goes with it.
Last year Woody’s Murray to Moyne bike ride
celebrated its 21st year, with the event having
1628 riders comprising 172 teams from different
hospitals and health-related organisations right across
Victoria, and raising more than $1.28 million. What a
fantastic event! It is no doubt embraced by the entire
Port Fairy community, which I witnessed when I was in
Port Fairy for the 2007 bike ride. Many people were
lined up along Bank Street, all prepared and
encouraging the bike riders as they entered Port Fairy
that morning. It was not until that morning when I was
driving from Port Fairy to Hamilton that I understood
the enormous size of the event. There were literally
hundreds of bike riders on the road that day, going in
the opposite direction. Most of the bike riders had come
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from Mildura, Swan Hill or Echuca. There is a
mandatory stop in Hamilton overnight and that is why
we saw so many cyclists that morning.
The event is steeped in history. The very first event was
initiated to raise money for the Port Fairy Hospital but
it now attracts participation from hospitals and health
services right across the state. It is clear that there is
continuous support by the local community and various
auxiliaries. As a result of the support and the
fundraising people are involved in, the local community
was able to purchase new equipment, including a new
automatic defibrillator for cardiac emergencies, a digital
chair to assist residents’ monthly weigh-ins, and a
high-flow oxygen generator and attachments for the
emergency department, to name just a few.
Several times throughout the report there is reference to
the work that volunteers do in Moyne Health Services.
This does not go unnoticed by any means. I pay tribute
to the cross-generational support that is evident. You
see daughters, mothers, uncles and grandparents
working side by side to raise funds for this important
service.

CO-OPERATIVES AND PRIVATE
SECURITY ACTS AMENDMENT BILL
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning),
Mr Jennings 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 Co-operatives and Private Security Acts
Amendment Bill 2008.
In my opinion, the Co-operatives and Private Security Acts
Amendment Bill 2008, 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 improves the ability of cooperatives to operate
nationally and assists their capacity to raise funds. In
particular, the bill will:
recognise and allow a cooperative to issue a new
cooperative capital unit, as a means of raising funds for
expansion of its operations;
introduce a more streamlined scheme to allow
cooperatives to carry on business around Australia
without the need to register separately in each state or
territory; and
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provide the registrar of cooperatives with the ability to
exempt smaller cooperatives from the need to have their
accounts audited annually by a registered company
auditor.
The bill also amends the Private Security Act 2004 to extend
the date by which a ministerial review of that act must be
finalised.
Human rights issues
Proposed sections 371(2)(a)(iv) and 371(3)(c) may engage
section 13(a) of the charter in relation to the right to personal
privacy in that they provide that where a foreign cooperative
proposes to carry on business in Victoria, it must give notice
to the registrar of cooperatives. That notice must be
accompanied by the full name and address of each person
who is to act as agent of the cooperative in this state and (in
the case of a non-participating cooperative) the full name,
date of birth and address of each director of the cooperative,
respectively.
It is considered that proposed sections 371(2)(a)(iv) and
371(3)(c) do not unlawfully or arbitrarily interfere with the
right to privacy and are therefore compatible with the charter
for the following reasons:
Proposed section 371(3)(c) is consistent with existing
sections 19(1)(d)(iii) and 24(c)(vi) of the Co-operatives
Act 1996 that require an application for registration of a
cooperative to be accompanied by a list containing the
name, address, occupation and place and date of birth of
each director. Proposed section 371(3)(c) imposes a
slightly lesser information requirement.
Proposed section 371(2)(a)(iv) substitutes in identical
terms the existing requirement contained in part 14 of
the Co-operatives Act 1996 that foreign cooperatives
wishing to carry on business in Victoria notify the
registrar of cooperatives of the full name and address of
each person who is to act as agent of the cooperative in
Victoria (sections 369 and 370).
The information is gathered for a reasonable purpose
and is not arbitrary or unlawful. In relation to directors, it
enables the registrar of cooperatives to confirm that a
person who is acting as a director or is otherwise directly
or indirectly concerned with the management of a
cooperative is lawfully able to do so under the act:
Section 214(1) of the Co-operatives Act 1996
provides that it is unlawful for a person who has
been convicted of certain specified offences to act
as a director or directly or indirectly take part in or
be concerned with the management of a
cooperative, within a period of five years after the
date of conviction, or if sentenced to imprisonment,
five years from the date of their release from
prison.
Section 214(2) provides that a person is
disqualified from acting as a director or from
directly or indirectly taking part in or being
concerned with the management of a cooperative if
they have been convicted of an offence under the
act within a period of five years after the
conviction, have been disqualified from managing
a corporation under the Corporations Act 2001 or
are an insolvent under administration.
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The name, address, occupation and place and date of
birth of each director enables precise confirmation of
identity for these purposes.

registered outside Victoria and enable the registrar of
cooperatives to exempt smaller cooperatives from the
requirement to have their financial accounts audited.

Collecting the full name and address in Victoria of a
person acting as the agent of a foreign cooperative is
also for a reasonable purpose and is not unlawful or
arbitrary. It is required so that the registrar of
cooperatives and members of the public who have
dealings with the cooperative have a clearly identified
contact point in this jurisdiction.

The bill will also amend the Private Security Act 2004 to
extend the date by which a ministerial review of its operations
must be finalised and reported to Parliament.

There are appropriate constraints around the
management of the information collected as it is retained
and managed by the registrar of cooperatives consistent
with the requirements of the Information Privacy Act
2000.
The information is accessible from the register of
cooperatives only upon payment of a prescribed fee.
The information requirements under proposed
section 371(2)(a)(iv) and section 371(3)(c) are therefore not
unreasonable, unlawful or arbitrary and are consistent with
the charter.
The bill does not otherwise affect any human rights protected
by the charter.
Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)
The bill does not limit any human right, and therefore it is not
necessary to consider section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion
For the reasons outlined above, I consider that the bill is
compatible with the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities.
HON. JUSTIN MADDEN, MLC
MINISTER FOR PLANNING

Second reading
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I move:
That the second-reading speech be incorporated into
Hansard.

I can do so confidently, as the bill does not contain a
section 85 statement and has passed the Legislative
Assembly without amendment.
Motion agreed to.
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill will amend the Co-operatives Act 1996 to enable
cooperatives to issue cooperative capital units, better provide
for recognition in this state of cooperatives that have been

In Victoria, the formation, regulation and development of
cooperatives is governed by the Co-operatives Act 1996. As
at 30 June 2007, there were 742 cooperatives registered in this
state.
As with companies and incorporated associations, a
cooperative is a legal entity that allows members the ability to
buy and sell property, sue and be sued in the name of the
cooperative and affords members limited personal liability.
Cooperatives are organisations owned and controlled by
members who join for their common benefit. Cooperatives
are traditionally based on values of self-help,
self-responsibility, democracy, equality, equity and solidarity.
Cooperatives are significant in the primary production sector
providing services to the dairy, tobacco, egg and fishing
industries and water to irrigators. Apart from rural industries,
Victorian cooperatives operate in and across a wide range of
areas that provide services to the community, including the
provision of child care, housing, taxi services and community
radio stations.
The Ministerial Council on Consumer Affairs has agreed to
formalise a national scheme of cooperatives legislation. The
scheme is to be established pursuant to an Australian uniform
cooperative laws agreement, which will provide that
jurisdictions may either adopt a proposed national
cooperatives code or pass alternative consistent legislation.
The ministerial council has agreed to a set of core consistent
provisions that are to be contained in national cooperatives
legislation.
In 2002 the ministerial council agreed that the national
cooperatives legislation would include fundraising provisions
based upon a modification of the cooperative capital unit
provisions in the NSW Co-operatives Act 1992, and mutual
recognition provisions to enable a cooperative to carry on
business in more than one jurisdiction provided it has met
prescribed notification requirements.
However, due to delays in progress at the national level, to
date, cooperative capital units have not been included in
Victorian legislation and mutual recognition provisions in the
Co-operatives Act have not been updated.
This bill redresses that situation and is consistent with recent
ministerial council advice that jurisdictions may proceed to
introduce them in advance of the proposed national
legislation.
A cooperative capital unit, or a ‘CCU’, is a fundraising
instrument that can be issued by a cooperative and which
confers an interest in the capital (but not the share capital) of
the cooperative. It is personal property, transferable within the
terms of the act, and is capable of devolution by will or by
operation of law.
Traditionally, cooperatives have been restricted to raising
capital funding for their operations from their membership.
However, a CCU can be issued to persons whether or not they
are members of the cooperative itself and will provide an
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additional form of capital fundraising to support the trading
operations of a cooperative.

2001 of the commonwealth to also be available to the
registrar in respect of cooperatives.

For cooperatives to survive and be successful in today’s
markets, they need to be competitive with other forms of
corporate structure and have a similar ability to finance and
grow their businesses. The availability of a flexible
fundraising instrument such as a CCU does not infringe
cooperative principles and provides a means of survival and
expansion for cooperatives that require additional capital that
their members are unable to provide.

Section 342 of the Corporations Act establishes criteria for
considering an exemption, including that complying with
standard requirements would be inappropriate in the
circumstances or would impose an unreasonable burden.
Extending this discretion to the registrar will assist smaller
cooperatives, particularly those in regional Victoria that are
struggling to cope with the financial impact of the extended
drought.

CCU provisions in the NSW Co-operatives Act 1992 have
served as the basis for model provisions developed by the
Australasian Parliamentary Counsels Committee and the
provisions in this bill are based on those model provisions.

I now turn to the amendment to the Private Security Act
2004.

Part 14 of the Co-operatives Act provides for the recognition
in Victoria of ‘foreign cooperatives’, being cooperatives
registered in another jurisdiction. In 2002, the ministerial
council agreed to update existing provisions for mutual
recognition of cooperatives between jurisdictions based on
current provisions contained in the New South Wales
Co-operatives Act 1992.
The amendments contained in this bill will simplify the ability
of cooperatives registered in another jurisdiction to carry on
business in Victoria and are consistent with proposed
provisions of the draft national code that will enable
recognition of Victorian cooperatives by other jurisdictions.
The amendments prescribe that a foreign cooperative carries
on business in Victoria if it solicits for members in Victoria,
seeks share capital, takes deposits or offers other securities in
the cooperative in Victoria, or provides any goods or services
in Victoria.
The amendments authorise the responsible minister to certify
that the law of another jurisdiction is a cooperative law for the
purposes of the Co-operatives Act 1996 if it substantially
corresponds to the provisions of the Co-operatives Act 1996.
The amendments then allow the registrar of cooperatives to
authorise a cooperative registered under a recognised
cooperative law of another state and territory to carry on
business in Victoria without having to separately register in
this state.
The bill will also provide the registrar of cooperatives with a
discretion to grant an exemption to small cooperatives or
cooperatives experiencing financial stress from existing
annual financial reporting and audit requirements under the
Co-operatives Act.
Under the current provisions of the Co-operatives Act,
cooperatives are required to appoint a registered company
auditor to conduct an audit of their annual financial
statements. Some smaller cooperatives have found the
expense of a registered company auditor or the cost of
auditing itself unreasonably disproportionate to the value of
their books.
Unlike the Co-operatives Act, the regulatory schemes for
companies and incorporated associations include an ability to
exempt a company or association from the obligation to have
their accounts audited by a registered company auditor. The
amendments will enable the discretion available to the
Australian Securities and Investments Commission for
companies under sections 340–342 of the Corporations Act

The Private Security Act provides for the licensing,
registration and regulation of the private security industry in
Victoria. It currently requires that the responsible minister
complete a review of its operation by 1 June 2008.
The review has commenced. However, over the past two
years, significant work has been undertaken at the national
level to harmonise the regulation of the private security
industry across Australia with the ultimate aim of enabling
mutual recognition of licences between jurisdictions.
The Council of Australian Governments (COAG) is
progressing the development of national minimum standards
for the private security industry including existing workforce
proposals, new recommendations for regulating the technical
sector of the industry and further proposals to improve the
quality and delivery of security industry training.
Given the significant overlap with issues to be considered in
the review of the Private Security Act, and to avoid
unnecessary duplication, it is sensible that the review of the
act be undertaken either alongside or after completion of the
work by COAG. Recommendations dealing with the
technical sector of the industry will be particularly valuable in
informing the review of the act.
Progressing national harmonisation work in tandem with the
review of the Private Security Act will enable the
development of a consolidated approach to any legislative
amendments arising from each process. It will also ensure that
there is sufficient time and focus on consultation with the
industry, both through the Victorian Security Industry
Advisory Council and through broader public consultation.
Accordingly, the bill will extend the time frame for
completion of the ministerial review to 1 June 2009.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr GUY (Northern
Metropolitan) on motion of Ms Lovell.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 17 April.
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Human rights issues
1.

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

Statement of compatibility
Section 13: privacy

For Mr LENDERS (Treasurer), Mr Jennings 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 Essential Services Commission
Amendment Bill 2008.
In my opinion, the Essential Services Commission
Amendment Bill 2008, 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 Essential Services Commission
Amendment Bill 2008 (the bill) is to amend the Essential
Services Commission Act 2001 (the ESC act) to implement
the legislative component of the government’s final response
to the review of the Essential Services Commission Act 2001.
The primary purpose of the bill is to ensure that the Essential
Services Commission (the commission) has adequate
guidance in forming its decisions and the necessary powers to
gather critical information and enforce its decisions.
Specifically, the bill proposes to:
(a) introduce a simpler legislative framework;
(b) refine the current objective;
(c) revise and recast the facilitating objectives as matters the
commission is to have regard to when undertaking its
functions;
(d) provide the commission with the power to make codes
and impose appropriate penalties for their breach;
(e) clarify that the commission is able to inquire into any
matter referred to it by the minister for finance in
consultation with relevant ministers, and provide that
when conducting inquiries into industries that are not
regulated, the minister for finance is to determine the
powers available to the commission;
(f)

standardise the powers and penalties available to the
commission across the ESC act to reduce the regulatory
burden and increase regulatory certainty;

(g) provide the commission with access to third-party and
related contract information, and clarify the release of
commercial-in-confidence information;
(h) introduce a proportional penalty framework; and
(i)

introduce new provisions relating to access regimes to
ensure that, as agreed at the Council of Australian
Governments, regulation of Victorian regimes is
consistent with the nationally agreed approach.

A person has the right not to have his or her privacy, family,
home or correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered
with.
Privacy is bound up with conceptions of personal autonomy
and human dignity. It 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.
An interference with privacy will not be unlawful provided if
it is permitted by law, is certain, and is appropriately
circumscribed. Arbitrariness will not arise provided that the
restrictions on privacy are in accordance with the objectives
of the charter and are reasonable, given the circumstances.
The information-gathering powers currently available to the
commission are spread through a number of acts, or contained
within specific licence conditions. The information-gathering
powers available to the commission differ according to
whether the commission is using its inquiry or regulatory
functions.
The proposed amendments in clauses 12 to 16 are intended to
create a universally applicable set of stand-alone
information-gathering powers within the ESC act. This is
largely to be achieved by extending the commission’s current
inquiry information-gathering powers across all of its
functions. Standardising and simplifying the information
provisions will reduce the administrative burden on the
commission and reduce the regulatory burden on regulated
entities and industries subject to inquiry. These provisions
will also provide the commission with the stand-alone powers
necessary to regulate industries that are not subject to their
own act with Parliament.
The proposed amendments in clauses 12 to 16 engage the
right to privacy because they give the commission powers to
compel persons to provide information. However, it is not
intended that this will involve information of a personal
nature. Rather, the proposed information-gathering powers
will pertain to commercial information that is necessary for
the commission to fulfil its functions in an accurate and
timely manner. Furthermore, the commission’s powers to
obtain information and documents are confined and
structured and are reasonable in the circumstances. Any
interference with privacy must be authorised on a
case-by-case basis according to the specific circumstances
involved. This includes giving the person affected the
opportunity to make submissions as to why the information is
of a confidential nature under the new section 38(1A).
Furthermore, persons have the right of appeal and, when
undertaking an inquiry into an industry that is not regulated,
clause 18 indicates that the minister is to have the ability to
limit the commission’s information-gathering powers. The
right of appeal and the minister’s power establish further
safeguards against arbitrary interferences with privacy by the
commission. Therefore clauses 12 to 16 do not authorise
unlawful or arbitrary interferences with privacy and there is
no limitation of the privacy right.
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Section 24: fair hearing
Section 24 of the charter provides that a person charged with
a criminal offence or a party to a civil proceeding has the right
to have the charge or proceeding decided by a competent,
independent and impartial court or tribunal after a fair and
public hearing.
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is required to appear before the commission under these
provisions, then the person’s freedom of movement is limited.
However, the limit upon the right is clearly reasonable and
justifiable in a free and democratic society for the purposes of
section 7(2) of the charter having regard to the following
factors:
(a) The nature of the right being limited

Clauses 24 and 25 amend the appeal panel procedures in
sections 55 and 56 of the act and engage the right to a fair
hearing.
Section 56(1) of the ESC act provides that an appeal panel
must consist of three members, one being the chairperson,
and at least one must have knowledge of administrative law
or the law of procedure and evidence. In addition,
section 56(2) indicates that an appeal panel is to be
constituted from a pool of persons appointed because of their
knowledge of, or experience in, one or more of the fields of
industry, commerce, economics, law or public administration.
These provisions seek to ensure that the appeal panel is
competent. Clause 25 of the bill bolsters these provisions and
aims to increase the competence level of the appeal panel by
directing the registrar to use best endeavours to constitute an
appeal panel of:
(a) a chairperson who has experience running contested
hearings; and
(b) at least one member that has technical or industry
experience relevant to the appeal.
The use of the term ‘best endeavours’ appreciates that, in
practice, there is a limited pool of experienced people
available, appeal panels are infrequent and ad hoc in nature,
and there are short time frames within which an appeal panel
must be formed and reach its decision. Clause 25 promotes
the requirement that a proceeding is decided by a competent
panel.
Clause 24 of the bill clarifies that a person who represents a
consumer or user group has a right to an appeal. Furthermore,
it extends the deadlines for lodging a notice of appeal with the
registrar by seven days, thereby reducing the time pressure on
potential appellants. These amendments are consistent with
the right to a fair hearing.
Section 12: freedom of movement
Every person lawfully within Victoria has the right to move
freely within Victoria and to enter and leave it, and has the
freedom to choose where to live.
The right to move freely within Victoria is not dependent on
any particular purpose or reason for a person wanting to move
or stay in a particular place. It encompasses a right not to be
forced to move to, or from, a particular location. The right
includes freedom from physical barriers and procedural
impediments.
Sections 44 and 51 of the ESC act provides that the
commission may serve upon any person a summons to appear
before the commission to give evidence in relation to an
inquiry. Clauses 12 and 14 of the bill standardise this power
across all of the commission’s functions. The provisions
engage and limit the right to freedom of movement because
they provide for a person to be required to come before the
commission to provide information or a document and there
are penalties for non-compliance. To the extent that a person

The right to move freely within Victoria encompasses a right
not to be forced to move to, or from, a particular location and
includes freedom from physical barriers and procedural
impediments.
(b) The importance of the purpose of the limitation
The limitation is important because it enables the commission
with the power to obtain information necessary for it to
efficiently regulate essential services. The ability to secure the
presence of a person to provide information is essential to the
effective administration of the commission’s functions.
(c) The nature and extent of the limitation
The provisions limit a person’s freedom of movement to the
extent that a person may be compelled to be physically
present at the commission or another location for a limited
time for the purpose of giving evidence.
(d) The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The limitation on the free movement of a person by requiring
the presence of the person at the commission is directly and
rationally connected to the purpose of ensuring the effective
administration of the commission’s functions.
(e) Less restrictive means reasonably available to achieve
the purpose
There are no less restrictive means of achieving this purpose.
Section 25: the right not to be compelled to testify against
oneself
Section 25(2)(k) of the charter states that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right not to be compelled to
testify against himself or herself, or to confess guilt. However,
the right only applies to persons charged with a criminal
offence and does not extend to the provision of information to
the commission in the course of exercising its functions. The
bill therefore does not interfere with the right in
section 25(2)(k) of the charter. Nevertheless, persons required
to provide information to the commission pursuant to its
power in clause 14 of the bill will be afforded the privilege
against self-incrimination in section 37(1)(5) of the ESC act.
Section 15: freedom of expression
Section 15(2) of the charter provides that every person has the
right to freedom of expression — this includes the right not to
express. This right is engaged by clause 14 of the bill, which
would compel a person to appear before the commission to
express certain information. Section 15(3) of the charter
provides that special duties and responsibilities attach to this
right and it may therefore be subject to lawful restrictions
reasonably necessary to respect the rights and reputation of
other persons or for the protection of national security, public
order, public health or public morality. Public order can be
defined as the sum of rules that ensure the peaceful and
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effective functioning of society. The power of the
commission to secure the presence of a person to provide
information is essential to the effective administration of the
commission’s regulatory functions. This is a key element of
public order. Clause 14 is therefore consistent with the lawful
restrictions on the right to freedom of expression.
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Mr Beale consulted widely with stakeholders during the
review and concluded that Victoria could be proud of its
regulatory framework, including the ESC act and the work of
the commission under the act. The review found that, under
the Victorian framework, consumers had benefited from falls
in the real price of essential services and, in many cases, from
improved quality and reliability.

Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities for the reasons previously
outlined.
JOHN LENDERS
Treasurer

Second reading
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — On the basis that this bill has
passed the Legislative Assembly without amendment
and does not contain a section 85 statement, I would
like to proceed to move:

The review concluded that the objectives of the ESC act were
being achieved. However, Mr Beale also recommended a
series of changes to the ESC act to emphasise more directly
the importance of providing incentives for dynamic,
productive and allocative efficiency. He suggested procedures
and appeal rights designed to reduce regulatory risk and
increase investor certainty, while providing the commission
with the powers necessary to gather critical information and
enforce its decisions. To this end, he made
28 recommendations and reached 15 conclusions.

Motion agreed to.

Given the complex issues involved and the far-reaching
implications for customers, businesses and the general
community, the government considered it prudent to consult
widely, and to thoroughly analyse each recommended change
to the regulatory system. Therefore once the review and the
government’s strategic response to the review were tabled in
Parliament in March 2007, the government contacted
approximately 100 regulated entities and interested parties
seeking their views on the review and the government’s
strategic response.

Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I move:

In developing its legislative response to the review, the
government was also cognisant of three developments that
had arisen since the conclusion of the review, namely:

That the second-reading speech be incorporated into
Hansard.

That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill is the central component of the government’s final
response to the review of the Essential Services Commission
Act 2001 (the review). The final response to the review will
consist of a suite of reforms designed to significantly reduce
the regulatory burden imposed by the Essential Services
Commission (the commission) as well as amend the Essential
Services Commission Regulations 2001 and associated
industry acts and other non-legislative reforms.
These reforms represent an important evolution in Victoria’s
regulatory framework. They build on the strengths of
Victoria’s existing regulatory framework, which was
introduced in 2001, but propose substantive changes to
finetune the legislation and ensure that Victoria continues to
benefit, well into the future, from an economic regulatory
system that is truly world class.
I now turn to the development of this legislation. In
August 2006, the government commissioned Mr Roger
Beale, AO, to conduct an independent review of the Essential
Services Commission Act 2001 (ESC act). I note that
section 66 of the ESC act stipulates that the review had to be
undertaken by 31 December 2006.
The purpose of the review was to assess whether the
objectives of the ESC act were being achieved, whether they
remained appropriate, and whether the ESC act was effective
or needed to be amended to further facilitate the objectives or
to insert new objectives.

the imminent transfer of most of the commission’s
energy regulatory functions to the Australian Energy
Regulator;
the buyback of the intrastate rail business from Pacific
National; and
the unsuccessful court challenge to the commission’s
information-gathering powers.
In all, the government has incorporated, either fully, in part or
in principle, 27 out of the review’s 28 recommendations. The
only recommendation that has not been incorporated is the
recommendation to change the primary objective of the ESC
act to bring it into harmony with the national gas and
electricity laws. In not supporting this recommendation, the
government considered that the current objective was more
inclusive, and that it had served the commission well.
Moreover, the imminent transfer of most of the commission’s
energy regulatory functions to the Australian Energy
Regulator reduces the benefits of harmonisation with the
national energy laws.
While the government has fully accepted nearly all of the
review’s recommendations relating to appeals, it has not
accepted that part of one recommendation which relates to the
introduction of full merit-based appeals. In doing so the
government considers that the current model of limited
appeals is robust and cost effective. Extending the grounds for
appeal further would involve significant establishment and
operational costs and could cause significant delays. The
government is not convinced that the incidence of appeals
against the commission’s decisions and determinations
justifies the imposition of these delays and costs.
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It is important to note that not all of the review’s
recommendations will require legislative change, as several of
the recommendations support the continuation of current
provisions, recommend amendments to the Essential Services
Commission Regulations 2001 or involve changes that do not
require legislative amendments. The government will
implement these changes in due course.
In summary, then, the principal purposes of the bill are:
to introduce a simpler legislative framework;
to refine the current objective;
to revise and recast the facilitating objectives as matters
the commission is to have regard to when undertaking
its functions;
to provide the commission with the power to make
codes and impose appropriate penalties for their breach;
to clarify that the commission is able to inquire into any
matter referred by the minister for finance in
consultation with relevant ministers, and provide that
when conducting inquiries into industries that are not
regulated, the minister for finance is to determine the
information powers available to the commission;
to standardise the powers and penalties available to the
commission across the ESC act to reduce the regulatory
burden and increase regulatory certainty;
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As stated, the bill amends the primary objective of the ESC
act to better reflect the evolving role of the commission, in
particular its broader inquiry functions, while maintaining the
commission’s focus on promoting the long-term interests of
Victorian consumers.
The bill also replaces the facilitating objectives with a similar
set of matters to which the commission must have regard
when carrying out all of its functions. The aim of this revision
is to update the scope of the commission’s considerations,
while clarifying the relationship between these matters and
the commission’s primary objective. The matters the
commission must have regard to in seeking to achieve its
objectives are:
(a) efficiency in the relevant industry and incentives for
long-term investment;
(b) the financial viability of the relevant industry;
(c) the degree of, and scope for, competition within the
regulated industry, including countervailing market
power and information asymmetries;
(d) the relevant health, safety, environmental and social
legislation applying to an industry;
(e) the benefits and costs of regulation (including
externalities and the gains from competition and
efficiency) for:
consumers and users (including low-income and
vulnerable consumers);

to provide the commission with powers to access
information from regulated and related third parties, and
clarify processes and decisions on the release of
commercial-in-confidence information;
to introduce a proportional penalty framework; and
to introduce new provisions relating to access regimes to
ensure that, as agreed at the Council of Australian
Governments, regulation of Victorian regimes is
consistent with the nationally agreed approach.
To accompany this bill, the government is developing an
additional package of reforms that, combined with the
amendments, will significantly reduce the regulatory burden
on business. This suite of reforms will consist of two reviews
to identify and streamline administrative burdens and
regulatory obligations. The first of these reviews will focus on
the regulatory burden associated with customer protection and
metering frameworks for energy retail businesses and on the
ongoing suitability of such arrangements in light of the
increasing effectiveness of energy retail competition in
Victoria and the transition to national regulation. The second
review will look more broadly at administrative burden across
areas of the commission’s regulatory activities. It is important
to note that both of the reviews will involve in-depth
engagement with regulated businesses.
The review of the ESC act and the development of the
legislation and related reforms represent a very significant and
complex undertaking. I would like to thank Mr Roger Beale,
AO, for his thorough and insightful review, which has paved
the way for these reforms and for improvements in the
regulatory regime.
I will now provide an outline of the bill.

regulated entities;
(f)

consistency in regulation between states and on a
national basis; and

(g) any matters specified in an empowering instrument.
In addition, the matters to which the commission must have
regard when making a price determination are revised and
updated.
The bill also broadens the scope of the commission’s remit by
clarifying that there is no restriction on the industries or
services on which the commission may be required to give
advice. To ensure that the commission’s independence is
maintained, inquiry references are consistent and the
commission is appropriately resourced, the minister for
finance is to be directly responsible for referring all matters
for inquiry, other than those directed by industry acts, to the
commission after consulting with relevant ministers.
Importantly, the bill provides the commission with formal
code-making powers to allow for increased standardisation of
the commission’s regulatory functions and to give the
commission the flexibility to regulate industries that are not
the subject of their own act of Parliament. The code-making
power is to be accompanied by parliamentary oversight.
The commission’s code-making powers are to be guided by
explicit requirements that compel the commission, when
considering new codes or changes to existing codes, to
thoroughly evaluate the costs and benefits of its proposals, to
evaluate alternative options and to consult with industry and
consumers on these matters. The chair of the commission will
attest to the thoroughness of the evaluation process in a
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document that is to be tabled in Parliament together with the
code. This process will further discipline the commission’s
regulatory function and deliver tangible reductions in the
regulatory burden.
To ensure compliance with the codes, the commission will be
able to serve a notice on a regulated entity for a non-trivial
breach of a code. The notice is to require the entity to comply
with the code within a specified time frame. Failure to
comply with the notice would constitute a breach of this
provision, which would be the justification for a fine or a
provisional enforcement order.
For the time being, the new code-making powers will operate
alongside the commission’s existing powers to create codes.
When the associated industry acts are reviewed, it is expected
that consideration will be given to repealing their
code-making provisions and referencing the ESC act’s
code-making framework.
The bill creates a universally applicable set of
information-gathering powers and penalty provisions within
the ESC act. This will standardise and simplify the
commission’s information powers across its functions and the
industries it regulates, which will reduce the administrative
burden on the commission and reduce the regulatory burden
on regulated entities and industries subject to inquiry. These
provisions will also contribute towards giving the commission
powers necessary to regulate industries that are not subject to
their own act of Parliament. When the associated industry acts
are reviewed, it is expected that consideration will be given to
repealing their information provisions and referencing the
ESC act’s information framework.

1025
Australian Governments’ competition and infrastructure
reform agreement.
The bill also directs the minister responsible for the
commission to ensure that another review of the ESC act is
conducted by 31 December 2016 to ensure the ESC act
remains up to date, the commission has appropriate guidance
and Victorians continue to benefit from best practice
regulation.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 17 April.

POLICE INTEGRITY BILL
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning),
Mr Jennings 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 Police Integrity Bill 2008 (the PI bill).

To maximise regulatory certainty the commission will
stipulate in its codes the regulatory information that needs to
be maintained by regulated entities and associated third
parties.

In my opinion, the PI bill, as introduced to the Legislative
Council is compatible with human rights protected by the
charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.

To further enhance the confidential information provisions in
the ESC act, the party claiming confidentiality is to have the
right to make a formal submission to justify their claim, if
notified that the commission deems that the information
should be made public.

Overview of the bill

In order to ensure that the commission’s strong
information-gathering powers are used judiciously and only
when necessary, the commission is to have regard to the
relevance of the information it is seeking and the cost
imposed on the information provider. In addition, the minister
will determine the powers available to the commission when
it undertakes a research inquiry or an inquiry into an industry
or service that is not subject to regulation by the commission.
The bill clarifies and partly extends the provisions governing
appeals against decisions of the commission. In particular, the
provisions governing the constituents of an appeal panel are
to be further refined, the deadlines for the lodgement of
appeals are to be extended by an extra seven working days to
reduce the time pressure on potential appellants, and
consumer and user groups are to be given the right to initiate
or intervene in an appeal, even if it is lodged by others, to
ensure that the interests of consumers are represented and
protected.
Importantly, the bill introduces into the ESC act provisions
pertaining to third-party access regimes that are necessary for
Victoria to fulfil its commitments under the Council of

The purpose of the PI bill is to:
(a) re-establish the Office of Police Integrity (the OPI);
(b) prescribe the functions of the OPI and the director,
police integrity (the DPI);
(c) amend the Police Regulation Act 1958 (Vic) (the
PR act).
The bill establishes a scheme to investigate police corruption
and serious misconduct of members of the Victoria Police
and:
(a) empowers the DPI to issue a witness summons to
compel witnesses to attend before the DPI for an
investigation or examination and impose penalties
on members of the force for failure to respond to
the DPI’s directions and summonses;
(b) sets out procedures for charging and arresting
members of the force who do not cooperate with
the DPI’s summonses;
(c) sets out procedures for the treatment of persons
charged and arrested for contempt of the DPI in
accordance with the law;
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(d) empowers an authorised officer, including the DPI,
to enter premises and seize documents relevant to
an investigation;

charter. However, any interference is lawful and is not
arbitrary. The bill is prescriptive with respect to the
circumstances and the purposes of disclosure.

(e) sets out a procedure for the special investigations
monitor to investigate misconduct of the DPI.

Similarly, to the extent that the requirements of the DPI to
report summonses, arrest warrants and other matters to the
SIM (clauses 115 to 117) may engage the right to privacy and
reputation, any interference is lawful and not arbitrary.

The OPI is both an investigative and a review body and is
separate from the Victoria Police. It has its own management
and reporting and accountability arrangements. It reports
directly to the Victorian Parliament. In addition to
investigating complaints against the police, the DPI can of his
or her own motion conduct an investigation into any matter
relevant to achieving the objectives of his or her office
including, but not limited to, an investigation into the conduct
of a member of the force, police corruption and serious
misconduct, and any of the police policies, practices and
procedures of the force or a member of the force or the failure
to adhere to the polices, practice or procedure.
Human rights issues
Confidentiality provisions (clauses 22, 23 and 51)
Clauses 22 and 23 impose strict restrictions on OPI personnel
and other persons in respect of disclosure of information.
Clause 51 exempts documents from disclosure under the
Freedom of Information Act 1982. Some of that information
would come within the term ‘information and ideas’ and
therefore engage the right to free expression in s 15 of the
charter.
The purpose of the provisions is to ensure the confidentiality
of information held by the OPI. Disclosure of information
other than in the circumstances and for the purposes set out in
clauses 22 and 23 has the potential to jeopardise the
effectiveness of an OPI investigation and to impact upon the
rights of others. In some cases, disclosure of information
could jeopardise the safety of a person who has given
information to the OPI.
More generally, strict confidentiality provisions are necessary
to ensure that the objectives of the DPI are able to be
achieved. Those objectives are set out in clause 8(1) of the bill
and include ensuring that police corruption and serious
misconduct is detected, investigated and prevented. To a large
extent the DPI relies upon the preparedness of police officers
and other persons to provide information. Without clear
assurances as to the confidentiality of information provided
by them, potential informants and witnesses would be less
willing to provide such information to the DPI.
Whilst the confidentiality provisions restrict free expression
they are reasonably necessary to respect the rights and
reputations of others and for the protection of public order.
Accordingly, they are not incompatible with the charter.
Disclosure of information to law enforcement agencies and
corresponding authorities, the privacy commissioner, the
Ombudsman, the Auditor-General and the Director of
Public Prosecutions (clauses 24 to 27) and reports to the
special investigations monitor (clauses 115 to 117)
Clauses 24 to 27 of the bill enable the director to disclose
information to the Chief Commissioner, Victoria Police, other
law enforcement agencies, the Privacy Commissioner, the
Ombudsman and the Auditor-General. That information may
well extend to personal information of persons such as to
engage the right to privacy and reputation under s 13 of the

Testing of OPI personnel for alcohol and drugs of
dependence (clauses 30 to 37)
Clauses 30 to 37 regulate the testing of OPI officers following
a critical incident that results in death or serious injury, where
the DPI reasonably believes that an officer’s ability to
perform his or her duties is affected by alcohol or drugs, and
where the DPI reasonably believes that an officer ought to be
tested to manage the member’s performance of his or her
duties or to take disciplinary action against the member.
The provisions give effect to the right to life in section 9, the
right to liberty and security of the person in section 21, the
right to protection from torture and cruel, inhumane or
degrading treatment in section 10, and the right to humane
treatment when deprived of liberty in section 22 of the
charter. These rights require the state to take measures to
ensure proper treatment of detained persons and to not
arbitrarily deprive a person of their life or interfere with their
liberty and security. The rights also require that the state
undertake effective investigations where a person is killed or
injured by actions of the state or while in the custody of the
state. In Victoria, a number of investigatory mechanisms are
available including coronial inquests, criminal proceedings,
civil proceedings and disciplinary proceedings.
On the other hand, by enabling the DPI to direct that an
officer undergo drug and alcohol testing, the provision has the
potential to impact upon the rights of individual officers,
including the right to liberty and security in section 21, the
right not to be subjected to medical treatment without consent
in section 10, the right to freedom of movement in section 12,
and the right to privacy in section 13. The results of the
testing can be used in disciplinary proceedings against the
officer. In the case of a critical incident the results can also be
used in any proceedings arising out of the incident, including
criminal proceedings and coronial inquests.
I consider that the bill represents an appropriate balance
between these competing rights and any limitation upon the
rights of individual officers is reasonable and justifiable under
s 7(2) of the charter:
The nature of the right being limited
The rights of the officers are important and must be respected.
However, they are rights that can be limited and must be
balanced against the rights of the broader community.
The importance of the purpose of the limitation
OPI officers are given a broad range of powers in order to
perform the functions of the OPI. This includes the authority
to possess, carry and use defensive equipment and firearms
(clauses 102 and 103). The exercise of these powers can limit
or interfere with the rights of individuals, including the rights
to life, liberty and security. It is essential to the protection and
promotion of those rights that the DPI has sufficient powers
to effectively investigate cases where actions of an OPI
officer have resulted in death or serious injury, to investigate
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and take action in cases where alcohol or drug use may be
affecting the ability of an OPI officer to carry out his or her
duties, and to investigate and manage the performance of OPI
officers. The provisions also serve to enable identification of
officers with alcohol or drug problems so that treatment and
rehabilitation can be provided.
Enabling alcohol and drug testing of officers also assists in
maintaining the integrity of the OPI and the public’s
confidence in it.
The nature and extent of the limitation
The limitations on the rights of individual officers are
minimal. An officer’s right to liberty and freedom of
movement may be limited by requiring him or her to attend
for the purpose of drug or alcohol testing. An officer’s right to
security of the person and not to be subjected to medical
treatment without full, free and informed consent may be
limited by a direction to allow a blood sample to be taken.
Although the officer can refuse to comply with the direction
of the director, given that such a refusal could result in
disciplinary proceedings, consent cannot be regarded as truly
free. Further, clause 33 enables a blood sample to be taken
without consent where an officer involved in a critical
incident is unconscious, although the officer can subsequently
refuse consent for the use of any evidence obtained from such
a sample. The right to privacy is not limited as the
circumstances in which such testing can be directed cannot be
regarded as unlawful or arbitrary, and clauses 35 and 36
protect the confidentiality of the test results.
The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
To the extent that the rights of officers are limited, those
limitations are directly connected to the purposes of the
scheme. The power to direct officers to undergo testing
following a critical incident and the ability to use the results in
any proceedings arising out of the incident is necessary to
ensure an effective investigation into a death or serious injury
arising out of or connected with actions of OPI officers. The
powers of the DPI to direct an officer to undergo drug or
alcohol testing in other circumstances are broader, but are also
directly connected with the purposes of the limitation. The
powers apply only where there are concerns that a member’s
ability to perform his or her duties is affected by drugs or
alcohol, or where the DPI reasonably believes the officer
ought to be tested in order to manage the member’s
performance of his or her duties, or to take disciplinary action
against the member.
Less restrictive means reasonably available to achieve the
purpose
To the extent that the rights of officers are limited, the
interference is necessary to achieve the purposes of the
scheme. Less restrictive means, such as further limiting the
circumstances in which testing can be undertaken or enabling
an officer to refuse consent without any disciplinary
consequences, would not be as effective in achieving the
purposes of the provisions.
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Compulsory questioning powers
A number of provisions of the bill require persons to give
information, answer questions and produce documents.
Clause 47 enables the DPI to direct any member of the
Victoria Police to give information, produce documents, or
answer questions for the purposes of an investigation into a
complaint concerning a possible breach of discipline.
Clause 53 enables the DPI to issue a summons on any person,
other than a person known to be under the age of 16 years, to
attend an examination before the director and/or to produce
documents or other things. Clause 68 requires that a person
served with such a summons is required to attend and answer
questions and/or produce those documents or things.
Clause 124 enables the special investigations monitor to
require a member of OPI personnel to attend the SIM and
answer questions and/or produce documents or other things.
These powers engage a number of charter rights, including
freedom of movement in s 12, the right to privacy and
reputation in s 13, freedom of expression in s 15, the right to a
fair hearing in s 24, and the right not to be compelled to
testify against oneself or to confess guilt in s 25(2)(k).
Freedom of movement
To the extent that a person may be required to attend and
remain at a place to answer questions or produce documents
or things, the compulsory questioning powers impose limits
upon a person’s freedom of movement. However, those limits
are reasonable under s 7(2) of the charter:
The nature of the right being limited
The right to move freely within Victoria is one that can be
subject to restrictions. The International Covenant on Civil
and Political Rights expressly recognises that the right may be
subject to restrictions that are necessary to protect public
order, public health or morals or the rights and freedoms of
others.
The importance of the purpose of the limitation
The limitation on movement is necessary in order to fulfil the
functions of the OPI and achieve the objects of the DPI.
Those are important functions and objects and would come
within the meaning of public order.
The nature and extent of the limitation
The limits placed on free movement are relatively minor. The
limits are temporary and last only as long as it is necessary to
conduct the examination.
The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The requirement to attend an examination is directly related to
and rationally connected with the need to carry out an
examination in order to obtain information for the purposes of
the bill.

Other relevant factors
It should also be noted that OPI officers are subject to the
same alcohol and drug testing schemes as other road users
under the Road Safety Act 1986.

Less restrictive means reasonably available to achieve the
purpose
Any less restrictive means would not achieve the purposes of
the provisions as effectively.
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Accordingly, I consider that the provisions are compatible
with the right to freedom of movement in s 12 of the charter.

extent of the involvement of other persons in corrupt police
practices.

Privacy and reputation

In other jurisdictions equivalent rights to s 25(2)(k) have been
interpreted as being limited to ‘testimonial disclosures’. It
does not apply to the production of real evidence; for
example, fingerprinting, compulsory breath testing, or
compulsory production of documents.

The requirements to answer questions, provide information
and to produce documents are likely to involve interferences
with a person’s privacy, and may involve attacks on a
person’s reputation. However, the interferences are necessary
in order to achieve the important purposes of the OPI and
DPI. They are lawful and cannot be regarded as arbitrary.
Accordingly, I consider that the provisions are compatible
with the right to privacy and reputation in s 13 of the charter.
Freedom of expression
The right to freedom of expression, which includes the
freedom to impart information, has been interpreted in some
jurisdictions to include a right not to impart information.
Insofar as the provisions require a person to impart
information, they impose a restriction upon the right in s 15 of
the charter. However, those restrictions are necessary in order
to fulfil the functions of the OPI and achieve the objects of the
DPI. Those are important functions and objects and would
come within the meaning of public order in s 15(3).
Accordingly, I consider that the provisions are compatible
with the right to free expression in s 15 of the charter.
Abrogation of the privilege against self-incrimination
(clauses 46–47; 68–69; and 124–125)
In respect of each of the compulsory questioning powers there
are provisions that abrogate the common-law privilege
against self-incrimination. In each case, the person must
answer the question, or produce the document or thing,
notwithstanding that it may incriminate them (clauses 47, 69,
125). However, a ‘use’ immunity is provided to restrict the
use of the answer, document or thing. The answer, document
or thing is not admissible in any criminal proceedings, except
those in respect of failing to provide the information or in
respect of giving false information.
Section 25(2)(k) of the charter provides a person charged with
a criminal offence is entitled ‘not to be compelled to testify
against himself or herself or to confess guilt’.
This right is considerably narrower than the common-law
privilege against self-incrimination. It applies only to persons
charged with an offence. However, clauses 46 and 120 of the
bill make it clear that the compulsory questioning powers in
the bill may be used despite the fact that there may be other
proceedings on foot. Accordingly, it is possible that the
compulsory questioning powers may be used to require a
person who has been charged with an offence to answer
questions, in which case s 25(2)(k) of the charter would be
engaged.
This is not to say that the DPI or SIM could use the
compulsory questioning powers for the purpose of gathering
further evidence against an accused for the purposes of the
criminal proceeding. It may only use its powers for the
purposes set out in the bill. However, the fact that a person
has been charged with an offence relating to a complaint,
should not prevent the OPI from conducting or continuing to
conduct an investigation and identifying, for example, the

Further, the right has been interpreted as not precluding
compulsory questioning, in separate proceedings, provided
there is a use immunity: see particularly the decision of the
Court of Final Appeal of Hong Kong (including Sir Anthony
Mason) in HKSAR v. Lee Ming Tee (2001) HKFCA 14.
The right clearly makes the accused a non-compellable
witness in the criminal proceedings against him or her, and
reflects the rule that confessions are admissible only if they
are voluntary. However, the right does not preclude
compelling an accused to be a witness in other proceedings
provided there is an immunity protecting against the use of
statements made in those proceedings in respect of the
criminal proceedings relating to the accused. The use
immunity is sufficient to ensure the accused is not indirectly
made a witness against himself.
Accordingly, the provisions are compatible with s 25(2)(k) of
the charter.
Fair hearing
The ability to use compulsory questioning powers in respect
of persons who have been charged with an offence has the
potential to prejudice a fair trial, particularly if the evidence of
that person were to be published. However, the bill contains a
number of safeguards to ensure a person’s fair trial is not
prejudiced. Where the DPI is or becomes aware that other
proceedings are on foot, clause 46(2) directs the DPI to take
all reasonable steps to ensure that the conduct of the
investigation does not prejudice the proceedings. A similar
safeguard exists in respect of compulsory questioning powers
of the SIM. Further, in determining whether an examination is
to be open to the public, the director is directed to weigh the
benefits of public exposure and public awareness against the
potential for prejudice or privacy infringements.
Accordingly, the provisions are compatible with the right to a
fair hearing in s 24(1) of the charter.
Abrogation of legal professional privilege (clause 70)
Clause 70 of the bill abrogates legal professional privilege in
relation to public authorities and public officers. However, the
ability to claim legal professional privilege in relation to
criminal proceedings is expressly preserved (clause 70(4)).
As already set out above, the bill expressly enables the DPI to
commence or continue an investigation even though other
proceedings may be on foot in relation to the same subject
matter. Accordingly, although unlikely, it is possible that a
police officer who has been charged with an offence may be
asked questions in relation to that offence and in the course of
doing so be required to disclose communications with his or
her lawyer in relation to that offence that is the subject of
legal professional privilege. This has the potential to engage
the right to legal assistance of a person charged with a
criminal offence in s 25(2)(d) of the charter. In particular, the
DPI has the power to pass information on to law enforcement
agencies. If this included information that related to the
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accused’s defence strategy, obtained as a result of the
abrogation of legal professional privilege, the right to legal
assistance would be undermined. The effectiveness of this
right depends upon the confidentiality of communications
between a client and their legal adviser.
However, where other proceedings are on foot, clause 46(2)
requires the director to take all reasonable steps to ensure that
the conduct of the investigation does not prejudice those
proceedings. This requirement must be exercised in light of
the charter and must therefore take account of the accused’s
entitlement to legal assistance. The steps necessary to ensure
the conduct of the investigation does not prejudice the
proceedings would include imposing restrictions on the
disclosure of information to the prosecuting authorities that
would have the effect of undermining the accused’s
entitlement to legal assistance.
In addition, clause 70(4) expressly provides that a public
authority or police officer may object to answering a question
or producing a document in relation to a criminal proceeding
to which the authority or officer is a party on the ground of
legal professional privilege.
A further safeguard exists insofar as any information that is
subject to legal professional privilege is also
self-incriminatory. That information cannot be used in the
criminal proceedings against the accused.
Having regard to these safeguards, I consider that the
provisions are compatible with the right to legal assistance in
s 25(2)(d) of the charter.
Protections for young people (clauses 53, 55, 61, 63, 64)
The bill contains provisions that restrict the use of the DPI’s
powers in respect of young persons.
Clause 53(3) prohibits the director from issuing a summons to
a person known to be under 16. Clause 55(1) provides that a
summons directed to a person under 16 is of no effect.
Clause 62 requires the DPI to confirm the age of the witness
if he/she suspects that the witness may be under 18 and to
release the witness from all compliance with the summons if
the witness is under the age of 16 years. Clause 63 requires
that, if at any time during an examination, the DPI becomes
aware that a witness is under 16, the DPI must immediately
release the person from all compliance with the witness
summons.
Clause 64(3) provides for additional assistance for witnesses
under the age of 18 years, in the form of a parent, guardian or
independent person.
Whilst these provisions may involve different treatment for
persons under the age of 16 or 18 years, the provisions are
protective and take account of the vulnerability of younger
persons. To the extent that there may be a limit on the right to
equality under s 8 of the charter by not extending the
protections to adults, that limit is reasonable under s 7(2) of
the charter.
The provisions do, however, distinguish between children
based upon their age. Accordingly, they engage s 17(2) of the
charter which provides that ‘every child has the right, without
discrimination, to such protection as is in his or her best
interests and is needed by him or her by reason of being a
child’. Child is defined as a person under the age of 18 years.
The provisions only prohibit witness summonses being issued
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in respect of persons under the age of 16 years. Persons who
are aged 16 or 17 may be summonsed but are entitled to
additional assistance as set out in clause 64(3). Given that
16 and 17-year-olds are entitled to work and may well be
employed by Victoria Police, it is appropriate that the powers
extend to them so that they can be questioned. Such persons
do not need the same level of protection as those under 16.
Accordingly, there is no limit upon the right in s 17 of the
charter.
Accordingly, I consider the provisions are compatible with
sections 8 and 17 of the charter.
Protections for persons with disabilities or language
difficulties (clause 64)
Clause 64(2) provides for interpreters to be present at
examinations of persons with insufficient knowledge of the
English language to understand questions asked of him or her.
Clause 64(4) provides special protections for witnesses with
mental impairments.
These provisions give effect to the right to equality in s 8 of
the charter and do not limit it.
Accordingly, I consider the provisions are compatible with s 8
of the charter.
Offences (clause 113)
The bill creates a number of offences, which include defences
of ‘lawful excuse’ or ‘reasonable excuse’.
Pursuant to clause 113(1) it is an offence if a person ‘without
lawful excuse’, wilfully obstructs, hinders or resists the DPI
or any other person in the exercise of his or her powers under
the act.
Pursuant to clause 113(2) it is an offence if a person ‘without
lawful excuse’ refuses or wilfully fails to comply with any
lawful requirement of the director or any other person in the
exercise of his or her powers under the act.
The provisions in clause 113 expressly provide that the
burden of proving the lawful excuse lies on the person.
Accordingly, the defence must be proved by the person on the
balance of probabilities. By placing the burden of proof on the
defendant, the provisions limit the right to be presumed
innocent in section 25(1) of the charter. However, I consider
that the limitation is reasonable and justified pursuant to
section 7(2) of the charter.
The nature of the right being limited
The right to be presumed innocent is an important right and
one that has long been recognised well before the enactment
of the charter. However, the courts have recognised that it
may be subject to reasonable limits. This is particularly so in
relation to defences of lawful or reasonable excuse where, as
here, the conduct would generally be regarded as lawful. In
R v. Lambert (2001) 3 WLR 206 Lord Steyn made clear that
he was not suggesting that the presumption of innocence was
breached in cases ‘within the narrow exception “limited to
offences arising under enactments which prohibit the doing of
an act save in specified circumstances or by persons of
specified classes or with specified qualifications or with the
licence or permission of specified authorities’”. In the present
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case, the prosecution must still prove mens rea; that is, acting
wilfully.

escape liability for what would otherwise be unlawful
conduct.

The importance of the purpose of the limitation

The nature and extent of the limitation

The purpose of the offence provision is to ensure that persons
who wilfully obstruct, hinder or resist the DPI, or who refuse
or wilfully fail to comply with any lawful requirement of the
DPI are able to be prosecuted. The purpose of the defence is
to enable a person who has a lawful excuse to escape liability
for what would otherwise be unlawful conduct.

The provision imposes on the defendant the burden of
proving, on the balance of probabilities, that he or she had
reasonable excuse for failing to produce documents or things,
refusing to be sworn or refusing or failing to answer a
question.
The relationship between the limitation and its purpose

The nature and extent of the limitation
The provision imposes on the defendant the burden of
proving, on the balance of probabilities, that he or she had a
lawful excuse for wilfully obstructing, hindering or resisting
the DPI, or refusing or wilfully failing to comply with any
lawful requirement of the DPI.

The imposition of a burden of proof on the defendant is
directly related to its purpose.
Less restrictive means reasonably available to achieve the
purpose

The imposition of a burden of proof on the defendant is
directly related to its purpose.

Less restrictive means would not achieve the purpose of the
provisions as effectively. The matters are within the
knowledge of the defendant. It would be difficult for the
prosecution to anticipate what reasonable excuse a person
may have, unless the person volunteers that information.

Less restrictive means reasonably available to achieve the
purpose

Accordingly, I consider that the provisions are compatible
with s 25(1) of the charter.

Less restrictive means would not achieve the purpose of the
provisions as effectively. The matters are within the
knowledge of the defendant and it is notoriously difficult for
the prosecution to prove a negative.

Arrest and bail (clauses 79–81 and 84–86)

The relationship between the limitation and its purpose

Accordingly, I consider that the provisions are compatible
with s 25(1) of the charter.
Contempt (clause 78)
Clause 78 provides that a person is guilty of contempt of the
director if the person, without reasonable excuse, fails to
produce documents or things, refuses to be sworn or refuses
or fails to answer a question. Although not specified in the
provision, the burden would be on the person to prove they
had a reasonable excuse.
The rights in s 25 of the charter only apply in respect of
criminal offences. It is questionable whether the contempt in
clause 78 falls within s 25.

Clauses 79 to 81 provide for the charging and arrest of
persons for contempt and for their bail and/or custody
pending their court appearance.
Clauses 84 to 86 provide for the arrest of recalcitrant
witnesses and for their bail and/or custody pending their court
appearance.
These provisions engage the right to liberty in s 21 of the
charter. However, the provisions are compatible with the
right. The arrest or detention cannot be regarded as arbitrary.
Any deprivation of liberty is on grounds and in accordance
with procedures established by law. The provisions ensure
that the person is promptly brought before a court in order for
bail to be considered.
Powers of entry, search and seizure (clauses 87–101)
Search of premises occupied by public authority

However, assuming it does, I consider that the limitation is
reasonable and justified pursuant to section 7(2) of the
charter.
The nature of the right being limited
The right to be presumed innocent is an important right and
one that has long been recognised well before the enactment
of the charter. However, the courts have recognised that it
may be subject to reasonable limits. This is particularly so in
relation to defences of lawful or reasonable excuse where, as
here, the conduct would generally be regarded as lawful. In
this case, the failure to comply with a lawful requirement
would justify criminal liability being attached.
The importance of the purpose of the limitation
The purpose of the offence provision is to ensure compliance
with the lawful requirements of the DPI. The purpose of the
defence is to enable a person who has a reasonable excuse to

Clause 88 enables an authorised officer to enter and search
premises occupied by a public authority, and to inspect or
copy documents or things on the premises. Clause 89 enables
seizure of documents or other things on the premises.
These powers are able to be exercised without a warrant.
However, they relate only to premises occupied by a public
authority (as defined in clause 3). Clause 88(4) expressly
excludes any part of premises that is used for residential
purposes.
The right to privacy in s 13 of the charter protects a personal
privacy interest. It is not a property right, nor does it extend to
information held in a public capacity. To engage the right
there must be a reasonable expectation of privacy. There is
either no such expectation or a limited expectation of privacy
in respect of information held on police premises. To the
extent that the privacy right may be engaged by searching
premises occupied by a public authority, the interference is
lawful and is not arbitrary. The power is directly linked to
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achieving the purposes of the OPI and DPI. Entry is limited to
circumstances where there is a reasonable belief that there are
documents or other things relevant to an investigation.
Procedures are set out for seizing items.
Other premises
The power to enter and search other premises, where the right
to privacy is more likely to be engaged, is more restricted and
can only be exercised upon issue of a search warrant by a
Magistrate. A warrant can only be issued upon the Magistrate
being satisfied that the director believes, on reasonable
grounds, that entry to the premises is necessary for the
purpose of an investigation: clause 93.
A range of procedures and safeguards are set out in clauses 93
to 101 of the bill. In particular, a procedure is set out to
safeguard privileged material.
Having regard to limits placed upon the issuing of search
warrants for private premises and the procedures and
safeguards set out for the exercise of the warrant, I consider
that any interference with privacy authorised by the bill is
lawful and not arbitrary.
Accordingly, I consider that the provisions are compatible
with the right to privacy in s 13 of the charter.
Production and inspection of protected documents and
things (clauses 104–108)
Clauses 104 to 108 set out a procedure for dealing with
information held by the DPI that, for reasons of public
interest, should be kept confidential. These reasons, as set out
in clause 105, include: the disclosure would disclose the
identity of informers, witnesses or other persons who have
provided information to the DPI, or put such persons’ safety
at risk; the disclosure would disclose the identity of a person
the subject of an investigation, or put such a person’s safety at
risk; the disclosure would jeopardise an ongoing
investigation; the disclosure would reveal investigative
methods.
Different procedures apply for criminal and civil proceedings.
Criminal proceedings (clauses 107–108)
The procedures for criminal proceedings in clauses 107 to
108 replace the existing procedures adopted by courts in
dealing with public interest immunity claims. They give
effect to the balancing exercise required where competing
interests are at issue and enable greater participation of an
accused without undermining the reasons why the documents
should be kept confidential.
The provisions allow the DPI to object to the disclosure of
documents sought under a subpoena in criminal proceedings.
Before objecting to the production of documents, the DPI
must notify the party to the proceeding that an objection is
being made to the court, indicating at least the category of the
material held by the DPI. Generally, the expectation is that the
hearing will be conducted inter-parties, enabling the party to
the proceeding to make representation to the court regarding
the objection. As the House of Lords recognised in
R v. H (2004) 2 AC 134, courts are usually well placed to
assess the material and decide upon the objection to
production.
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If the objection is to proceed as an ex parte hearing, the court
has the discretion to appoint special counsel to represent the
interests of the party to the proceeding. The special counsel
must be a barrister within the meaning of the Legal Profession
Act 2004 (Vic) who, in the opinion of the court, has the
appropriate skills and ability to represent the interests of the
party to the proceeding in the ex parte hearing. The special
counsel is able to communicate with the party prior to
receiving the confidential material, but cannot take
instructions from the party to the proceeding or the lawyers to
the party to the proceeding once he or she has seen the
confidential material. The special counsel is obliged to keep
confidential any information that cannot be disclosed to
reflect the process set out by the House of Lords in
R v. H (2004) 2 AC 134 as being appropriate in public interest
claims.
Pre-trial disclosure is an integral part of a criminal process
and is an important element of the ‘principle of equality of
arms’ recognised by s 24 of the charter. However, the OPI is
independent of the prosecution and therefore there is no
general obligation of disclosure. However, in some cases, it
will be an investigation of the OPI that forms the basis of a
prosecution. In these cases, the OPI cannot be treated as
entirely separate from the prosecution for the purposes of
disclosure obligations pursuant to the right to a fair hearing.
As the House of Lords has said, ‘fairness ordinarily requires
that any material held by the prosecution which weakens its
case or strengthens that of the defendant, if not relied upon as
part of its formal case against the defendant, should be
disclosed to the defence’: R v. H.
The procedures for criminal proceedings in clauses 107 to
108 enable greater participation of an accused without
undermining the reasons why the documents should be kept
confidential and is consistent with the approach set out by the
House of Lords in R v. H (2004) 2 AC 134 as being
appropriate in public interest claims for non-disclosure of
documents or things.
However, courts have been prepared to allow limits on
disclosure of material that are necessary to protect the public
interest, including where disclosure would place the safety of
informants at risk. The concept of a ‘fair’ hearing takes
account not only of the accused’s interests, but also those of
the victim and society: see, for example, Lord Steyn’s
comments in R v. A (No. 2) (2002) 1 AC 45 at 65. The House
of Lords has identified a series of questions which the court
must address when any issue of derogation from the golden
rule of full disclosure comes before it (R v. H at 36). Although
the House of Lords judgement does not bind the court, these
questions indicate the kinds of considerations the court may
have when hearing an objection by the OPI. The procedures
set out in the bill do not prevent the court to undertake this
approach in determining whether a document is a protected
document and whether disclosure should be ordered.
Ultimately, the court must order non-disclosure of the
document if the grounds are made out that the document is a
protected document. However, even where those grounds are
made out, the court may order disclosure if ‘exceptional
circumstances’ exist. Exceptional circumstances would
include the circumstances set out by the House of Lords; that
is, where non-disclosure would have the effect of rendering
the trial process, viewed as a whole, unfair to the defendant.
Accordingly, I consider that these provisions are compatible
with the rights in s 24 of the charter.
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Proceedings other than criminal proceedings (clause 106)
In respect of proceedings other than criminal proceedings, the
DPI or an officer of the OPI cannot be compelled to produce
any document or thing that has come into his or her
possession in the performance of his or her functions in a
court proceeding (other than a criminal proceeding), if the
DPI certifies in writing that, in the DPI’s opinion, the
document or thing is a ‘protected document’.
The right to a fair hearing (s 24(1)) would only be engaged if
the OPI were a party to the proceeding. There will be a
violation of the right to a fair hearing if a respondent state,
without good cause, prevents an applicant from gaining
access to, or falsely denies the existence of, documents in its
possession which are of assistance to the applicant’s case:
McGinley and Egan v. United Kingdom (1998) 27 EHRR 1,
ECt HR, para 86. However, the grounds upon which a
document may be a protected document would clearly
amount to good cause.
Accordingly, I consider that the provisions are compatible
with s 24(1) of the charter.
Protection of protected persons
Clause 109 is an immunity provision. It ensures that protected
persons are not liable for acts done in good faith in the
performance of their duties. However, the immunity does not
extend to critical incidents.
In respect of critical incidents, pursuant to clause 110, the
protected person will not be personally liable if they have
acted in good faith. In these cases, liability attaches to the
state. Civil proceedings will still be able to be issued in
respect of critical incidents. In this way, there is no limit upon
the state complying with its obligation to effectively
investigate such incidents.
Letters by people in custody
Clause 129 of the bill provides that letters by persons in
custody to the DPI should be forwarded unopened by prison
authorities.
Clause 129(4) enables a person to open such a letter if the
letter is suspected of containing drugs, weapons or other
contraband.
Whilst this is an interference with the correspondence of the
person in custody, and therefore engages the right to privacy
in s 13 of the charter, it is clearly lawful and is not arbitrary.
Accordingly, I consider that the provision is compatible with
the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because to the extent that
some provisions may limit human rights, those limitations are
reasonable and demonstrably justified in a free and
democratic society.
HON. JUSTIN MADDEN, MLC
Minister for Planning
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Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech, except for
statement under section 85(5) of the Constitution
Act, be incorporated on motion of Mr JENNINGS
(Minister for Environment and Climate Change).
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
In 2004, the government set up the Office of Police Integrity
(OPI) to detect, investigate and prevent police corruption and
serious misconduct. The role of the OPI is to ensure that the
highest ethical and professional standards are maintained in
Victoria Police. Since that time, the OPI, headed by the
director, police integrity, has established itself as an important
body, equipped with strong powers and resources to monitor
and improve standards of police conduct and performance.
The OPI’s work reinforces the government’s confidence in
Victoria Police. As the director observed in his 2006–07
report to the Parliament, ‘the vast majority of police men and
women in Victoria do a good and conscientious job. This
view is reflected in surveys that continue to record high levels
of public confidence in Victoria Police’.
The OPI performs an invaluable service to the Victorian
community by seeking to ensure that police officers conduct
themselves properly in the performance of their significant
duties. The unique powers entrusted to police necessitate
appropriate oversight so that the public can have ongoing
confidence in the police force.
This government is committed to ensuring that Victoria has
an effective body, independent of the police force and the
government, responsible for maintaining the high professional
standards of our police. Moreover, this government is
committed to the OPI’s work in building a
corruption-resistant culture within Victoria Police.
Summary of the bill
An important step in this process is the introduction of this
bill, which establishes a stand-alone act to govern the OPI.
This bill transfers the provisions relating to the OPI from the
Police Regulation Act 1958 to a new Police Integrity Act. It is
timely to enact stand-alone legislation to consolidate the
relevant provisions that establish and govern the OPI. A
separate act recognises the important nature of the OPI’s
functions as an independent oversight body. It also brings the
OPI into line with comparable bodies in other states that have
their own specific legislation.
Last year, amendments to the Police Regulation Act 1958
provided for the separation of the office of director from the
office of the Ombudsman. This recognised that the OPI is
now an effective, proactive and fully operational police
anticorruption body.
The bill maintains the OPI as an independent and impartial
organisation. The director continues to be an independent
officer of Parliament who reports directly to the Victorian
Parliament. The director can only be removed after a motion
of both houses of Parliament and cannot be directed by the
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minister. The director will continue to handle complaints
against police as well as conducting own-motion
investigations into a range of systemic issues related to police
corruption.
In addition to replicating the relevant parts of the Police
Regulation Act 1958, the bill makes some improvements to
these existing provisions, such as providing clearer, more
detailed provisions outlining the obligations of the director
and witnesses during the examination of witnesses. No
changes, however, are being made to the jurisdiction of the
director.
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provide a procedure for the director to inform witnesses
of their rights before an examination;
enable Victoria Police to assist OPI officers executing
warrants that may involve the use of force;
expand the functions and objects of the OPI to
emphasise the important role in preventing police
corruption and serious misconduct.
Legal assistance

I now turn to the detail of the bill.

The bill creates a scheme to pay the legal costs incurred by
people who appear as witnesses before the OPI. The witness
costs scheme will address recommendations from the director
and the SIM, and accepted by the government, that the
government set up a fund to finance legal representation for
witnesses. The OPI already has interim measures in place that
give witnesses access to independent legal advice. The bill
provides that a person appearing as a witness may apply to
the Secretary of the Department of Justice for legal assistance.
Regulations will be made prescribing the nature and amounts
of assistance to be provided.

Implementation of recommendations made by the SIM

Powers in executing warrants

The bill implements 19 recommendations made by the SIM
to clarify and improve the procedures and legislative
provisions that underpin the OPI’s current functions. This
includes a recommendation to consolidate the provisions
governing the OPI into one specific act.

The SIM recommended clarification of the OPI’s powers of
entry, search and seizure. Currently, the director may apply to
a magistrate for a search warrant to enter and search premises.
However, section 78 of the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989,
which authorises the holder of a search warrant to break, enter
and search, does not apply to warrants issued to the director.
In order to provide a more effective power for the OPI to
execute search warrants, the bill extends the search warrant
provisions of the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 to apply to
search warrants issued to the director.

The other improvements contained in this bill implement
recommendations made by the special investigations monitor
(SIM) (in his report tabled in Parliament on 1 November
2007) to improve the legislative framework governing the
OPI. Under the Police Regulation Act 1958, the SIM was
required to report to Parliament on the OPI’s use of the
coercive powers provisions, three years after the provisions
commenced.

Two SIM recommendations were implemented by the Police
Regulation Amendment Act 2007. The office of director was
separated from the office of the Ombudsman. Sunset
provisions concerning contempt of the director were also
removed by that amending act.
Clarification of existing procedures
This bill implements the SIM’s recommendations to:
clarify provisions concerning the confidentiality of
summons issued by the director, provision of
confidentiality notices by the director and disclosure of
information related to summons;
impose confidentiality obligations on the director and
OPI staff in relation to information received by the OPI
in carrying out its functions;
clarify the director’s powers to summons a person in
custody;
simplify and streamline the powers of the director to
issue witness summons to give evidence, produce
documents or require ongoing attendance during an
investigation;
simplify provisions regarding penalties for
non-attendance or failure to produce documents;
provide clearer, more detailed provisions outlining the
obligations of the director and witnesses during the
examination of witnesses;
clarify the processes through which the privilege against
self-incrimination is abrogated and claims of legal
professional privilege can be determined;

The government has welcomed the SIM’s report on the OPI.
These suggestions improve the legislative framework that
governs the OPI by introducing valuable reforms that both
reinforce the OPI’s ability to perform its functions and build
in additional safeguards.
Strengthening the OPI’s ability to function effectively
In addition to establishing the OPI’s legal framework in a
stand-alone act and implementing recommendations made by
the SIM, the bill provides the OPI with supplementary
provisions that will strengthen the capacity of the OPI to
function effectively.
Judicial review and redress
The level of judicial review available for actions of the
director and OPI is maintained, not reduced, by this bill.
Furthermore, additional provisions are included in this bill to
increase the circumstances in which legal redress is available
in relation to OPI personnel. The existing protections from
legal proceedings will no longer extend to liability arising
from the involvement of OPI staff in a critical incident, such
as a car accident.
Under the Police Regulation Act 1958, the Supreme Court is
able to review actions of the director and officers of the OPI
that are performed in bad faith. The court is also able to
determine whether the director has the jurisdiction to
investigate a complaint. These provisions are retained in the
bill.
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The narrow scope to review the OPI’s actions is comparable
with arrangements for most similar bodies in other Australian
jurisdictions. The Fitzgerald (Queensland) and Wood (New
South Wales) royal commissions on police corruption found
that review of the actions of investigatory bodies by the courts
can lead to significant delays that prevent their effective
operation and the conduct of their investigations. These royal
commissions reported that judicial review should not be used
to improperly reveal activities of anticorruption bodies.

protection from being called to give evidence in legal
proceedings. Similar arrangements exist in equivalent
interstate bodies. There are also considerable restrictions that
apply when documents of interstate investigatory bodies are
subpoenaed in legal proceedings. For example, staff of the
NSW Police Integrity Commission cannot be required to
produce in any court any document that has come into their
possession by reason of their functions under the Police
Integrity Commission Act 1996 (New South Wales).

It is appropriate to retain the existing limitation on the courts’
scope to review the OPI’s actions. This prevents legal actions
designed to impede and delay OPI investigations. The
proposed provision is consistent with the protection of the
Ombudsman and his officers under the Ombudsman Act
1973. A re-enactment of the current provision is also
consistent with the level of statutory protection given to the
director’s predecessors.

In Victoria, OPI documents and files can be produced in such
proceedings, although the circumstances in which this occurs
are very limited. This is because, at common law, the OPI can
argue that disclosure of its documents is against the public
interest, according to principles governing public interest
immunity claims. Such claims take into account that
disclosure of documents held by investigatory bodies such as
the OPI can have very serious consequences. For example,
disclosure of an investigatory body’s information and
strategies may undermine its investigations and potentially
jeopardise the safety of informants and OPI staff. Informants
could also be deterred from confiding in the OPI if this
material can be accessed in legal proceedings.

Role of the SIM
The Ombudsman and SIM have powers to investigate the
actions of the OPI and its officers. These arrangements are
retained in the bill to ensure the OPI is accountable for the
exercise of its coercive functions. In addition, the bill will
clarify the operation of the confidentiality provisions that
apply in relation to OPI investigations so that it is clear that a
person can disclose information about such investigations for
the purpose of making a complaint to the Ombudsman.
The bill does not reduce the role of the SIM, who performs an
important role in overseeing the OPI’s use of its powers. In
addition, the bill enhances the oversight of the OPI by making
it clear that complaints about the director and the OPI can be
made to the Ombudsman. The imminent separation of the two
offices will ensure that any perceived conflict of interest
between the offices is removed.
The bill retains the statutory office of the SIM, which is the
primary body responsible for overseeing the actions of the
OPI. The SIM will continue to report to Parliament on the
operations of the OPI and investigate complaints made about
the office by any person who has attended the OPI to provide
information, give evidence, or produce documents. The
government considers that this arrangement has worked very
effectively.

The courts have discretion to weigh these public interest
considerations against the nature of any documents that could,
for example, be material to a verdict in a criminal trial. In
practice, this has meant there have been few occasions where
documents have been released and these have been limited to
criminal cases. The government takes the view that the court
should have a discretion to determine that such documents
should be available to a defendant in limited cases where they
can be used to demonstrate, for example, a defendant’s
innocence.
This bill introduces a scheme that clarifies the procedure for
disclosure of protected documents by codifying the public
interest grounds to be taken into account in determining
whether a document should be a ‘protected document’.
A document is a protected document if, for example, access
to the document would disclose information about OPI
informers, OPI investigations and the OPI’s investigatory
methods. The bill does not alter the court’s ability to consider
the relevance or validity of a subpoena according to existing
common-law principles.

The SIM can investigate complaints made by someone who
has attended the OPI to provide information, give evidence or
produce documents or things. The bill will extend the time for
a person to make a complaint to the SIM from 3 days to
90 days from their attendance.

In relation to civil proceedings, the bill enables the director to
certify that OPI documents should be protected, according to
the likelihood that the documents reveal sensitive information
about OPI investigations and other public interest
considerations.

The Ombudsman has the power to investigate aspects of the
OPI’s operations which fall outside the jurisdiction of the
SIM. The Ombudsman is well equipped to investigate actions
of the OPI because he is responsible for investigating
administrative actions of public bodies including government
departments and statutory bodies. The bill provides that the
SIM and Ombudsman retain their current complaints
handling jurisdictions. The bill has been drafted to ensure that
the confidentiality and secrecy provisions governing OPI
investigations do not prevent a person from making a
complaint to the Ombudsman.

In relation to criminal proceedings, the bill establishes
processes that enhance the OPI’s ability to present
confidential arguments, to the judge alone, against disclosure
of its sensitive material. The court then determines whether
the material can be introduced into evidence.

Production of OPI documents
Like other investigatory and oversight bodies, such as the
Ombudsman’s office and the SIM, OPI staff have a statutory

The case of R v. Mokbel (decided by Justice Gillard of the
Supreme Court on 4 November 2005) highlighted issues
concerning how the OPI’s public interest arguments about its
documents are considered. In that case, the court considered it
was difficult to balance the OPI’s request to present its
arguments against disclosure confidentially, against the
defendant’s right to a fair trial. However, in some
circumstances, this presents a problem as, by hearing the
arguments with the defendant present, a defendant may
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become aware of information that the OPI considers sensitive,
such as information about its investigations and investigatory
methods.
The bill overcomes these issues by providing for clear
processes for the OPI to present arguments against disclosure
through confidential affidavit or ex parte hearing. At the same
time, appropriate safeguards are to be included to protect the
defendant’s right to a fair trial. For example, a court can
appoint special counsel to appear at an ex parte hearing to
advance arguments on behalf of a defendant. The facility to
appoint special counsel to test the evidence is a measure that
is not available under the current statute. The bill sets out
considerations for the court in determining the appropriate
manner of hearing any objection by the OPI to production of
its sensitive documents. The bill also sets out considerations
for the court in determining whether to grant access to the
OPI’s material.
The process provides clear statutory guidance to ensure
consistent considerations are applied as to when OPI
documents can be protected and how arguments against
disclosure can be heard.
Ultimately, it will be a matter for the courts to determine,
according to the statutory considerations, the manner in which
these arguments are heard, as well as whether it is appropriate
for the OPI’s documents to be disclosed. In particular, the
process retains a discretion for the court to allow disclosure in
exceptional circumstances.
This approach strikes the right balance between protecting
sensitive information held by the OPI while retaining the
court’s role in determining that it may be appropriate to
disclose this information (in exceptional circumstances) to
protect a defendant’s rights. This bill ensures the court’s
discretion to require disclosure of a document if, for example,
it is material to the verdict in a criminal trial.
Use of defensive equipment and firearms
OPI officers do not have access to defensive equipment, such
as body armour, batons, capsicum spray and handcuffs, or
firearms. Currently, the OPI can call on Victoria Police in
situations that may require defensive equipment or firearms.
The bill expressly allows the OPI to request Victoria Police
assistance to enter premises and execute warrants. Requesting
police assistance is the OPI’s preferred approach. However,
there are situations where the OPI may want to act
independently.
The bill, therefore, will enable the director to authorise a
limited number of OPI officers to carry and use such
equipment. Similar provisions operate in other jurisdictions,
such as under the Police Integrity Commission Act 1996
(New South Wales). The officers to be authorised to carry
such equipment work in high-risk situations, often alone, and
may encounter armed offenders in confrontational situations.
The small number of officers who will be individually
authorised by the director to carry and use firearms for
operations are operatives experienced in undercover work.
These officers will complete training and ongoing
re-certification to Australian Federal Police and Victoria
Police accreditation standards. Similarly, OPI officers who
are to carry defensive equipment (such as batons and body
armour) will be trained to Victoria Police standards.
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The Police Regulation Amendment Act 2007 introduced a
drug and alcohol testing regime applicable to Victoria Police
members involved in a ‘critical incident’. A ‘critical incident’
is an incident that results in death or serious injury to a
person; and involves the discharge of a firearm, the use of
defensive equipment, the use of force, the use of a motor
vehicle or where a person is held in custody. The bill
establishes an equivalent testing regime for OPI officers.
Liability in relation to critical incidents
In recognition of the additional provisions authorising force in
executing search warrants and authorising OPI officers to
carry and use defensive equipment and firearms, the bill
creates an exception to the statutory protection that applies to
the director and his staff. In other words, the bill reduces,
rather than increases, the statutory protection of the OPI. The
bill provides that the state will be liable where plaintiffs have
a successful cause of action involving ‘critical incidents’
arising from acts done in good faith.
Commencement
The OPI can undertake telecommunications intercepts as a
prescribed agency under the Commonwealth
Telecommunications (Interception and Access) Act 1997.
The introduction of the bill requires an amendment to the
commonwealth law to maintain the OPI’s access to
telecommunications intercept powers. In order to give effect
to many of the SIM’s recommendations, as well as other
enhancements to the OPI’s legal framework, the bill includes
some amendments to the Police Regulation Act 1958 which
will commence the day after royal assent. These amendments
include the provision of legal assistance to witnesses,
allowing OPI officers to use force (where necessary) in the
execution of a search warrant, protecting OPI files from
production in legal proceedings, limiting powers under a
search warrant where a claim of privilege is made and
enabling OPI officers to seek assistance from Victoria Police
officers when executing warrants.
These provisions will be repealed and reinstated in the
proposed Police Integrity Act 2008 when it commences. The
remainder of the provisions will commence on proclamation,
following amendment of the commonwealth law.

Section 85 of the Constitution Act
Mr JENNINGS — I also wish to make a statement
under section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975 of the
reasons for altering or varying that section under this
bill.
Section 86J of the Police Regulation Act 1958 currently
limits the liability of the director, OPI staff and persons
engaged by the director who have taken an oath or
affirmation under section 102D. The capacity of any
person to bring proceedings against the director and
these officers is limited to those acts that are done in
bad faith. The provision also limits the scope of orders
that may be made by a court in relation to the director,
OPI staff and persons engaged by the director who have
taken an oath or affirmation under section 102D, and
prohibits the director and these officers from being
called to give evidence.
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Clause 109 of the bill replaces section 86J. Clause 109
similarly provides that proceedings against a ‘protected
person’ are limited to acts done in bad faith. A
‘protected person’ includes the director, OPI staff and
persons engaged by the director who have taken an oath
or affirmation under section 18(2) of the bill.
Clause 109 also limits the scope of orders that may be
made by a court in relation to the director, OPI staff and
persons engaged by the director who have taken an oath
or affirmation under section 18(2), and prohibits the
director and these officers from being called to give
evidence in any legal proceeding. Clause 130 of the bill
provides that it is the intention of section 109 of the bill
to alter or vary section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975.
The protection of these persons is required to prevent
the director’s investigations from being impeded by
legal challenges and proceedings on grounds other than
allegations of bad faith. The existing protection in the
Police Regulation Act 1958 has been successful in
allowing the director and OPI staff to perform their
current functions, and the protection afforded to them
under the current law should continue for that reason.
It is necessary that the bill commences in two stages.
Accordingly, clause 135 of the bill will insert a new
section 86KJ into the Police Regulation Act 1958 to
ensure that the protection afforded to the director and
his staff under the current law continues prior to the
commencement of the new clauses 109 and 130 of the
bill.
This new section 86KJ will initially replace section 86J
(which will be repealed). Section 86KJ provides that
proceedings against a ‘protected person’ are limited to
acts done in bad faith. A ‘protected person’ includes the
director, OPI staff and persons engaged by the director
who have taken an oath or affirmation under
section 102D of the Police Regulation Act 1958.
Section 86KJ also limits the scope of orders that may
be made by a court in relation to the director, OPI staff
and persons engaged by the director who have taken an
oath or affirmation under section 102D. The provision
also prohibits the director and these officers from being
called to give evidence.
Clause 140 of the bill provides that it is the intention of
section 86KJ of the Police Regulation Act 1958 to alter
or vary section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975.
Both clause 109 and the proposed section 86KJ provide
the protection necessary for the director and staff of the
OPI to perform their significant public functions
properly and efficiently, without the prospect of delay
or interference by legal actions, on grounds other than
allegations of bad faith.
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Clause 142 of the Bill will amend section 107 of the
Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001. Section 107
grants immunity in relation to acts done under the
Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001 to the director,
OPI staff and persons engaged by the director who have
taken an oath or affirmation. Section 110 of the
Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001 expressly states
that section 107 intended to alter or vary section 85 of
the Constitution Act 1975.
Clause 142 makes the consequential amendments to
section 107 of the Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001
listed in item 14.12 in schedule 2. These amendments
update references to the provisions under which persons
are engaged by the director and, accordingly, fall within
the protection of section 107. The government does not
consider it necessary to make a section 85 statement in
relation to clause 142 as it does not make any
substantive amendments to section 107 or increase the
possible range of persons who are protected under that
section.
Incorporated speech continues:
Conclusion
The government has confidence that Victoria Police is the
best police force in Australia. The overwhelming majority of
police members work hard and conduct themselves with
integrity. It is important that, in support of these members,
Victoria has a strong oversight body to ensure that the
instances of corruption and misconduct are detected.
OPI has achieved significant success in uncovering and
combating police corruption since its establishment four years
ago. The OPI’s achievements include over 60 investigations
during 2005 and 2006, leading to criminal charges and
proceedings, as well as reports on fatal shootings, witness
security, sexual assault and missing persons investigations.
This government is committed to ensuring that Victoria has
an effective body, independent of the police force and the
government, responsible for maintaining the professional
standards of police and investigating police corruption and
serious misconduct.
This bill ensures that the OPI is equipped with the necessary
powers and resources to rigorously perform its functions of
detecting, investigating and preventing police corruption and
misconduct.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Koch.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 17 April.
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JUSTICE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(SEX OFFENCES PROCEDURE) BILL
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning),
Mr Jennings 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 (the charter), I make this statement of
compatibility with respect to the Justice Legislation
Amendment (Sex Offences Procedure) Bill 2008.
In my opinion, the Justice Legislation Amendment (Sex
Offences Procedure) Bill 2008, 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 seeks to amend the following acts:
Crimes Act 1958
Crimes (Criminal Trials) Act 1999
Evidence Act 1958
Sentencing Act 1991
Sex Offenders Registration Act 2004
The underlying purpose of the bill is to amend the legislative
time frames within which special hearings (pre-recording of
evidence and cross-examination) for child and cognitively
impaired complainants in sex offence trials are held.
The bill also provides for administrative and procedural
amendments to other provisions of the acts which relate to sex
offence procedures.
Human rights protected by the charter that are relevant
to the bill
Section 24 — fair hearing
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some circumstances and that the hearsay rule does not apply.
The clause arguably engages section 24 of the charter because
rules of evidence are designed to promote accuracy in legal
fact finding.
However, what amounts to a fair hearing takes account of all
relevant interests, including those of the accused, witnesses
and society. Clause 10 requires the evidence to be relevant
and sufficiently probative and provides the judge with
discretion to exclude the evidence. If such evidence is
admitted, the judge must give appropriate warnings to the
jury. Accordingly, the right to a fair trial is preserved by
clause 10 and is not limited.
Clause 11 of the bill provides that the court may permit only
specified persons to be present in court while a child or
cognitively impaired person is giving evidence. This clause
arguably engages section 24(1) of the charter because it
infringes on the defendant’s right to a public hearing.
However, section 24(2) of the charter enables the exclusion of
people from part of a hearing if permitted to do so by another
law.
The Evidence Act currently allows for exclusions of specified
persons during the testimony of vulnerable witnesses and this
is intended to protect vulnerable persons. Accordingly, whilst
the right is engaged by clause 11, it is not limited.
Section 27 — retrospective criminal laws
Section 27 of the charter provides that:
(1) A person must not be found guilty of a criminal offence
because of conduct that was not a criminal offence when
it was engaged.
(2) A penalty must not be imposed on any person for a
criminal offence that is greater than the penalty that
applied to the offence when it was committed …
Clauses 8, 13 and 16 provide for transitional arrangements for
the substantive clauses in the bill. However, clauses 8 and 13
do not deal with criminal conduct or penalties and do not
engage this right. Clause 16 does not apply retrospectively.
Clause 19 may appear to engage section 27 of the charter
because it concerns sentencing of offenders. It imposes a life
reporting condition on offenders sentenced after the
commencement of the bill, regardless of when the offence
was committed.

Section 24 of the charter provides that:
(1) A person charged with a criminal offence or a party to a
civil proceeding has the right to have the charge or
proceeding decided by a competent, independent and
impartial court or tribunal after a fair and public hearing.
(2) Despite subsection (1), a court or tribunal may exclude
members of media organisations or other person or the
general public from all or part of a hearing if permitted
to do so by a law other than this charter.
(3) All judgements or decisions made by a court or tribunal
in a criminal or civil proceeding must be made public
unless the best interests of a child otherwise requires or a
law other than this charter otherwise permits.
Clause 10 of the bill provides that evidence of previous
representations made by child complainants is admissible in

However, section 27 applies to penalties only, and the clause
does not impose any new or increased penalties on offenders.
Reporting obligations as a sex offender are not considered a
penalty under the Sentencing Act 1991 and the Sex Offenders
Registration Act 2004. Accordingly, the right is not engaged
and therefore not limited.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because it does not limit,
restrict or interfere with any human rights protected by the
charter.
JUSTIN MADDEN MP
Minister for Planning
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Second reading
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — On the basis that this bill has
actually passed the Legislative Assembly and does not
contain a section 85 statement, I would like to proceed
to move:
That the second-reading speech be incorporated into
Hansard.

Motion agreed to.
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I move:
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extend the time requirement for the holding of a special
hearing from 21 days to three months. This will address
the administrative and timetabling difficulties
experienced to date. It will provide adequate time for
parties to prepare for the special hearing.
provide that the County Court trial for relevant sex
offence matters must commence within three months
after the Magistrates Court committal unless it is in the
interests of justice to extend this time.
The amendments are designed to enable the special hearing to
be held and the trial commenced before the same judge within
three months of the accused person being committed for trial.
The bill is designed to ensure that vulnerable witnesses still
only attend once to give evidence whilst simultaneously
expediting the entire trial process, providing certainty for
complainants and other witnesses involved in the trial.

That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:

It will also realise efficiency gains by reducing duplication of
court resources (as both the special hearing and the trial will
be listed before the same judge).

In 2004 the Victorian Law Reform Commission (VLRC)
released the ‘Sex Offences Final Report’ which made a
number of significant recommendations for legislative and
non-legislative reform in relation to sex offences in the
Victorian justice system.

It is further designed to ensure that pretrial matters are
resolved prior to the scheduled special hearing, thereby
preserving the benefits for complainants of only one
attendance to give evidence.

The majority of the legislative reforms were implemented
through the Crimes (Sexual Offences) Act 2006 (the first act),
the Crimes (Sexual Offences) (Further Amendment) Act
2006 and the Crimes Amendment (Rape) Act 2007.

In addition to amendments to the special hearing process, the
bill makes a small number of technical amendments and other
changes as a consequence of the experience gained through
implementation of the VLRC recommendations. In essence,
the additional proposed amendments will:

One recommendation (implemented through the first act) was
to provide that vulnerable witnesses — child and cognitively
impaired complainants — would only have to give evidence
once in sex offence trials. Further, the VLRC recommended
that this evidence should be given at a ‘special hearing’, via a
remote recording facility, before the trial starts and without a
jury present.
The current provisions governing the special hearing process
have achieved the aims of this recommendation to a
significant extent. All key legal stakeholders have worked
hard to ensure the special hearing process is effective. In
some instances, however, the short time frame for the holding
of the special hearing has resulted in a number of unforeseen
consequences for all parties involved in this process.
The 21-day period has sometimes provided insufficient time
to prepare adequately for the special hearing. There has also
been duplication in resources with two different judges
presiding and two different defence counsel appearing at the
special hearing and the subsequent trial. The benefits of the
early special hearing have also been reduced by the waiting
period between the special hearing and the trial itself.
This bill will address these concerns by building on the
VLRC recommendations and further improving the
experience of these vulnerable witnesses in sex offence trials.
Accordingly, the bill amends the Evidence Act 1958 and
related acts to provide a more effective and efficient
timetabling process for the holding of special hearings. The
bill is necessary to ensure one primary object of the VLRC
recommendations — to improve the system for child and
cognitively impaired witnesses — is not undermined.
In summary, the main amendments in the bill are to:

achieve consistency in terminology used across the acts
(for example, the definition of child will be increased in
one section from under 17 to under 18);
remove ambiguity in the operation of some provisions
(for example, the use that can be made of certain types
of evidence);
update relevant sentencing schedules (for example, to
incorporate recently amended sexual offences as
‘serious sexual offender’ offences for the purposes of
sentencing).
The bill is consistent with the government’s Access to Justice
policy and will further improve the experience of child and
cognitively impaired witnesses who have to give evidence in
sexual offence matters.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 17 April.
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Committee
Clause 1
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I would
like a point of clarification from the minister,
particularly in relation to confidentiality. There are two
aspects. Firstly, the minister has assured the Greens that
this bill will be coming back again later in the year, and
I would like an explanation from the minister as to
whether confidentiality is going to be one of the issues
that is going to be looked at and revisited when this bill
is re-presented.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
ask for some qualification of the request by Mrs Coote.
When she said ‘confidentiality’ — confidentiality in
what sense?
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I refer to
the Law Institute of Victoria, which put in a
submission. In that submission it makes eight
recommendations. Recommendation 5 refers to
confidentiality and the restriction on reporting
proceedings. The argument goes — and I would agree
with this; and I would like some clarification as to
whether these issues are going to be reinvestigated —
often there are children involved in matters that proceed
before the courts.
In same-sex marriages particularly the children may
come with one or other of the partners, and if this
relationship is going to break up, what is then going to
happen in relation to the court proceedings? Are they
going to be open slather? When the relationship breaks
up and there are children involved, under this
legislation in front of us today the media or anyone at
all could go out and spread the information widely. My
concern is for the children that may be involved. Will
confidentiality be included in a revised bill so that
children can be protected as they are under other family
law acts?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
We are happy to talk to the law institute about these
matters in the future. We are not changing the law in
that instance. We are talking about registering
relationships, but we are not changing, in a sense, the
public expression of these things taking place other than
through registration. We are happy to take on board any
request by the law institute and have those
conservations. When we come back later in the year, as
has been mentioned, we will look at the implementation
and any other qualification that needs to be made in
relation to this legislation for alignment nationally,
depending on what the other states do. As mentioned, it
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is likely we will have to come back to make
adjustments in one form or another, and we are happy
to look at those considerations and listen to those issues
that other stakeholders like the law institute might have.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — To help
and assist with those discussions, I point out that the
Law Institute of Victoria recommends that the bill be
amended to include a provision similar to section 121
of the commonwealth Family Law Act 1975, which
would restrict the publication of any account of
proceedings which identifies a party to the proceedings,
a person who is related to or associated with a party to
the proceedings, is alleged to be in any way concerned
in the matter to which the proceedings relate, or a
witness in the proceedings. It also says that it considers
that such a restriction is consistent with sections 13 and
17 of the Victorian charter of human rights and the
principle that the best interests of the child should be a
primary consideration in all actions concerning
children. I ask the minister to make certain that those
particular sections will be looked at when it is being
revised and give me some assurances that that will in
fact happen.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome Mrs Coote’s contribution. It is my
understanding we are not changing the Family Law Act
in this instance. But I suspect in the future, if there are
revisions to the legislation based on what happens
nationally, that those matters will be considered. I am
unable to give the member any guarantees because I am
not necessarily the responsible minister, but I say to the
member that I am happy to convey her concerns to the
minister in the other chamber, who is responsible for
any adjustments to the legislation. I am happy to reflect
Mrs Coote’s comments and encourage the minister to
give consideration to taking on board those matters
beyond just those flagged across the debate and to look
at some of the broader issues that have been raised by
her.
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister; I am very pleased to have that assurance. I
just have one final question with respect to the clause,
and that is: when is this going to be revised? Can we
expect this by the end of this year? Will this legislation
be reintroduced by the end of the year?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
cannot give guarantees as to when and to what extent
any adjustments to this legislation might be made. I
think it has been indicated in this chamber in one way
or another that, given that there are like pieces of
legislation currently sitting in other states, and it is
likely that other pieces of legislation not dissimilar to
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this one will be introduced, it is really about the
alignment of those pieces of legislation and establishing
a broader national approach. I would expect that when
we have a much fuller understanding of what is taking
place in other jurisdictions in one form or another we
will be able to develop a consistent approach, and I
would expect that consistent approach to be taken
through the attorneys-general who meet on a regular
basis. They would look at ways in which to bring forth
a uniform mechanism. That of course is anticipating
that there will be uniform agreement before that. I
cannot give the member any solid dates, but I anticipate
that these talks will be progressed pretty rapidly by the
relevant attorneys-general over the next six months or
so.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — In the second-reading debate Mr Tee
talked about the extraordinary situation that the
government has indicated its intention, even before the
bill is passed in this sitting, to introduce later in the year
amendments to the legislation to address the issue of
carers and caring relationships. The issue of caring
relationships has been raised during the consultation
period, certainly by the law institute. Why was that
issue not dealt with in this legislation before it was
introduced?.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — A
number of issues have been raised around carers in
relation to this bill. It is about having some consistency.
The issues around carers have predominantly involved
the extent to which the definition of ‘carer’ means a
carer or a paid professional — or whether it is a
professional relationship or a personal relationship.
There have been some discussions around that in the
debate, and there might even be some amendments
sought in relation to that to be moved by one or other of
the opposition parties. If Mr Rich-Phillips would like to
be more specific in relation to that, I would be happy to
try to assist him with an answer.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — The issue arises when two parties are
in a non-sexual relationship, a caring relationship where
one party is responsible for the care of the other but not
for fee or reward, and that is a matter that is already
dealt with in this bill. This is a matter that has been
canvassed by a number of the parties who made
submissions during the consultation on this bill. It is a
fairly clear issue: it is provided for in the Tasmanian
legislation and, given that the parliamentary secretary
and the Attorney-General have already flagged that the
government will amend this bill even before it has
passed, I am curious as to why the government did not
address this issue before it brought the bill to the house.
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Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
My understanding is that the issue of carers is not one
we are trying to avoid, but more one that is particularly
complex. I know there have been other jurisdictions
like Tasmania which have already moved into this
space. I am led to believe that there are very few
relationships involving carers registered in those
jurisdictions.
It is not a matter of not wanting to move into that space.
I understand it has been flagged in the second-reading
speech that the Attorney-General has instructed his
department to develop legislation that will allow for the
registration of caring relationships, and we anticipate
that, all going well, that will be introduced by the end of
this year. It is not a case of avoiding the issue, but it is
in some ways, I understand, more complex than it
appeared on first impressions.
There is a fair degree of complexity in many of these
arrangements and relationships other than just that of
carer per se. There are many variations and variables so
it is more or less a matter of finding the right
mechanisms within the legislative framework to do
justice to those relationships. I understand that the
Attorney-General has a work in progress on that as we
speak.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — Could the minister elaborate on what
he means when he says that there are complications
with the issue? What does the Victorian government
see as deficient in the Tasmanian approach?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — It
is not for me to speculate on the work that the
department might be doing at this point in time, but as I
mentioned before, my understanding is that while the
option is there in the Tasmanian legislation, it has not
been taken up significantly. That might be an indication
that the arrangements in Tasmania might not do justice
to the sorts of carer relationships that people would like
to have registered.
I am not saying it is good or it is not good in Tasmania.
What I am saying is that it may or may not be broad
enough. Hence the work being undertaken by the
department will seek to understand in more detail why
the definition of carer in other jurisdictions through
their legislation is accommodating or not
accommodating the needs of those relationships.
It is not as straightforward as it might seem in relation
to the sorts of relationships that are established by
carers. Whilst their role might be straightforward, the
relationships may not be easy to define. The work that
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will be or is currently being undertaken by the
department is to look at the best way to address these
issues, to do justice to those relationships, so that
people can opt to take up the registration of
relationships in a way that does justice to them rather
than, as might occur, defining the relationships in the
first place and then seeking to have people conform to
that definition by the Parliament, instead of providing
some flexibility as to what may or may not be the case
out there in the broader community.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — Why was that issue not dealt with
before this bill was brought to the house?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
As has been mentioned, these are complex matters.
Some jurisdictions have moved into this space quite
rapidly, but my understanding is that in other
jurisdictions there has been little or virtually no take-up
of the option of registration by carers. Only a very small
number have taken up that option.
It begs the question then, and there is obviously a
broader body of work to be done, because in those
smaller jurisdictions that have taken this up, it might be
a reflection on the legislation and not a reflection on the
number of relationships that could be registered. We
want to give fuller consideration to this and make sure
that when we introduce those sorts of changes that will
need to come to this chamber, the issue has been fully
considered and reflects on what has or has not been the
experience of other jurisdictions.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 4 agreed to.
Clause 5
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
have two questions on this clause. The first is a broad
question. I am curious to know, given the ALP’s policy
of a nationally consistent regime for state-based
registration systems, why the basic terminology of a
‘registrable relationship’ rather than a ‘significant
relationship’, as it is called in Tasmania, is used. We
already have a departure in terms and we will end up, if
we have six states and two territories with different
terms, with a plethora of terms.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
Without reflecting too much on the current legislation
in Tasmania — although it seems to me that some of
the discussion today will do that — when we bring
legislation to this Parliament we expect it to do what we
intend it to do. We work and act on the legal advice
provided to us through parliamentary counsel, those
who draft the legislation. My understanding is that the
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terminology of the Tasmanian legislation is different;
we have already raised issues about this. It is often the
case that you may agree to have a nationally consistent
party policy approach, but it is another thing to get it.
Sometimes to get it you need to work through those
issues: the variance in issues based on relevant
jurisdictions, the mechanisms, the legislation and
precedents in relation to these matters.
At this point in time there may be inconsistencies
between state jurisdictions on these matters, but over
time — and in the fullness of time — attorneys-general
will work in collaboration and we will see a more
consistent approach.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to hear the phrase ‘in the fullness of time’
mentioned. I have another question about clause 5. I am
curious to know about the definition ‘registrable
relationship’. Clause 5 says that a registrable
relationship is:
… a couple where one or each of the persons in the
relationship provides personal or financial commitment and
support of a domestic nature for the material benefit of the
other …

That is not a requirement, for example, for marriage.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
note the point Ms Pennicuik has made, but what is her
question?
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Why
is that there?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
am advised that that part of clause 5 is based on the
current definition of a domestic relationship.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — Clause 5 establishes the definition of
a registrable relationship. One element of that definition
is:
… two adult persons who are not married to each other but
are a couple where one or each of the persons in the
relationship provides personal or financial commitment …

I am keen to understand what the government means by
the use of the term ‘couple’. It is not a term which is
defined in this legislation. There are various
common-use definitions of the word ‘couple’ which
include two items of the same kind and two people
together. What is the government’s meaning of the
word ‘couple’ in this context? Could the word, by
definition, be taken to mean a parent and a child or two
siblings?
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Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
am advised that the answer is no.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
minister’s answer to my earlier question opened more
cans of worms than it closed in terms of the definition
of a domestic relationship. Section 9 of the Property
Law Act states:
Domestic relationship means the relationship between two
people who, although not married to each other, are living or
have lived together as a couple on a genuine domestic basis
(irrespective of gender).

However, the definition of a registrable relationship in
the bill does not refer to the definition in that act;
another definition is established in the bill. The minister
said that a registrable relationship was based on a
domestic relationship, but, if that were so, this bill
would contain the same wording or refer to ‘domestic
relationship’ as it is defined in that act, would it not?
The definition of registrable relationship containing the
phrase that I mentioned — about providing personal
financial commitment, support and material benefit —
is not in the definition of domestic relationship under
the Property Law Act or in this bill. The definition of
registrable relationship in the bill applies to people who
do not have to live together under the same roof,
whereas the term ‘domestic relationship’, as defined by
the Property Law Act, states that a couple must be
genuinely living together. The more you read the
definitions of this bill, the more confusing and less clear
they become.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
Can I ask Mr Pennicuik to streamline the question? She
has made a number of points, but I am not sure what the
question is.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
question I ask is: why are the criteria for a registrable
relationship not based on what a domestic relationship
is?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I think the
question has to do with the inconsistency between the
definitions in two different acts.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
There are two definitions of domestic relationships in
Victorian law; there is a broad definition and a more
specific definition. I understand and I am advised that
in this case the broader definition has been used.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Can
the minister direct me to where the broader definition of
domestic relationship is, because it is not here in the bill
or the acts I have referred to.
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Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
am advised that a number of acts are relevant, but I
understand the Legal Profession Act is the one.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
raised the question because this is a higher hurdle. I
assume under this bill people have to prove that they
are providing personal or financial commitment and
support of a domestic nature for the material benefit of
each other before they can register their relationship,
which is not the case if two people front up to get
married. I am wondering why that is the case and why
we are referring to a definition in the Legal Profession
Act, which is not mentioned anywhere in the bill.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
am informed that you do not have to live together to
register the relationship. I understand this is a simpler
definition to achieve that.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I do
not think the minister has gone to my question. My
question was about why two people in a registrable
relationship have to be providing a personal or financial
commitment and support. I mentioned the other issue
about the change in the meaning of a domestic
relationship under the Property Law Act and clause 39
of this bill, which does not mention not living together.
I am asking why in registering a relationship there are
these hurdles or criteria about providing personal or
financial commitment and support? My simple question
is: why cannot two people say, ‘We want to register our
relationship’, and not have to say why?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
understand your question. The point of your question is
lost on the fact that people do not have to prove these
matters in order to register the relationship. As I have
mentioned before, a couple can seek to have their
relationship registered, but they do not have to prove
these matters.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — That
is my question. I do not want to labour the point any
more, but why is that definition there if it is not a
requirement? I finish by saying that perhaps the
government could look at that definition to ensure there
is consistency with other definitions.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
As in the case with registering relationships in this
instance or in other instances, the two individuals
would seek to have their relationship registered in one
form or another, but the point — and these have always
been difficult circumstances — is that when those
individuals seek to annul or finish the relationship, then
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the relationship needs to be defined. Where those
individuals wish to register their relationship, one for
another, the defining point is at the termination of that
relationship. This is a broad definition in relation to
those matters so that if at some point in time the
relationship is terminated, there is a definition for not
being in the relationship as opposed to being in the
relationship.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I turn to the definition of registrable
relationship, which contains an exclusion in
subclauses (a) and (b) where support is provided for fee
or reward on behalf of another person or an
organisation. Could the minister clarify this scenario: if
one party in a relationship is receiving a carers
allowance under the commonwealth social security
legislation to provide care for the other party, would
that be regarded as a fee or reward under subclause (a)
or, if on behalf of another person or organisation, under
subclause (b), and therefore not constitute a registrable
relationship?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
understand that is not the case. Those matters relate to a
professional providing services and not someone who is
in the relationship or who seeks to be in the relationship
who has a role as a carer and receives a fee. The
concerns expressed relate more to a professional.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — Would the minister clarify his
comments, because he referred to someone receiving a
fee. My question referred only to a carers allowance
paid under the commonwealth social security
legislation. I think the minister has broadened things
considerably in referring to a fee.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
do not believe I mentioned that. What I was trying to
express, and I may not have expressed myself clearly,
was that the provisions relate more to people who are
professionals as opposed to someone who is being
assisted to provide those services as a carer.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
wish to go back to the definition of registrable
relationship where it says that people can be in a
registrable relationship whether or not they are living
under the same roof. I do not wish the committee to
believe that I am opposed to that, because my first
amendment relies on that, but I am wondering where
that comes from. There is no definition of domestic
relationship that includes that provision. Is that a new
provision and has the government decided to broaden
the definition of domestic relationship?
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Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
Does the matter raised by the member relate to people
living together in a registrable relationship? Is the
member talking about people living under the one roof?
I ask the member if she could be more specific about
the point she is making.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
point is the current definition of a domestic relationship
does not include people who live apart, but this
definition of a registrable relationship does include
people who live apart. I am not saying there is anything
wrong with that. I am just asking out of curiosity
whether it is a new definition that the government has
come up with.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
No. I understand there are a number of examples where
that is pre-existing in other definitions in law.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
minister can probably not supply me with those now,
but could he undertake to do so?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
can seek to undertake to provide you with some specific
examples of that.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 6
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
committee should be advised that Ms Pennicuik has
circulated amendment 1 inviting the committee to vote
against the clause and in favour of the insertion of a
new clause 6, which will be dealt with subsequently.
That is her amendment 3, which is consequential on the
amendment we are to deal with here in clause 6, which
would be that clause 6 not stand part of the bill. I am
advised that Ms Pennicuik does not have to formally
move her amendment on this occasion. The more
important thing is to invite the committee to vote
against it.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
invite the committee to vote against clause 6. As the
Deputy President explained, that would invoke my
amendment 3 which would replace clause 6 with a new
clause. That clause would change the existing clause 7
which states that an applicant must be resident in the
state of Victoria. As I mentioned previously, the
definition of a registrable relationship allows that
people can be in a registrable relationship whether or
not they are living together. The Law Institute of
Victoria stated in paragraph 2.2 of its submission on
this bill that:
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… clause 7(a) should be extended, so that all unmarried
couples who meet the requirements for a registrable
relationship and who are present in Victoria are eligible to be
registered.

The law institute advocates that there should be no
requirement in the bill for applicants to reside in
Victoria in order to register their relationship. I
understand this issue is also under discussion in terms
of the Tasmanian act. There are active discussions to
remove the requirement under that act for people to be
resident in Tasmania. It is a live issue.
I mentioned in my contribution to the debate that in
several discussions with parliamentary counsel they
advised they thought this would be difficult, but it
would not be difficult to alter the clause so that it read
that at least one person had to be domiciled or resident
in Victoria. For me, that was preferable to having the
exiting clause, but not as good as having what the Law
Institute of Victoria is advocating. I am sure it is
familiar with Victorian law, and if it feels it is legally
possible to have a relationship register that does not
have that requirement, then I am happy to believe that
is the case.
However, my amendment proposes that under the bill
only one person would be required to be resident in
Victoria. One of the examples I gave for this
amendment in my earlier contribution, for example,
was that this widens access for a couple, one of whom
is resident in Victoria and one of whom is
temporarily — for an extended period — working or
living in another state for whatever reason, who still
want to register their relationship under this scheme,
and I would have thought that would be an aim of the
register.
If you are going to have a register, there should be as
wide as possible access to it. Other obvious examples
are people who live close to state borders such as those
in Albury and Wodonga or those who live in Portland
or Nelson near the South Australian border. Those are
the reasons why I propose this amendment. It is not a
difficult amendment. Basically it is a technical
amendment. There is no problem legally, and I urge all
members to vote against clause 6.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
certainly appreciate the sentiments expressed by
Ms Pennicuik. We are trying to do justice to those
relationships, either those that are pre-existing or those
that are to be established. I understand and sympathise
with the point she is making, but I am informed that it
is not without a degree of complexity. It is complexity
about the law, not complexity about the relationships. It
is a complexity about situations where one party to a
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relationship is resident in another jurisdiction, and
about what is or is not the prevailing law in relation to
the relationship and the implications and complexity of
the law when you are talking about different
jurisdictions.
That is not to say we do not have empathy for people in
those circumstances, but I understand it is not without a
substantial degree of legal complexity. While we have
empathy on the point Ms Pennicuik is making — and
potentially going into the future a uniform national
approach may be more opportune for making progress
in this area, and we look forward to that — at this point
we do not feel we can do justice to those circumstances
within a legislative framework without adding layers of
legal complexity and red tape.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
suppose my only comment would be that if a body like
the Law Institute of Victoria advocates in its
submission that there be no residency requirements, and
as I said this is a matter for discussion in relation to the
Tasmanian act, and I have been advised that it is
perfectly legal to put the amendment I am putting,
perhaps the government is overstating the legal
complexities with regard to this amendment.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
certainly appreciate the point Ms Pennicuik is making
and I have empathy with it and would seek to move in
that direction, but I also caution her that while the law
institute has an interest and advocacy in these matters,
the situation also has to be seen in the light that the
more complex the law the more benefit to the law
profession, whereas the simpler the law the better for
everybody. Rather than making the law more complex
in this instance, at the end of the day it can be better to
make it simpler, less complex and less confusing. As I
said earlier on, sometimes the test is not at the
commencement of a relationship but at its termination,
and hence for the sake of making progress in this area
at this stage, and potentially looking towards making
further progress in years to come, we have to bear in
mind that less complexity is probably of benefit to all at
this time.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I propose
to test clause 6. The question is that clause 6 stand part
of the bill. Ms Pennicuik’s amendment 1 invites the
house to vote against that proposal.
Committee divided on clause:
Ayes, 28
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Davis, Mr P. (Teller)

Lovell, Ms
Madden, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
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Drum, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Kavanagh, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
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O’Donohue, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Scheffer, Mr
Smith, Mr
Somyurek, Mr (Teller)
Tee, Mr
Theophanous, Mr
Thornley, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr
Vogels, Mr

Noes, 9
Atkinson, Mr
Barber, Mr
Coote, Mrs (Teller)
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.

Hartland, Ms (Teller)
Pennicuik, Ms
Petrovich, Mrs
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Clause agreed to.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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Water: national plan
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change. I refer to the government’s release on Sunday
of the biodiversity green paper and indicate to the house
that the opposition supports the broadest consultation in
establishing a new and effective biodiversity protection
framework. I therefore ask the minister what steps he
has taken to prevent the 40 per cent cuts to environment
programs administered by Victorian catchment
management authorities (CMAs), announced by the
federal Minister for the Environment, Heritage and the
Arts, Peter Garrett. Does the minister share the
opposition’s concern that if these cuts are carried
through Minister Garrett will be guilty of an act of
environmental vandalism that will see irreparable
damage done to Victorian catchments and land through
the gutting of these environmental programs?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I could respond to Mr Davis’s
question and some of his suppositions in a variety of
ways, but let me start in the spirit in which he started. If
our community can find some common ground in
relation to protecting land and biodiversity values and
find appropriate ways of preserving and enhancing
them, hopefully that will hold our community in good
stead. I appreciate that that is the opposition’s starting
point in that endeavour. Let us start with that level of
agreement.
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There are a number of assumptions and assertions in the
rest of the Leader of the Opposition’s question which I
would not necessarily want to align myself with in total.
There are some challenges confronting the management
of the Natural Heritage Trust program going forward in
the light of new priorities that have been inserted into
that program by the federal government. In the
transitional arrangements for this program there has
been some delineation of a new funding pool — 40 per
cent of the funding pool at the national level — to
address national priorities in terms of protecting
environmental values and creating a competitive pool
of funds for catchment management authorities and
other community organisations involved in land
management practices in other jurisdictions. These
bodies have previously been subject to direct allocation
from the commonwealth. In the case of Victoria, these
bodies have received matching funding as the
commonwealth and the state have had a high degree of
integration in terms of funding arrangements.
The past practices of the Natural Heritage Trust in
Victoria have by and large seen $2 coming from the
state of Victoria for every $1 of commonwealth
investment in the program in Victoria going to those
catchment management authorities. We recognise the
value of creating a stable ongoing structure for that
program, because the state of Victoria recognises the
significant contribution made by our catchment
management authorities and our heavy reliance on them
into the future in the provision of those land and
catchment management activities. That is a model
which has been extremely successful in Victoria and
which we will want to protect and enhance.
At the very least the new federal funding arrangements
will have some teething issues in relation to the
potential effect on the ongoing operations of catchment
management authorities. From the time the state of
Victoria received notification from the commonwealth
of its intention to change the design and structure of the
program, it was made very clear to the commonwealth
by the state of Victoria that it would expect the net
effort in Victoria to at least be maintained and that the
outcome that it would be seeking to ensure for land
management practices within Victoria would be a
maintenance of effort. It continues to be our intention to
secure that undertaking from the commonwealth. It is
certainly also our intention to ensure that we provide for
certainty and stability in the roles of and responsibilities
undertaken by those catchment management authorities
going forward. We would be bitterly disappointed if
there was any lack of jobs available to those currently
employed within that sector. It is our intention in
dealing with these transitional arrangements to provide
for maximum certainty going forward. If at the end of
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the day it is the intention of the Leader of the
Opposition to get me to make those commitments, I
very willingly make them.
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the first new major residential development project in
Footscray.
Honourable members interjecting.

Supplementary question
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — This
may be a matter in Victoria on which there is some
bipartisanship. I hope so. Therefore and in light of the
minister’s answer, I ask: is the minister aware that some
Victorian CMAs receive more than half their funding
for environment and catchment protection programs
from the commonwealth government and that if the
subsequent financial year cuts of 100 per cent are
carried through by Minister Garrett, some Victorian
CMAs will see their annual financial position
deteriorate by more than 60 per cent, with the result that
urgent environmental protection works will be forgone?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I thank you, President, for the
opportunity to answer without your necessarily
intervening to suggest to Mr Davis that that was a very
hypothetical question. Indeed it was an extremely
hypothetical question. I would not want to assume that
the scenario he has outlined in his question will come to
fruition. That is clearly not my intention. I am very
confident that, to the degree to which those changes
might occur, his hypothetical scenario will not take
effect. That is certainly my intention.

Footscray: transit city
Mr PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Planning. The transit city
program for Footscray seeks to revitalise the precinct
through improved infrastructure and urban design, and
the facilitation of private investment. On that basis I ask
the minister to inform the house of what action the
Brumby Labor government has taken to maximise
private sector investment in the Footscray transit city
project.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome Mr Pakula’s question, which has obviously
excited the chamber. There is a reasonable degree of
interest in this matter, so I am very enthusiastic about
providing the chamber with an answer in relation to it. I
talked about this yesterday, and I want to continue
talking today about what a fantastic project the
Footscray transit city is. I am pleased to report that
there is movement at the station in relation to this
matter. I am pleased to announce today the approval of

Hon. J. M. MADDEN — I know that there will be
members of this chamber heartened by that
announcement. Around six months ago we launched
the one-stop planning shop. On that occasion I was
joined by Ms Thomson, the member for Footscray in
the other place, and Mr Pakula and Mr Eideh.
Mr Finn — I was not invited!
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — The point of that,
Mr Finn, was to make sure we facilitate private sector
investment in the precinct. The announcement I am
making today will see a seven-storey development
which will breathe new life into what I understand is
the disused site at 51 Hopkins Street. It will feature
81 apartments and ground-level shops. This is a great
result. Already, within 24 hours, we have seen work
occur on this front! This has been done in conjunction
with the Maribyrnong City Council, and I would like to
compliment not only the local members in this place,
who have been very active, but also the Maribyrnong
City Council, which has been very enthusiastic about
sharing and working in partnership with the planning
minister in relation to the planning authority status.
That has been a critical component of getting activity in
this space.
As well as that, there is the potential for unlocking even
more economic and social potential in Footscray. The
priority here is to provide housing choice, with more
attractive and diverse living options close to shops and
transport right in the heart of Footscray, and also to
build on those fundamental components that make
Footscray a great place already and will make it even
better going into the future. Given its multiculturalism
and its diversity, we want to build on those attributes
and maintain those characteristics.
We have seen upgrades of the mall and streetscape
works, and as mentioned yesterday, in the
not-too-distant future we will see work commencing on
the new Footscray station footbridge. In particular we
have to make sure that ongoing work is done in
partnership with the Maribyrnong City Council and the
community so that everybody works together to
progress this development to make Footscray not only a
better but a great place to live, work and raise a family.

Planning: Growth Areas Authority
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — My question
is to the Minister for Planning. I refer to leaked
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high-level advice from the Department of Infrastructure
on the government’s sham housing affordability
announcement made in March, and I ask: can the
minister advise the house whether he or his department
has considered granting or is planning to grant the
Growth Areas Authority any formal planning powers?

make sure we work in partnership and maintain that
commitment to the livability of Melbourne and Victoria
and to making Victoria a great place to live, work and
raise a family.

Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome the member’s question, because the other day
there was no doubt particular interest in matters around
this. The only people who seem to think that this will
not be effective are opposition members. The Urban
Development Institute of Australia, the Master Builders
Association and the Housing Industry Association —
all key and critical groups that are involved in housing,
building and land development — are overwhelmingly
enthusiastic about the announcement made by the
Premier.

Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — I thank the
minister for that very confused answer. Noting that
many councils and community groups have not
embraced and will not embrace Melbourne 2030, I ask:
can the minister advise the house whether the
government will override communities by removing
some or all planning powers from local government?

What is vitally important is that in planning — and I am
not sure it is fully understood by the opposition — you
can either be confrontational or stir up a fear campaign,
or you can work collaboratively with communities and
local government and work in partnership to
accommodate the growth needs of this state. I continue
to mention and compliment local governments which
are eager to work in partnership with the government.
Mr Guy even raised the other day a matter about the
authority of the minister to work in this space, become
the authority in this space or grant status to other
authorities in this space. There are a whole lot of
different models from which to choose in deciding what
may or may not be the opportune model to get progress
in this area.
There are two ways of doing it. There is the
Maclellanesque way of old under a coalition
government or — —
Mr Drum — The Maddenesque way.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — Mr Drum raises the point.
You can be a lover or a fighter. I am not sure which one
you are, Mr Drum, but I propose that I might be a lover
rather than a fighter.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister will
address the Chair.
Mr Drum interjected.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — When I look at the faces
on the other side of the chamber I suspect some of them
might have been fighters in their time. The critical issue
in accommodating the demand for growth in this state
is to work collaboratively with communities, to make
somewhat difficult decisions from time to time but to

Supplementary question

Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
find it very interesting that the opposition spokesperson
for planning wants two bob each way. He wants me to
say, ‘We are going to be strong’, and upset
communities more broadly; but then if I do not do
something in that sort of space and take a strong stand,
he says the government is not doing enough. The
opposition would have two bob each way. The two bob
would be on not doing enough and going too hard. But
as I pointed out, the best way to get movement in this
space is not to use the authoritarian Maclellanesque
style, the confrontational style, but in actual fact — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am sorry to interrupt
the minister. Members in the chamber know it is
inappropriate to be contacting people in the gallery, and
I remind people in the gallery that it is most
inappropriate for them to be engaging with members in
the house. If they continue, I will remove them.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — The critical issue here is
to get movement on all fronts in many of these areas of
great demand, and the way to accommodate the growth
and livability of Melbourne is to work collaboratively
with the communities.
Mr Guy interjected.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — I have given Mr Guy an
example with the Footscray transit city. Why have we
seen $52 million invested in the Footscray transit city?
Because the City of Maribyrnong and the local
members have been prepared to work collaboratively
with the government to move on this front. I look
forward in the future to working collaboratively with
local government, communities and developers to make
sure that we provide sufficient housing numbers to
accommodate the growth and maintain the livability of
Melbourne and Victoria so that we make sure that this
is a great place to live, work and raise a family.
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Water: Goulburn River–Broadford pipeline

Wallan Secondary College: funding

Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — My
question is also to Minister Madden, the Minister for
Planning. I ask the minister to update the house on the
recent actions taken by the Brumby Labor government
to progress the development of the Broadford pipeline
to secure water supplies for this important region of
Victoria.

Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — My
question is for the Treasurer, John Lenders. When will
the Treasurer provide a capital allocation for the
urgently needed construction of classrooms at the
Wallan Secondary College to ensure that students no
longer face having their classes conducted in the school
corridor?

Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome this question because I know that water is a
very topical issue currently. It is at the forefront of
people’s minds — and when it comes to a strategy we
know that the opposition goes to water! We are taking
action now to meet the challenges of the future and to
make Victoria a great place to live, work and raise a
family.

Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — As the minister
representing the Minister for Education in the
Assembly I am happy to take the question from
Mrs Petrovich. What I will say to Mrs Petrovich — as I
said to the house yesterday and I said to the house the
day before, and I suspect I will say to the house next
Tuesday, Wednesday and Thursday — is that, in the
Westminster tradition, budget items are not ones that
treasurers flag in parliaments before budgets are
delivered. There is a courtesy about this. On 6 May an
appropriation bill will be introduced into the Parliament
presenting, after a message from the Governor, the
government’s plans for the budget for next year.

I am pleased to announce to the house that I recently
gave planning approval for the development of a
25-kilometre pipeline from the Goulburn River to the
Broadford township to ensure that we secure a water
supply for the future for the region in particular. The
approval comes after studies into the region’s water
supply found that the Sunday Creek Reservoir cannot
meet current and future water demands for the
townships of Broadford, Kilmore, Wandong-Heathcote
Junction and Waterford Park. The development of the
Goulburn River–Broadford pipeline will help meet the
future water demands of the town, which has been on
stage 4 water restrictions. This is a great investment in
regional Victoria, once again.
At the request of Goulburn Valley Water, the
development of the Broadford pipeline under
amendment C53 to the Mitchell planning scheme has
been approved. Amendment C53 enables Goulburn
Valley Water to construct a pipeline, a pump station
and associated infrastructure to ensure a secure water
supply for Broadford in the coming summer period.
The approval of this is subject to a project impact
assessment and an environmental management and
native vegetation offset plan. The 25-kilometre project
will see not only an enormous direct benefit to the
community but also added economic activity in that
community through the expenditure that will occur as
the works are undertaken and maintained into the
future. Unlike coalition governments in this state that
ignored country Victorians and referred to them as the
toenails of the state, we are investing right across the
state to make sure that not only Melbourne but Victoria,
across every frontier, is a great place to live, work and
raise a family.

Mr D. Davis — So there will be no
pre-announcements?
Mr LENDERS — What Mrs Petrovich is asking —
and her leader is contradicting her by his interjection —
is that somehow or other I as a minister break those
Westminster traditions. For Mrs Petrovich’s benefit,
there was a revolution in England — at Runnymede,
involving King John and all the rest of it — over
getting this right in the first place. For the benefit of
Mrs Petrovich — and I will not go through the tree at
Runnymede and link the tree at Runnymede to
Mrs Petrovich’s question — I will take her through
what this Labor government has done on education.
What we had under the regime that preceded us was a
slashing, a cutting and a closure of more than
300 schools. There was a slashing of the teacher
workforce, and there was no regard whatsoever for
education. What this government has done since being
elected in 1999, and more particularly since the last
election — —
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, the
Treasurer knows full well that under standing orders he
is not allowed to debate the question. He was asked a
simple question in relation to a specific school, and he
should answer it accordingly.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mrs Peulich knows
full well that points of order have to be relevant. There
are such things as frivolous points of order. Mrs Peulich
knows full well that the minister is entitled to answer
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the question in any way he sees fit. I will determine
whether it is relevant or not.

schools in this state, bids for capital and bids for
maintenance are addressed through a budget process.

Mr LENDERS — At the last election this Labor
government announced that it would rebuild schools,
including 500 schools during this four-year term. I
make this point to Mrs Petrovich: she talks about
students being in corridors, but under the Kennett
government there were not even corridors, because the
schools were closed. Under this government we are
rebuilding, or modernising, 500 schools during this
term — —

I say to the Wallan school community and every other
school community that this government has delivered
131 school improvements in the last budget, and it is
committed to at least 369 further school improvements
in this budget, the next one and the one after. We will
stick to our commitments, but we will not fall for the
game of promising all things to all people and
promising $10 billion more than there is in the
budget — like the opposition did — which only means
broken promises, increased taxes, cut services or debt.
That is what la-la land — Baillieu land — means. This
government will deliver the schools, and we will
deliver well.

Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! If the house wants to
degenerate into a ruckus, I will accommodate that.
Mr LENDERS — In the last budget Treasurer
Brumby at the time announced 131 of those
500 schools in the first year. I also say to Mrs Petrovich
that I know what happens; members come into the
house, they call for a capital works program and they
go out to their communities and promise it. I also know
that in November 2006 persons in the other house
promised $10 billion of projects in communities — —
Mr D. Davis — You say!
Mr LENDERS — Mr Davis says, ‘You say’. I will
give him the press release if he likes. His esteemed
leader in the other house, Mr Baillieu, and his comrade
in arms, Mr Ryan — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I warn Mr Atkinson.
Mr LENDERS — They promised $10 billion in
projects. It is, as Mr Madden said, two bob each way —
all things to all people. It is very easy for people to
come into this house and promise every single
community a project with no intention or capacity to
deliver. Ten billion dollars on the splurgemeter,
$10 billion extra in projects on a state budget of
$37 billion, means that people either are not delivering
or are cutting something out. The track record is to cut
police, teachers, nurses, schools, roads and the Grey
Sisters.
I say to Mrs Petrovich that this government will look at
every school community’s bids for resources. We treat
schools with respect. The regional directors of
education and the senior education officers will be
speaking to school principals and they will be speaking
to school council presidents, and that will be part of the
governments deliberations. Of the 1594 government

Supplementary question
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — On a
supplementary question, as a former education minister
the Treasurer will be familiar with Labor’s to date
unfulfilled promises to Wallan Secondary College. I
therefore ask: when will the Treasurer allocate
sufficient funding for the capital upgrade to keep its
earlier promise that that school will be a full year 7–12
secondary college?
The PRESIDENT — Order! A little while ago a
query was raised about answers to questions and the
like. I remind the house that it is inappropriate, in the
course of asking a question, to raise an argument or an
opinion. I ask members to take that into account next
time they are asking a question.
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — As I outlined in my
substantive answer, this Labor government has
delivered more on education than any other government
in the history of the state of Victoria. It has delivered
more in capital. We have the largest education budget
in the state’s history. And it is more than budgets: it is
what you do with the resources, how you allocate the
resources, how you target the resources and how you
have a blueprint for education which aims at achieving
outcomes in that system. This government will continue
to deliver on educational services, and I can assure
Mrs Petrovich that this government will deliver its
500 schools, as promised, during this term, and we will
announce in the budget which of those schools are the
ones that will receive capital this financial year.

Australian Automotive Research Centre:
Anglesea testing facility
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
is to the Minister for Industry and Trade. Can the
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minister report to the house any recent investment that
will facilitate new research and development in the
local automotive industry?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and Trade) — I thank the member for his
question. I know he has a significant interest in the
automotive industry because it employs such a vast
number of Victorians and provides a livelihood for
them. One of the things the automotive industry needs
is of course the capacity to do testing — that is, to be
able to test in real situations the technology that is being
developed in Victoria. There has been a bit of a lack of
such testing facilities, so I was pleased to be able to be
part of launching the Australian Automotive Research
Centre’s new testing facility down at Anglesea. That
site has been the subject of an upgrade which was
jointly funded by Robert Bosch, the Linfox Property
Group, the Brumby government and the Transport
Accident Commission.
The facility is being prepared in order to test some of
the new technology, in particular technology like the
electronic stability control and antilock braking systems
(ABS) that we now have in most of our vehicles. What
is important is that when we have developed these
technologies for application in the Australian
circumstance, in the past we have had to send the cars
and the technology overseas for testing in real situations
to see whether they actually work. This facility will
now allow us not only to test them but also to get
international accreditation for that technology and the
testing of that technology.
I have to say that while I was out there I was given a
demonstration in a vehicle where the driver could turn
off the ABS and the electronic stability control in
various circumstances. I got to sit in the passenger seat
with a professional driver, who drove the car at varying
speeds between 80 and 110 kilometres an hour and then
had to try to brake or avoid a collision in some way. I
can tell the house that the difference between having
the technology and not having it is absolutely amazing.
It is also pretty frightening if you happen to be in the
car! When the driver switched off the technology I
think the car did two or three spins before it came to
rest on the test site.
This is real technology that can save lives. It is part of
what we are going to do going forward in all our cars,
because the government has taken the action of
insisting that all new cars have this technology
incorporated within them. But the missing link has been
the ability to test the technology in our vehicles without
having to send them overseas to be tested — that is, the
ability to have the vehicles right here in Australia, to
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test the technology here, to register it here and to obtain
international accreditation. All of that has come
together in this new facility. I thank the Linfox Property
Group, Robert Bosch and the Transport Accident
Commission for their participation and involvement in
this very important initiative.

Government: financial statements
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question is to Treasurer. Will the
Treasurer explain to the house why the forecast general
cash government deficit for 2008–09 reported to the
Australian Loan Council last month was $230 million
higher than that reported to Victorians in the budget
update?
Mr Dalla-Riva interjected.
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — Mr Dalla-Riva
interjected, ‘We are in the red’, and Mr Rich-Phillips
talked about figures reported to the loan council. It is
amazing how one moment we are accused of having
filthy big surpluses that we are not spending and in the
same breath we are accused of being in the red. The
economics baffles me! It is probably what George
Bush, Sr, described Ronald Reagan’s economics as:
voodoo economics.
Mr Rich-Phillips asked about the debt we report to the
loan council and how we reconcile that particular figure
with the debt reported in budget figures. These are quite
complex accounting issues. David Davis says ‘Oh?’. If
he feels it inappropriate for a Treasurer to be frank and
forthright in a house of Parliament, which is part of the
openness, transparency and accountability with which
we seek to answer questions, then it makes question
time a farce. But I will respond to Mr Rich-Phillips in
the form that he sought.
There are several forms whereby government measures
debt. Leaving aside the multiple accounting
practices — whether it be the generally accepted
accounting practices, Australian equivalents to
international financial reporting standards, government
statistics, net debt or the various forms by which we
measure accounts in the budget — the budget is clearly
divided into three separate components. We have the
general government sector, which is normally what the
government talks to, of the debt and the surplus; we
have the public non-financial corporations; and we also
have the public financial corporations. You aggregate
the three of them into the state of Victoria, so you have
a figure for each of those subsets and you have a figure
for the state of Victoria as a whole. We have all of
those, and they are the figures that we report in the
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budget, in the budget update and in the mid-year
financial report. In fact, we report financially to the
Parliament and the community five times a year.
As the Australian Financial Review said on 15 January
2003, we are too transparent, we report so often. As I
said, we report five times across a number of measures.
But what I am required to report to the loan council —
once a year — is a net figure for the state of Victoria,
and the net figure for the state of Victoria includes the
government itself and the government instrumentalities,
whether it be Melbourne Water, the Port of Melbourne
Corporation or a number of other instrumentalities that
obviously have accrued debt in delivering such
important services as water and port services.
At a given period of time I report to the Australian
Loan Council a figure for what is the net debt of the
state of Victoria. There are also five separate times a
year when figures are reported on the various subsets
for Victoria. It is a complex area, but I guess the
message I would give to Mr Rich-Phillips and to the
house is that this government is clearly focused on the
key areas of how we operate in government.
Firstly we need to be prudent financial managers. The
AAA credit rating is something this government values,
which means that you have to operate budgets with
budget surpluses, as we do and as we have done in
every particular year. We know that some of our budget
surplus every year then becomes next year’s investment
in schools — and I note Mrs Petrovich is very keen on
a particular school; in hospitals, and Mr Vogels is very
keen on a particular hospital; in other hospitals which
Mrs Kronberg is particularly keen on; and in all those
other projects that members on this side of the house
advocate so strongly for.
Our first premise is that we need to run budget
operating surpluses so we can then invest in
infrastructure in the following year. Secondly, we need
to invest that money wisely, so we have targeted
service delivery, targeted capital projects and targeted
infrastructure investment. And we need to measure this
in a prudent sense; it all has to be balanced. That is
what it is about.
I report to the loan council once a year, as treasurers of
this state have done since the loan council was
established in the early 20th century. That is a common
figure. It is a reported figure, and that is how
government is transparent. I welcome
Mr Rich-Phillips’s questions on all matters accounting
and financial and look forward to his supplementary
question, which I am sure is designed to be particularly
helpful.
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Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — Why is Victoria the only major state
to record an increase, and indeed in this case a
doubling, of its loan council allocation for 2008–09?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I would be delighted
at any time to have a discussion with Mr Guy, who
seems to enjoy interjecting on prudent financial
management, particularly as his leader, as I enunciated
before, wishes to spend $10 billion that we do not have.
He seeks to be all things to all people in a way that
would make Juan Peron blush.
Mr Rich-Phillips asked where Victoria stands vis-a-vis
other states in the spending on infrastructure. I would
say to Mr Rich-Phillips: every Australian jurisdiction is
investing in infrastructure. South-west Queensland is
like a war zone, it is building so fast to try to catch up
with things it needs to do. What we are seeing is that
every jurisdiction in this country is investing in
infrastructure because the community is requiring us to
invest. Victoria was ahead of the pack. When we got
into government in 1999 the former government had
spent $1 billion a year on infrastructure. This
government now spends $4 billion a year on
infrastructure, a fourfold increase.
For Mr Rich-Phillips and Mr Guy’s edification, our net
financial liabilities in this state, despite quadrupling our
infrastructure expenditure, are the lowest they have
been for 50 — five zero! — years. That goes back to
those days of the Bolte-Peron governments, if we are
talking about Juan Peron on any of these issues. This
government is managing the economy with net
financial liabilities at the lowest level they have been in
50 years, despite the quadrupling of infrastructure
expenditure and despite the service delivery in targeted
areas.
I welcome economic questions from Mr Rich-Phillips
at any time, and I welcome them from the rest of the
opposition. This government is determined to work the
economy to create jobs, jobs, jobs, which are so critical
for the next generation of Victorians. We will have
more jobs so our next generation can aspire to all the
things that go with employment. They are the things
that make this state such a great place to be: a Victoria
that is an even better place to live, work and raise a
family.
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Information and communications technology:
Australian Interactive Media Industry
Association awards
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is to the Minister for Information and
Communication Technology. Can the minister inform
the house of any recent awards that recognise
innovation and leadership in the local information and
communications technology industry?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Information and Communication Technology) — I
thank the member for his question. The Australian
Interactive Media Industry Association awards are the
interactive media industry’s night-of-nights awards
presentation, and I am pleased to be able to inform the
house that three Victorian companies were successful in
their categories. They were successful in the categories
of best entertainment, best financial service and best
online retail. I am very pleased to put on the record the
contribution of these three companies, because it is
important for Parliament, and certainly for the
government, to recognise the achievement of these
companies in this industry.
I say that because the information and communications
technology industry now employs 83 000 Victorians. It
is an industry which is estimated to be worth about
$23 billion annually and provides exports of about a
billion dollars. That makes it bigger in terms of exports
than even the wine industry. It is a very significant
industry for Victoria. In that context, recognition of the
companies that are at the cutting edge is extremely
important.
I want to recognise Clemenger BLUE Digital, which
won the best financial service award for the service it
provides in relation to NAB — that is, National
Australia Bank — Life. It is an interactive guide
providing banking and planning advice for consumers.
The next one I want to recognise is a company called
Citrus, which the won the best online retail award for its
Sportsgirl website. The website provides a shopping
experience rich with options, including an option to
share clothing choices with friends and others via the
internet. It is an innovative use of the web by this
company to improve the shopping experience.
The last one I want to recognise is a company called
Girl Friday, which won the coveted best entertainment
award. This award is for an interactive comedy series
delivered via online and mobile technology.
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Whilst some members might find these awards
humorous, they actually have a serious side to them.
The serious side is that they represent the recognition of
an emerging industry. It is an industry where innovation
is the name of the game. Being able to come up with
new and innovative ways of using IT through
companies like these is going to further add to
employment and export opportunities for Victoria.

Building industry: warranty insurance
Mr KAVANAGH (Western Victoria) — My
question is for the Minister for Planning, Mr Madden. It
relates to an issue that I understand is relevant to his
own portfolio and also to consumer affairs. It concerns
home builders warranty insurance. Victoria’s
compulsory home building warranty insurance offers
extremely limited coverage in a narrow range of
circumstances. This insurance can be obtained only if a
builder first shows that he or she has sufficient assets or
a bank guarantee to cover likely claims. To obtain a
payout from the insurer, however, the homeowner must
have sued the builder and obtained a favourable
judgement but been unable to recover on that
judgement against the builder because the builder is
dead, has disappeared or is insolvent.
In 2007 the Australian Consumers Association labelled
the current mandatory privatised last-resort builders
warranty insurance as ‘junk insurance’. Home builders
warranty insurance is currently being investigated by a
Senate committee. I understand Queensland has a
vastly better system than Victoria, and Tasmania has
just announced its intention to replace its scheme,
which is like Victoria’s scheme at the moment. I ask the
minister when Victoria will require that builders
warranty insurance offer consumers genuine protection
on reasonable terms.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
compliment Mr Kavanagh on his question. It is worthy
of recognition that it has probably been a long time
since I have had a genuine question on either the
building or the planning front from the opposition
which has been of significance and not about fear and
loathing. It is about a significant public issue, and I
compliment Mr Kavanagh on the question.
In relation to builders warranty insurance let me say,
first of all, that in 95 per cent of domestic building
works consumers do not have any disputes and that in
the vast majority of cases builders are doing the job
they need to do. They do that job particularly well, and
only a very small number — a niche, in a sense —
involve disputes in relation to building works. What
we have seen with the changes to insurance issues over
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recent years is a qualification of the desirability for
warranty insurance of all sorts, and right across the
country it is being redefined and recalibrated.
What is particularly important in this instance is that we
have seen two different strategies followed by two
different states. New South Wales and Tasmania have
headed in slightly different directions. I understand in
New South Wales they have sought to strengthen those
arrangements and in Tasmania they have sought to
remove those arrangements and give clarity to what has
been the traditional model of last resort, insurance. In
many ways builders warranty insurance is probably
best described as insurance of last resort.
Mr Kavanagh’s question is a very appropriate one.
There is currently work being undertaken within
government in relation to these matters to give more
clarity and more certainty in terms of what the
insurance will and will not do. I think it is also a worthy
intent that consumers be informed of what is and is not
their entitlement in relation to this insurance. I suspect
that any further work in this space and any further
announcements will relate not only to a redefining of
what the insurance should or should not be but also and
in particular to making sure that consumers are well
aware of what that means.
I am currently working on this matter in collaboration
with my ministerial colleague the Minister for
Consumer Affairs in the other place, and I look forward
to making further announcements in the not-too-distant
future.
Supplementary question
Mr KAVANAGH (Western Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his answer and the kind comments, but the
question came not from the opposition but from the
Democratic Labor Party. On behalf of the government,
can the minister assure the consumers of Victoria that
the government’s policies on this matter will be
unaffected by any political donations to any political
party?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
can absolutely guarantee Mr Kavanagh that any
decisions in relation to this matter will be determined
by a full, thorough and frank process on the advice of
my department, working in collaboration with my
ministerial colleague the Minister for Consumer Affairs
in the other place, as are all the matters decided within
my portfolio and all the responsibilities that I undertake.
They are always determined in the best interests of the
broader, general public.
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Innovation: stem cell research
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is
to the Minister for Innovation. Could the minister
inform the house how the Brumby Labor government is
partnering with the New South Wales government to
support a new program to expand important
leading-edge stem cell research?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Innovation) — I
thank Mr Tee for his question and the opportunity to
inform the house of a program that has been announced
today jointly between the state of Victoria and the state
of New South Wales. I was very pleased to announce
with my ministerial colleague in New South Wales the
Minister for Science and Medical Research, Verity
Firth, a new, collaborative million dollar program that
will be provided jointly by the state of Victoria and the
state of New South Wales to support stem cell research.
We are hopeful that important scientific developments
will occur within our jurisdictions on important matters
such as remedies for cancer, Parkinson’s disease and
Alzheimer’s disease as well as work that might lead to
mitigation of the adverse effects of diabetes or
regeneration after spinal injuries.
These research endeavours are far more important than
state boundaries. These are global health issues that are
challenging communities right around the world. I am
very pleased to say that ours is a jurisdiction, just as is
New South Wales, that has provided for the appropriate
regulatory regime to deal with stem cell research so that
our community can have confidence that the highest
degree of rigour, scrutiny and quality can be provided
in terms of this important and exciting piece of
research.
I know that the house divided on the piece of legislation
that provided for that regulation in Victoria. Within the
terms of the debate that was generated in this house and
the community, there was interest about the relative
importance of embryonic stem cell research vis-a-vis
adult stem cells and their capacity to be manipulated.
Some people were very optimistic. I remember
Mr Kavanagh was very optimistic about the
reproductive capacity of adult stem cells compared to
embryonic stem cells.
I am pleased to say that much of the research is being
undertaken in a number of institutions around Victoria
at this very moment. This is a centre of excellence and
expertise that is being enhanced on a daily basis.
Whether it be through the Australian Stem Cell Centre
at Monash, the Monash Immunology and Stem Cell
Laboratories, the Monash Institute of Medical Research
or St Vincent’s Institute, or the work that is being
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undertaken at the Walter and Eliza Hall Institute of
Medical Research or the Howard Florey Institute, there
are scientists of great renown in Victoria who are
embarking on this important piece of stem cell research.
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information that has already been provided. It just
applies if the information provided in the application is
incomplete.
Clause agreed to; clause 9 agreed to.

Indeed their work in the areas that I have underlined —
whether it be cancer, Parkinson’s, Alzheimer’s or
dealing with spinal injuries — will be enhanced
through project funding that will be available from the
states of Victoria and New South Wales jointly going
forward. I am very pleased to say that there is a
heightened degree of collaboration between our
jurisdictions. In some areas the states see themselves as
competitors. We see that this is an area where we can
share learning and opportunities that will be for the
benefit not only of scientists in our state but ultimately
of our citizens and citizens around the globe who are
bedevilled by these various health matters that
sometimes restrict their quality of life. We are
ultimately interested in enhancing the quality of life of
our citizens in the years to come.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I have answers to the
following questions on notice: 801, 959, 1416, 1650,
1801.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.

RELATIONSHIPS BILL
Committee
Resumed from earlier this day.
Clause 7 agreed to.
Clause 8
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Clause 8 states:
The Registrar may require persons who have applied under
section 6 to provide any further information that the Registrar
requires for the purposes of determining the application.

Will the minister tell the committee what further
information would be required?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
am informed it is really in relation to the application. It
may be that the application does not provide sufficient
information. I do not think there is any add-on to the

Clause 10
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
move:
2.

Clause 10, after line 32 insert—
“(4) The Registrar may conduct a ceremony in
connection with the registration of a registrable
relationship under this section.”.

While the registry is open to all couples, it is the only
avenue open to same-sex partners to register their
relationship. The Victorian Gay and Lesbian Rights
Lobby and the Civil Union Action Group in Victoria
have called for a ceremony. Mixed-sex partners can get
married and therefore have a ceremony associated with
that marriage, but the registry is the only avenue open
to same-sex couples and it does not have a ceremony
associated with it.
This would not be needed if the Marriage Act was
amended to ensure that all citizens could be married.
There is no reason why that should not happen. Those
who wish to avail themselves of a religious ceremony
or the other aspects of marriage could do that and those
who wish to register their relationships in a legal sense
could do that. I know there are a variety of views, but
the main groups that are advocating for same-sex
registration, same-sex relationships, are calling for the
inclusion of a ceremony and I fully support that, as do
the Greens.
Yesterday following the debate I received an email
from a constituent who states that, as a gay man who is
about to celebrate 30 years with his partner, he will not
seek to formalise his relationship until such time as
there is a formal ceremonial aspect to it. He says:
Unless that happens registration is just a process. I should say
I do welcome the debate but the reforms do not go far
enough. Until such time as all Australian[s] enter into a civil
union our relationships will always be second class at best.

That underpins the reasons for my amendment. This is
an era of human rights. We talk about the equality of all
people. While marriage is restricted only to
heterosexual couples we do not have human rights and
we do not have equality of all people. Marriage is an
historic relic in terms of not keeping up with the context
in which we live; the context of universal human rights
and equality of all people. Opening up marriage to all
people should and must happen. I again remind the
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house that Senator Kerry Nettle introduced a private
members bill to that effect into the Senate.
I do not believe that opening up marriage to any two
persons who wish to enter into it will undermine it. In
fact I believe it will strengthen it, because it will no
longer be discriminatory or exclusive. It is exclusive
because it excludes people based on their sex, not on
their sexual relationship. It is based just on their sex.
The action of the Howard government to alter the
Marriage Act so it referred to a man and a woman only
was a regressive step that entrenched that
exclusiveness.
Yesterday I attended a Centenary of Women’s Suffrage
event in Parliament House. The Attorney-General in the
other house spoke about the fact that prior to women
getting the vote in 1908 they were discriminated against
on the basis of their sex. He also read out parts of
Hansard from the debate at the time. Of course there
were only male members of the Parliament at that
stage, one of whom said that if women were given the
vote it would be the end of civilisation as we know it,
and it would lead to the banning — this is what one of
the members said — of cricket, football and racing,
which the minister took to heart as he is also the
Minister for Racing. That and some of the other
examples he put forward are so funny now. How could
people even think that way, and how could we
discriminate against women in terms of voting based on
their sex? Remember — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I am a little
reluctant to do this, but — —
Ms PENNICUIK — I am getting there.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Yes.
Ms Pennicuik has moved a motion which I think is
fairly specific, and the clause itself is fairly specific.
She has canvassed other issues which are outside the
scope of her amendment. While I appreciate that
perhaps they add some context to her amendment, I
would prefer it if she kept her remarks in the committee
stage a little closer to what is contained in her
amendment.
Business interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITOR
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I seek the
member’s indulgence to acknowledge a former
member of the Council who is in the gallery, the
Honourable Robert Lawson. Welcome, Robert.
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Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Thank you for your assistance, Deputy President. I have
been asked by many people why I am moving this
amendment so I am trying to establish its context. I will
not go too much further. I am suggesting that women
were discriminated against based on their sex, and I am
suggesting the Marriage Act is almost a relic of that era.
Women did not have property rights then either. In an
era of human rights and equal opportunity, marriage
should be available to any two people who wish to avail
themselves of it.
Going back to the reason why I have proposed the
amendment, the registration scheme is the only scheme
under which same-sex partners will be able to register
their relationship. It has been requested that a ceremony
be added in connection with that, and I cannot see how
that would hurt anybody. That is why I am proposing
my amendment this afternoon.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
We are not opposing the right of individuals to mark
the occasion of their registration with a ceremony. That
is a matter for the individuals concerned. There is
nothing in this legislation that prohibits the holding of a
ceremony, or which defines the nature of a ceremony
that can be held. It is entirely a matter for the couples
concerned. It is very much about a public proclamation
and noting the occasion with a ceremony. We are not
prohibiting that. People like to publicly celebrate
significant events in their lives, and we would
encourage people to do that, but this legislation does
not prohibit individuals from entering into a
relationship and marking it in a public way. We believe
it is a matter for the individuals concerned.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I
fully appreciate there is no prohibition of a ceremony,
but the point really is that there is no inclusion of a
ceremony either. As I said — —
Mr Finn — Do you want to make it compulsory?
Ms PENNICUIK — It would not be compulsory.
The amendment says ‘may’. A ceremony is
incorporated in the Marriage Act; it is part and parcel of
it, and it is a public event. As one of my constituents
said, the registration scheme is just a process. You go
there and register your relationship, there is no
ceremony involved. My amendment does not require a
ceremony, but it allows for the inclusion of one. That is
what people have called for; the choice to have a
ceremony conducted by the registrar. I understand they
can have a ceremony elsewhere, but that is not what we
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are talking about here. We are talking about a formal
ceremony that is part of the registration process which
is a public event and a public acknowledgement of the
relationship. That is what people want. There has been
a lot of talk about superannuation rights and medical
rights, which are all very important things, but the
cultural and social recognition aspect of it is important
to people as well, and that is why the amendment has
been moved.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — It
is my understanding that the federal government has
responsibility for and carriage of the Marriage Act and
that a precise definition of the Marriage Act involves
the concept of a ceremony. By adopting this
amendment the state government would be intruding
upon federal jurisdiction.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
understand that to be the case.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Will
the minister explain how that impinges on federal
jurisdiction?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
Without spending too long on the point, my
understanding is that the member seeks the equivalent
of what is in the Marriage Act. That is a federal
responsibility. We have powers and authority over
certain matters, but so does the federal government. It is
really about which government has authority over
certain specific civil matters in relation to the likes of
the Marriage Act.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I was
not suggesting that we reproduce the Marriage Act. I
am suggesting that we include the provision for a
ceremony in this legislation. I want to know how that
impinges on federal jurisdiction.
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Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
believe so.
Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 3
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Hartland, Ms

Pennicuik, Ms (Teller)

Noes, 36
Atkinson, Mr
Broad, Ms
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Darveniza, Ms
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Kavanagh, Mr
Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Leane, Mr

Lenders, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Madden, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
O’Donohue, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs (Teller)
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Scheffer, Mr
Smith, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tee, Mr (Teller)
Theophanous, Mr
Thornley, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr
Vogels, Mr

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to; clauses 11 to 20 agreed to.
Clause 21
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Clause 21 states:
The Registrar may, on application, search the Relationships
Register for an entry about a particular registered relationship.

It talks about the applicant and says the applicant must
do quite a range of things. I am just asking who the
typical applicant under this clause would be.

Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — In
that sense we are not trying to. As I mentioned before,
there is nothing to stop couples from holding a public
event or a celebration or a ceremony. They have that
choice. We are not undermining that choice, so we do
not believe there is a need to incorporate it in the
legislation.

Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
The applicants would be the two people involved in the
relationship, I would assume. I would not assume
anybody would be making an application on their
behalf.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
minister’s answer is that a ceremony is not precluded
by the legislation presented by the government, but in
fact the government is saying, in the way the legislation
is constructed, that in its view the registrar would not
necessarily be an appropriate person to conduct a
ceremony. A person is actually registering a
relationship. I ask the minister if I am correct.

Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
understand it is unlikely that a third party would apply,
but there are also privacy protections there.

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
just clarifying that it is not a third party.

Clause agreed to; clause 22 agreed to.
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Clause 23
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — A
simple question: does the registrar have an existing
privacy policy?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
am informed the answer is yes.
Clause agreed to.
Clause 24
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Clause 24 states:
The Registrar may, on conditions the Registrar considers
appropriate —
(a) allow a person or organisation that has an adequate
reason for wanting access to the Relationships
Register …

Who would be an organisation or a person that has an
adequate reason?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
am informed it could be somebody like an academic
who might be conducting some research or something,
but there would be privacy issues in relation to the
register, which would be covered.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Is
there any reason that that was not better stipulated?
Basically I am motivated to ask this question to assure
myself that nobody with mischievous intent would be
wanting to apply for information from the registrar.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
My understanding is that there are privacy
considerations across all of this legislation, and that
would be the case in relation to this.
Clause agreed to; clause 25 agreed to.
Clause 26
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Clause 26 states:
Despite anything to the contrary in this Act, the Registrar may
maintain records of information, other than registrable
information, relating to registered relationships.

What type of information would that other information
be?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
My understanding is it could be something as simple as
changes of address and previous addresses or it could
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be something like the duration of the relationship and
the term of the relationship if the relationship comes to
an end.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
again concerned about the broadness of these
provisions in terms of what extra information can be
maintained. This would not be the case in terms of
births, deaths or marriages, where very specific
information is kept. This says ‘information, other than
registrable information’. It also states in subclause (3):
The Registrar may include information in the records
maintained under this section at the request of a person
interested in the registered relationship …

Who is ‘a person interested in the registered
relationship’?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
understand that these provisions are the same as those
in the births register and the deaths register.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — Does
that mean that the information collected would be on a
standard form, as it is with births, deaths and
marriages?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
do not want to go into great detail about how an
administrator might seek to administer this, but I would
expect it would take that form and there would be a
standardised system of collection of information. I
suppose if there had to be an adjustment to that
information there would be a standardised form or
application process, be it computer related or paper
related. I anticipate that the collection and retention of
that information would be standard also.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I will
probably contact the department for more information
on that, as it is an issue I have some concerns with.
Clause agreed to; clauses 27 to 75 agreed to.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I am of the
view that Ms Pennicuik’s amendment 3 was effectively
tested by her amendment 1. As I declared that
amendment lost, I suggest we do not proceed with
amendment 3 standing in Ms Pennicuik’s name.
Schedule agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
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Third reading
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

I wish to thank the members of the chamber for their
interest in the debate in the committee stage. I
appreciate the assistance of Brian Tee, the
Parliamentary Secretary for Justice, who has assisted in
many discussions around this legislation.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 29
Atkinson, Mr
Barber, Mr
Broad, Ms (Teller)
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Darveniza, Ms
Davis, Mr D.
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hartland, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Lovell, Ms

Madden, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
O’Donohue, Mr
Pakula, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms
Petrovich, Mrs
Scheffer, Mr
Smith, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Tee, Mr
Theophanous, Mr
Thornley, Mr
Tierney, Ms (Teller)
Viney, Mr

Noes, 9
Davis, Mr P.
Finn, Mr
Hall, Mr
Kavanagh, Mr (Teller)
Koch, Mr

Kronberg, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs (Teller)
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Vogels, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

DRUGS, POISONS AND CONTROLLED
SUBSTANCES AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Mr JENNINGS
(Minister for Environment and Climate Change).
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CROWN LAND (RESERVES)
AMENDMENT (CARLTON GARDENS)
BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 13 March; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change).
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to make a contribution to the Crown Land
(Reserves) Amendment (Carlton Gardens) Bill. In
doing so, I indicate the opposition will not oppose the
bill, but I will make a wide range of comments.
I start by putting this in the broadest context. The
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show is a
signature event for Melbourne, a flagship event for the
flower and garden industry, a very important event for
tourism in Melbourne, and an event that the opposition
strongly supports. The history of the flower and garden
show, and the move to the current site, goes back to the
middle period of the Kennett government, a very
successful government and a government that used the
international events strategy as a way to pull Victoria
up by its bootstraps.
Victorians will remember the period in the late 1980s
and early 1990s where the state was in catastrophic
freefall. The economy was a disaster, unemployment
reached 12.9 per cent, and the population of Victoria
was in significant decline as people moved to
Queensland. A number of people on the other side of
this chamber had a part in the handiwork of destroying
much of the state’s economy, its industrial base and its
small business base, and it fell to the Kennett
government, when it was elected in 1992, to begin the
process of rebuilding Victoria’s economy.
The then Premier understood the importance of this
strategy to not only mobilise the activities of important
industries but also as a way of putting Melbourne on
the international map. The Australian Formula One
Grand Prix was part of that process, but the flower and
garden show had that strong link back into the nursery
and garden industries, which are a big part of Victoria’s
economy. Under the Hamer government Victoria was
dubbed the ‘garden state’. This is a good image for the
state — a clean and green state that is determined to
embrace its heritage in that regard and in a sensible way
to step forward.
Heritage is also an important part of this bill because
the Royal Exhibition Building is a World Heritage
listed icon and something of which all Victorians can
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be proud. Some members in this chamber may well
remember the debate on the Heritage (World Heritage)
Bill. I was proud to speak on that bill in this chamber
and support the nomination and the final successful
process that saw the Royal Exhibition Building and
precinct given World Heritage List status. The precinct
is an important part of this process; it is not just the
building but also the surrounding gardens. It is clear
when you look at the World Heritage List nomination
materials that it encompasses the surrounding buildings
and streets as well. It is a wide area of which Victoria
can be justly proud.
Our predecessors in the age of the great exhibitions and
expositions were people gifted with great foresight.
They were able to put Melbourne on the map in the
1880s in a way that was important for the economy at
that time. The strategy of using these events as
signature events is not new, but the Kennett
government took it to new heights in the late 1990s. It
is true to say that the situation in Victoria has
deteriorated since the Kennett government lost power in
1999. The recent figures for domestic tourism are
particularly worrying. Victoria’s retention of its own
tourists has slid significantly since those Kennett
government days. That is indicative of this
government’s failing events strategy and its failure to
understand the importance of events.
I want to pay tribute here to that Kennett government
period when the now Deputy Leader of the Opposition
in the other house, Louise Asher, was Minister for
Tourism. She used to sit in the same chair that the
Minister for Planning is now sitting in. She was very
successful in driving that major events strategy for the
Kennett government. She was successful in ensuring
that Victoria pushed its way up the national and
international agendas and dragged in tourists from
around the world. I pay tribute to her work as well as to
the work of the former Premier, Jeff Kennett.
I want to put on record that the opposition has some
real concerns about this bill. The bill is sloppy and has
been driven by what I might call the narrow politics of
the activities of the Minister for Tourism and Major
Events in the other place, Mr Holding. I, for one, am
not convinced about certain aspects of the structure of
the bill. Let me be clear about what the bill does. The
bill claims that its purpose is to provide for the
management of land in the Carlton Gardens Reserve
during special events and to allow the continuance of
the Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show
at the Carlton Gardens site beyond the current year.
I know the council made a series of decisions recently,
but in my view it did not provide the long-term security
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that the flower and garden show needed, and that could
be because of negotiations that involved two or three
parties. In a sense it also involves the government. The
council, whilst supporting the flower and garden show,
did not support it continuing on the current site beyond
this year. The flower and garden show, as people will
know, has just finished. There was a lack of security
into the future about the site and location.
I am aware that offers were made by council and others
of other venues. I am frankly not in a position to judge
the viability or sincerity of those offers, or the capacity
of the council or the government to deliver on
alternative venues. It would seem to me that moving it
to a different venue would fundamentally change the
current flower show.
Having said that, I am conscious that a range of
legitimate issues have been raised about the conduct of
the flower show in the World Heritage listed Exhibition
Building gardens. There are issues of compaction and
other related matters. I will not detail every one of
those; they are now well known, and there has been
significant public debate. As members of the public
land inquiry, members of this chamber, including me,
have been provided with information on the protection
of the gardens. A number of groups — the Residents
3000 group, the Carlton Gardens group, the Protectors
of Public Lands and others — have provided the
inquiry with sincere and, in many respects, significant
evidence.
I do not believe it is suitable to sweep these issues
under the carpet. They have to be dealt with, and a
clear-eyed view has to be taken to ensure that those
World Heritage List gardens and buildings are
protected adequately. That is not to say that the
opposition does not support them, because it does. But
at the same time it, along with others, has a fair set of
questions to put about how it will operate. It seems a
whole range of steps could be taken to provide greater
public assurance about the protection of those gardens.
I would seek that the government take those steps.
I have said that this is sloppy drafting and is a sloppy
bill in many regards. Its main provisions permit the
minister to recommend to the Governor in Council that
events suitable to be held in the Carlton Gardens
Reserve that are of significance to the state be declared
special events — they are not defined, they are just
special events. The provisions permit the suspension of
powers of the trustees or committee of management of
the Carlton Gardens — that is the council in this
case — for the period of special events and the granting
of specific powers to the secretary or the Melbourne
Convention and Exhibition Trust. They also permit the
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suspension of local laws to the extent that they apply to
the Carlton Gardens Reserve and, where the event
organiser fails to ensure the restoration of the gardens
after each special event, empower the secretary or the
trust to carry out restoration work and recover the costs
of those works from the event organiser.
It is interesting to note that during the briefing I asked
the bureaucrats, ‘What happens if one of those ancient
and World Heritage listed trees is killed in this process?
How do you make restitution there?’. In the exchange I
flippantly asked, ‘What do you do? Do you plant a
seedling and water it for 45 years? Is that how you do
it?’. My point, though, is that there is real need to
exercise great care and caution with the gardens and to
have proper protections in place. This is another area of
criticism from me of this government — that it has not
put in place all the protections it should have.
The management plan that is required under the World
Heritage listing is, as far as I can see, not in place, and
that is a serious problem. It is an omission; it is derelict
in many respects to say that that should not be in place,
given the international obligations that the state and the
nation have accepted by placing forward and then
accepting a World Heritage List nomination for this
significant building.
The question I ask the minister, so that he may turn his
mind to it now rather than later in the proceedings, is:
why is there no complete management plan in
operation? That is also a relevant question that can be
put to the federal minister. I have to say that the federal
Minister for the Environment, Heritage and the Arts,
Mr Garrett, has not covered himself in glory in the
recent period. I just hope he does not push through with
the environmental cuts he is planning for Victoria, the
first being the 40 per cent wind back of funding to
catchment management authorities across Victoria as of
1 July 2009, with that money becoming contestable,
unfortunately for Victoria, against a set of priorities that
disfavour Victoria. Mr Garrett’s proposed mechanism
is that as of 1 July 2009, 100 per cent of the money in a
reduced pool will be contestable; Victorian catchment
management authorities will be assured of nothing —
precisely zero — and will have to bid for all of their
funding from this pool against matters that do not
favour Victorian environmental projects and catchment
protection steps.
The reality is that Victoria has the best catchment
management protection system in the country, with
catchment-based authorities, the so-called catchment
management authorities, in place. These authorities,
which are appointed by the state government, are put in
place with responsibilities to coordinate the land, water
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and restoration projects in those catchments, and they
rely in part on federal money, in part on state money,
and in part on other sources of funding.
For the sake of discussion on this bill, let me pick the
Port Phillip and Westernport Catchment Management
Authority. It has a budget of around $6 million a year;
about $4 million of that is federal money. This year the
Port Phillip and Westernport Catchment Management
Authority will face a cut of 40 per cent — about
$1.46 million — and on 1 July 2009, for all of its
$4 million of federal funding, it will have to bid into the
pool against a set of priorities that explicitly list the
Great Barrier Reef and the Tasmanian devil and so
forth as worthy environmental projects.
The fact is that all of the catchment management
authorities will face real trouble in competing where the
priorities have been jigged — indeed, rigged — in
favour of projects that are not in Victoria. We will see
that wind back. The Carlton Gardens is in the area of
the Port Phillip and Westernport Catchment
Management Authority, and I make the point that if
there were some environmental work to be done on a
site like that, it would have to bid from that pool of
money that will almost certainly be increasingly
siphoned into interstate projects at the expense of
Victoria’s catchments and environment.
As we heard in the biodiversity paper delivered on
Sunday — and Mr Barber will remember the climate
change summit — land clearing in Victoria, on both
public and private land, has proceeded further in
Victoria than in any other state, so in that respect it is
the most degraded state in the country. Yet Mr Garrett,
the federal minister, proposes to wrench money out of
Victoria and circulate it to other states.
Whilst I am talking about the climate change summit I
will put on the public record my displeasure at the
Premier’s decision to deny the opposition two, or even
three, places at the summit. The Leader of the
Opposition in the other house, Ted Baillieu, after
discussions with me, spoke to the Premier’s office and
sought invitations for the opposition. He was told that a
single invitation was all that would be provided. He
asked whether that invitation was transferable. He
sought to go in the morning and to have me go in the
afternoon. He was told that it was not transferable. In
the interests of having the maximum representation
from the Liberal Party, I was there all day. From the
opposition ranks, Mr Baillieu would have gone in the
morning; Mr Wells, the member for Scoresby in the
other place, was interested in attending; and a number
of others were interested. Robert Clark, the opposition
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energy spokesman in the other house, was also
interested in attending the summit.

protect the gardens. In my view it is a weakness that
full protections are not provided by this bill.

Perhaps the Labor Party, showing its true colours here,
was determined not to allow proper representation by
the opposition. I think that was churlish and ultimately
a bit counterproductive, in the sense that I would have
thought these issues involving climate change were far
and away beyond the sorts of issues that should involve
what I might describe as petty party politics.

I want to say something about the importance of the
nursery and garden industry to Victoria and the difficult
challenges it has faced in recent periods. Over recent
years during the drought the state government’s failure
to provide proper water infrastructure has been a major
challenge to the flower industry and the nursery and
gardening industry. The water levels in Melbourne’s
reservoirs are still, even today, far lower than any of us
would feel secure about. This government has failed to
put in place the proper infrastructure programs and
conservation measures to guarantee water supply and to
take the proper recycling steps that could have given
much greater security to Victorians, and to Melburnians
in particular.

Returning very strictly to the bill, I think there is a role
for the federal minister to ensure that the state minister
and the state government live up to the obligations they
have undertaken under the United Nations Educational,
Scientific and Cultural Organisation instruments. The
federal Minister for the Environment, Heritage and the
Arts, Peter Garrett, has indicated in writing that he will
not intervene in matters surrounding the Melbourne
International Flower and Garden Show. He has
indicated that he accepts the assurances of the state
government. I do not know that he has taken all the
steps that he should.
I want to say something about the nursery and garden
industry, which is facing a difficult time at the moment.
Prior to that I indicate that the reason I see this bill as
sloppily drafted is that, contrary to what is purported in
the second-reading speech, it does not provide a
protection for the Melbourne flower and garden show.
No such explicit protection is provided. Whilst I accept
the assurances of the current minister that he will
provide protections for the flower and garden show, no
protections exist in the bill which guarantee the future
of the show in the longer term, when a different
minister or indeed a different government under a
different leader may be in power. The bill does not
provide the full level of security that the flower and
garden show people sought.
There is also a concern that the bill is very broad. It
actually provides the minister with enormous powers to
declare special events. As I have said, these are
ill-defined powers. What will that mean in terms of
what sorts of shows may be held on the Carlton
Gardens site? The answer is that no-one knows. The
minister has been silent on whether he has other events
planned, what the nature of those planned events may
be, and how he intends — —
Mr Barber — A Jimmy Barnes reunion concert!
Mr D. DAVIS — I can think of some other things
that might not be satisfactory for the Carlton Gardens.
A minister who is responsible in the future may not
exercise the caution and thought that is required to

It is interesting and enlightening but also very
concerning to read the Auditor-General’s report tabled
yesterday which shows the ad hoc nature of
policy-making by this government with respect to water
infrastructure. Clearly there was no plan. Clearly as the
drought began to bite the government scurried around
in a desperate attempt to find some solutions to the
water issues, and frankly it has yet to deliver on any of
those major programs. We learn in the
Auditor-General’s report about the difficulties of
costings on these projects and we learn that the
government had not done the full analyses that you
would expect of governments undertaking major
projects.
People in the nursery and gardening industry have
every reason to be angry with this government and to
point to the fact that their industry has faced
unnecessary challenges that could have been mitigated
by putting in place a proper water-saving regime and
additional water supply measures. I pay tribute to the
nursery and gardening industry for its significant
contribution to the Victorian economy and I think in a
certain way to the Victorian psyche. We are a city and
state that is proud of our gardens and trees, and is
prepared to invest in this important aspect of our culture
and environment. The gardening and nursery
associations are a very important part of that. To that
extent I make the point that the flower and garden show
does play that very critical role as an emblem or a
flagship for that industry. For that reason, the
opposition will not be opposing this bill.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will be voting against this bill, not for any
technical reasons that might have been able to be
corrected by amendment but simply because we do not
support the principles of the bill. We think the bill fails
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to get the values right, and two values that this bill fails
the test on are World Heritage listing and local
democracy. I have nothing against the flower and
garden show. It is very successful. Judging by the
number of people who attend the show, it is clearly an
enjoyable experience for many, many people, and that
reflects the fact that gardening itself is a very enjoyable
and worthwhile pastime. But the question that must be
answered and the consideration that must come first is
about the protection of a World Heritage listed site.

ministers who have the power to request such an
application, and the state government also has the
power to refer an action to the federal government
under the EPBC act for any matter. That has never
happened, and it was only after a long exchange of
correspondence and a range of other actions that Peter
Garrett wrote back to those community groups and said
that he was not going to require referral, carefully
leaving aside the issue of any assessment of the
significance of the impacts.

Article 4 of the World Heritage Convention says:

We have about 17 World Heritage List sites in
Australia. Since this is a young country, not
surprisingly, not a lot of the listings are for buildings —
in fact only two of them are: the Sydney Opera House
and the Exhibition Building. Most of them are sites
registered for their natural values, and in a lot of cases
also for their cultural values where living Aboriginal
cultures coincide with those natural areas. As a country
we are very young in our European history. We do not
have many buildings that are important to our culture
and tell the story of our culture: so far there are just the
Exhibition Building and the opera house.

Each state party to this convention recognises that the duty of
ensuring the identification, protection … presentation and
transmission to future generations of the cultural and natural
heritage … situated on its territory, belongs primarily to that
state. It will do all it can to this end, to the utmost of its own
resources and, where appropriate, with any international
assistance and cooperation … which it may be able to obtain.

Of course, this being a World Heritage List site, it is
also governed by federal law, the Environment
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act. In fact,
that law itself states:
A person must not take an action that:
…
is likely to have a significant impact on the World Heritage
values of a declared World Heritage property.

World Heritage List matters are a trigger for the EPBC
act to come into play — that is, in any circumstance
where a significant impact may occur. So the question
is: is the Melbourne International Flower and Garden
Show having a significant impact? The federal
government has ducked answering that question
properly and so have those responsible for putting the
show together. It is a requirement of any person who is
going to take that action to seek advice from the federal
minister as to what level of approval they may require.
Given that there are 50 000 penalty units involved for
failing to do so, it is not surprising that most people,
most developers and most entities taking an action play
it safe and prepare an application for a referral under
the federal act.
If members go to the Environment Protection and
Biodiversity Conservation Act website, they will see
many applications there, the vast majority of which just
receive a formal letter from the minister saying, ‘No
approval required’. But that has never occurred in this
case under any minister, including the predecessor
Liberal environment ministers. To my mind there has
been a failure by those responsible for organising the
event to have made that application and assured
themselves. There has been a failure by those federal

Is there a significant impact going on? This is a matter
of dispute between the organisers, concerned local
residents, the council and now the state government,
having dragged itself into this. The concern is that with
the large number of visitors going through the
Exhibition Building area damage could be done to the
gardens, which provide an important part of the site and
an important context to the story of this cultural
heritage site. Over the last 10 years there have been a
million pairs of feet walking back and forth over those
gardens. In a fairly short span of time that has had some
real impacts on the lawns and trees and has contributed
to the impaction of the soil. There has been damage to
the physical infrastructure, such as the watering
systems. There has been the restriction on watering
over the entire period of the set-up of the Melbourne
International Flower and Garden Show and then the
breakdown, which means trees and lawns are not
getting water at that time. To my mind those impacts
have not been properly managed.
Denise Underwood from Site One consultants provided
independent advice on the assessment of damage,
suggesting that first of all the view that there had been
no serious compaction to the soil was not correct. In
fact 5 out of the 10 tests failed the standard. She also
argued that the measurement of the condition of the
canopy of the trees was not an appropriate measure of
potential damage, being done as it was during autumn
when all the leaves are going brown and falling off
anyway. Trees need adequate water and nutrients to
build up the sorts of stores of energy they need to

CROWN LAND (RESERVES) AMENDMENT (CARLTON GARDENS) BILL
Thursday, 10 April 2008

COUNCIL

survive not just the winter when they have their leaves
but also summer when drought conditions mean they
cannot grow as fast as they normally would. So there is
an unanswered question as to the impact that a flower
show of this scale is having on those gardens, especially
over the longer time.
I have nothing against the flower show itself. It is very
successful; it is so successful that if got any bigger, it
probably would not fit into the gardens. There are other
flower shows in Melbourne. There is the big one at
Caulfield. There are a lot of opportunities: there are
many alternative sites where such an event could be
held. It could be held at the Melbourne Cricket Ground
or at other open space areas. It could be held at the
Melbourne showgrounds, which have been provided
for that purpose. That is a real concern. The
government has not offered any new level of assurance
on that. In fact the legislation as it is drafted makes only
this requirement under proposed new section 29S,
inserted by clause 4:
(1) The event organiser of a special event must immediately
after each special event period, restore, or ensure the
restoration of, the special event management area to a
condition reasonably comparable to its condition before
the beginning of the special event period.

It could certainly have been framed in the other
direction. It could have said, ‘no worse than’; or it
could have said, ‘at least as good as and possibly better
than’. It could have been an aim of this exercise to
restore and protect the values rather than simply
returning them to a reasonably comparable condition
without any detail on what will be the measures of
condition being assessed. It could be not just that we
get some grass back, but that the long-term health of the
trees and the other infrastructure elements of what
makes this a valuable place are protected. Never mind
the government’s responsibilities — I am talking about
the federal government now; it is the same government;
it is a Labor Party government — to protect, present
and showcase this place!
As we heard from an earlier contributor, no World
Heritage List management plan has ever been prepared,
so the sorts of issues that we are discussing here cannot
be addressed through an open process, nor can they be
put into a management plan where management actions
would be properly delineated. Instead we get this tissue
piece of legislation, which says we hope for the best
and that the conditions will be reasonably comparable,
with the second paragraph of proposed new section 29S
stating:
If the event organiser does not comply with subsection (1),
the Secretary or the Trust may carry out the restoration works
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and recover the costs of those works from the event organiser
as a debt due to the Secretary or the Trust.

Then it hands it back to the council as the custodian of
the site forever more but leaves the council with no
power to enforce its own standards for protection; it
simply leaves that up to the discretion of the trustee,
who is only being sandwiched in here for a short period
of time with the control of the piece of land.
That brings me to my second issue. This bill also
destroys local democracy, and it does it in a very
unconcerned fashion. For the state government to be
intervening on any particular event and saying to local
government, ‘You know what, we do not like the way
you do your job there; we are going to take over in the
most limited way, in the most minimalist fashion that
we need to get what we want, and then we will hand
back to you all of your ongoing responsibilities’ is quite
a bad political precedent, not to mention the potential
legal entanglements that it sets up. If that is the
government’s attitude to local government — ‘We will
give them all the responsibilities in the world until they
do something we do not like; because we cannot simply
walk into a council meeting and reverse its decision, we
will just legislate it out of existence’ — it may create an
incredibly dangerous precedent.
Maybe some will argue that this is a major event and
one of statewide significance and ask how it can be left
to a local council to be the responsible authority. You
can leave that to a local council because local
councillors, being close to the people — closer than
most of us including those here with half a million
electors in our seats — are intensely aware of whom
they are there to represent and what their
responsibilities are.
As a capital city council, of course Melbourne City
Council understands that it is responsible for major
events and events of state significance. In fact most of
Melbourne City Council’s activities have state
significance. It has responsibility for transport
infrastructure, buildings, other icons and educational
institutions of state significance. Every time the
Melbourne City Council makes a decision, it is
constantly aware that it is the capital city council.
This is not about parochialism or nimbyism of an
individual local council. This is simply about the fact
that the government disagrees politically with the order
of priorities that Melbourne City Council has set up.
That is surprising, given what a rotten borough the
Melbourne City Council is in terms of its voting
system, a system set up and maintained by the Bracks
government, that guarantees a millionaire will be lord
mayor and gives people with a car parking space a vote
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at the same level as an individual resident or
stakeholder. That the government allows this system to
continue shows complete contempt for the principles of
democracy, not to mention local democracy as it is so
highly valued here in Victoria.
The bill suspends not only council’s control over the
site for the necessary period but all relevant by-laws.
That could make things interesting. I have not actually
checked all the local council by-laws that have been
created by the Melbourne City Council but I imagine
they include things such as parking, litter, graffiti,
animal management, people management, possibly
drinking — alcohol consumption — and so forth. At
the stroke of a pen the government has decided to wipe
out all the council’s by-laws. Because the government
cannot be bothered sitting down and working out which
ones may or may not impact on this event, it has just
wiped them all with the stroke of a pen. The by-laws
now are in effect on one side of the fence but not the
other.
This is just absolutely contemptuous of the role of local
government and the importance placed on it, not by the
technical wording in a local government act but by
individuals in their own attitudes to local government.
Those of us who have been local councillors and those
of us whose role here involves working frequently with
local councillors and helping them to do their jobs as
local representatives would be very disturbed by such a
cavalier attitude to local government. For that reason
the Greens will be voting against the bill. Now the
responsibility for this event and this site has been
placed firmly in the hands of the government. They
asked for it.
My understanding from the information that I obtained
when talking to Greens Cr Fraser Brindley is that the
event managers and the council were in negotiations,
that councillors were offering options designed to limit
the most damaging aspects of the show — its highest
impact activities — by moving them to the hard-surface
areas and that those negotiations were broken off when
the state government obviously gave the nod to the
organisers that it was going to introduce this bill. Not
surprisingly, the negotiations did not go much further.
Mr Pakula — Not true!
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administration’s version, and there may be other
councillors’ versions. I am sure John So has his own
version. As I said, my information from Cr Fraser
Brindley was that at least one councillor was prepared
to discuss the option of moving the highest impact
activities of the show to the hard-surface areas.
Ms Pennicuik — Would that be the four-wheel
drive show?
Mr BARBER — I am not sure if it is the four-wheel
drive component of the flower and garden and
four-wheel drive show, but they could move those to
the hard-surface areas. Those negotiations were broken
off when the state government decided to make itself
the responsible authority. We will work with the local
community to make sure that the state government is
responsible in the role that it has asked for for itself.
Mr PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak in support of the Crown Land (Reserves)
Amendment (Carlton Gardens) Bill 2008. I do so
primarily because the Melbourne International Flower
and Garden Show is one of Victoria’s premier tourism
events, which attracts more than 100 000 visitors each
year. It is the largest flower and garden show in the
southern hemisphere, and one of the five largest flower
and garden shows in the world. It is an event that has
been running for 12 years but unfortunately it has
become the victim of politics, specifically the politics of
the Melbourne City Council. I will come back to that
later in my contribution.
I touch on one of the issues that Mr Barber raised when
he referred to the term ‘local democracy’ and whether
nimbyism was in play, which is an important sideline to
this issue. Mr Barber elevates local democracy above
almost all else but, as he presciently predicted, it is
important for us as the Parliament to recognise that in
certain circumstances there are more pressing interests,
the interests of the community more generally, the
interests of the state more generally and interests which
are not always considered properly by local
government. I think that has been borne out in this
instance. The principal objectors to the ongoing
presence of the Melbourne International Flower and
Garden Show in the Carlton Gardens have been the
Carlton Residents Association and the Carlton Gardens
Group.

Mr BARBER — There are many versions.
Mr Pakula — I will give you mine next.
Mr BARBER — I will give that much to
Mr Pakula, there are many versions of where those
negotiations got to. One version would be the
government’s version, another would be the council

I want to refer to an article written by the demographer
Bernard Salt about a month ago in the Weekend
Australian, in which he identified a growing trend, one
which is not exclusive to Melbourne but which he
argues is more prevalent in Melbourne than
elsewhere — the syndrome commonly known as ‘not
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in my backyard’. It tends to rear its head in
circumstances where events or infrastructure projects
are proposed, and in those circumstances it is
characterised by groups of residents in reference to that
event or infrastructure being primarily or almost
exclusively concerned with their own personal amenity.
Their concern with their own personal amenity occurs
almost to the complete exclusion of all other
considerations, whether they be the interests of
members of the community from another postcode, the
interests of the community more generally, hobbies or
activities that other members of the community enjoy
and believe quite rightly that they have a right to enjoy,
or matters that impact on the state’s economic fortunes,
on employment or on questions of personal mobility.
All of those considerations can find themselves
discarded in the pursuit of outcomes which have been
described by someone else as a mindset of ‘Don’t build
anything anywhere near anyone’.
I think the campaign against the Melbourne
International Flower and Garden Show takes that kind
of mindset to a new level. We need to face facts. We
are not in this circumstance talking about a grand prix
or a triangle development or a tunnel or a residential
tower or office block. We are talking about a flower
and garden show being exhibited in the Carlton
Gardens for five days out of 365.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr PAKULA — From 2 April to 6 April — five
days. The residents need to recognise that the Carlton
Gardens are not their backyard and are not for their
exclusive use.
Mr Barber — They don’t have backyards.
Mr PAKULA — One of the things you sacrifice if
you live in Carlton is a backyard. The residents need to
recognise that it is not their backyard and that it is an
asset to be enjoyed by all Melburnians and all
Victorians. Visitations to the Melbourne International
Flower and Garden Show from all parts of Melbourne
and all parts of regional and rural Victoria demonstrate
that it is an immensely popular event right across the
state.
The Carlton Residents Association and the Carlton
Gardens Group made what was a lengthy submission, a
12-page written submission to the Legislative Council
select committee into public land development. The
submission had lots of supporting documentation,
before and after photos — interestingly, the before shot
was from the 1950s and the after shot was 2007 — but
when you actually synthesised their argument into its

1065

nutshell it seemed to be this: that the Carlton Gardens
should not be appropriated for private profit, especially
when the pursuit of that profit causes significant
environmental damage to internationally listed gardens.
I do not want to verbal them, but in a nutshell that is
their argument.
Mr Barber — You heard my argument.
Mr PAKULA — I did hear Mr Barber’s argument.
I argue that it is a stretch at best to describe the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show as
being primarily about the pursuit of private profit. I
think to characterise it in that way does the event and
the exhibitors at the event a great disservice. Quite apart
from the event’s popularity amongst Victorians and
visitors from elsewhere, it also plays a significant role
in raising both the profile and the expertise of the
Victorian horticultural industry. It provides a platform
for the cream of people in our gardening industry to
showcase their talents to the best in the world and to
give them the opportunity to compete against the best in
the world. To blithely describe the event as a trade fair,
which is all about private profit, does the event itself a
great disservice.
As to the environmental damage to the Carlton
Gardens, the question that arises in my mind is: how
long does this event have to be held at these gardens
before we accept that it does not do any significant
environmental damage to the gardens? The event has
been held there for many years and, what is more, the
Melbourne City Council — which, as Mr Barber
indicated, is the body that made the decision to ban the
garden show from the gardens — commissioned its
own reports into the damage, and those reports
indicated that the flower and garden show does not do
any significant harm to the Exhibition gardens. I will
not quote those reports, because I have been through
Hansard and I saw that they were quoted extensively in
the contribution by the member for Brighton in the
other place.
Mr Barber — You haven’t read them.
Mr PAKULA — I have read them, and as I said,
they have already been read into Hansard by the
member for Brighton in the other place and I do not
think it is of great value to this chamber to do it all
again. I will pick out a couple of the main bits. The
council found there had been minimal impact on the
physical condition of the soil and no discernible impact
on the health of the vegetation, being the trees, shrubs
and grass, in the gardens. That second analysis was
carried out by a heritage consultant approved by
Heritage Victoria. It makes one wonder why the
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council would make the decision to not permit the show
after 2008, and I think that is a very good question. The
only reasonable answer is the internal politics of the
Melbourne City Council.
Mr Lenders — The eternal or the internal?
Mr PAKULA — Eternal and internal, Treasurer.
The residents are entitled to feel very let down by the
council, because as a result of the game playing that has
been carried on by councillors by their refusal to
compromise — and I will come to the issue of
compromise — it has necessitated the government
intervening and taking the action that it has taken in
bringing forward this bill.
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specifically relating to the flower and garden show. The
facts of the matter are these: the bill has been prepared
to respond to a specific set of circumstances; it applies
only to the Exhibition gardens; and it is intended only
to apply to the flower and garden show. Mr Barber
somewhat facetiously referred to a Jimmy Barnes
reunion concert as being the sort of event that might be
able to held there.
Let me go to proposed section 29L(3) which states:
A special event management declaration cannot confer power
to permit the use of the Carlton Gardens Reserve for a
purpose that is inconsistent with the reservation of the land
unless it is a purpose that is, or is connected with, an
exhibition purpose.

I want to go to the question of compromise because
Mr Barber raised it in his contribution, and it is
important to record my understanding of what occurred.
Council officers attempted to negotiate a compromise
with the International Marketing Group, the event
organisers, and in fact council officers and the event
organisers successfully reached a compromise
agreement which would have reduced the footprint of
the flower and garden show on the Exhibition gardens
by 40 per cent. That agreement was overturned by the
councillors. An agreement was reached between the
organisers and the council officers, but the councillors
refused to endorse that agreement. I would argue that is
not an approach that is outcome driven, and it is not an
approach that is sensible. It is a kind of pointless
posturing that has actually led to an inferior outcome
for the residents, and they are entitled to hold the
council responsible for that.

It can only be used for an exhibition in those gardens,
not for a concert.

As a result we now have the bill before this chamber.
As Mr Davis indicated in his contribution, it ensures the
flower and garden show can continue to be held in the
gardens, but it enshrines in legislation the view of this
government that decisions about the future of this event
need to be the responsibility of the government rather
than the responsibility of the council, particularly given
the conduct of the council in those negotiations. Unlike
some of the doomsday scenarios that have been
suggested, the suspension of the council’s powers are
only temporary; they are only for the purpose of
holding this event. If council wants to rethink its
approach and its position in the years ahead, it will not
be necessary for the minister to make a
recommendation for a special event declaration under
this legislation.

Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — I am pleased to
have the opportunity this afternoon to comment on the
Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment (Carlton
Gardens) Bill. Some time ago the nursery industry met
with The Nationals to express some concerns about the
future of the Melbourne International Flower and
Garden Show. Predominantly its concerns centred
around the uncertainty of tenure of its current location
at the Exhibition gardens, as Mr Pakula called them. I
am not sure whether they are officially called the
Carlton Gardens or the Exhibition gardens, because
there is an area of very nice garden to the north of the
museum which is part of the Carlton Gardens as well.
For the sake of the argument here this afternoon I will
stick to the Exhibition gardens as being the venue of the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show.

As for the criticism by Mr Davis about the breadth of
the legislation, yet again it is a case of never letting the
truth get in the way of a good story. The criticism is that
the bill provides powers that go beyond a declaration

At the time we met with the nursery industry
representatives — the horticultural industry was also
represented at that meeting — they indicated to us that
the Melbourne City Council was considering the
prohibition of the flower and garden show beyond this

Mr Barber — A monster truck show?
Mr PAKULA — Not a monster truck show. The
reason it refers to an event rather than to the flower and
garden show specifically, as I am sure Mr Barber would
know from his time on council, is a matter of legislative
prudence. If the name of the show changes or if there is
an incremental evolution in the nature of the show, we
will not have to come back and legislate for it. The bill
is about the event. It is necessary because of the
conduct of the council. The flower and garden show is
an essential part of Victoria’s tourism matrix. It is a
very popular event. The bill is necessary to protect the
flower and garden show, and I commend it to the
house.
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year, being 2008, and therefore expressed some alarm
about the lack of venue and opportunity to display
Victoria’s nursery and horticultural industries.

acknowledge that for around two weeks of the year
access to that area of the Exhibition gardens is limited
for local people.

The flower and garden show is a terrific event. I did not
get there this year because it clashed with Gippsland
Field Days, and for three of the four days I was down
there. However, both of those events have some things
in common. Of course some of the exhibitors from the
Melbourne flower and garden show would normally be
at the Gippsland Field Days and vice versa, given that
some of the exhibitors at the field days are in the
nursery business, so some of them overlap to some
extent.

I acknowledge they are denied that access for up to two
weeks to account for the setting up, display and
dismantling of the exhibition over a period of five days.
I do not see that as an undue hardship when you
consider the relevant merits and benefits for all
Victorians as opposed to the inconvenience to some
residents over that period of time. As I said before,
there are the Carlton Gardens to the north of the
museum which are still available to people for
recreation during that time of the garden show.

I have been a fairly regular visitor to the flower and
garden show over the 12 years of its existence, and I
know my wife enjoys her visits there. It is a great
opportunity for our nursery, horticultural and
landscaping businesses to demonstrate the fine skills
they possess, and I find the landscape garden
competition to be one of the highlights of the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show. We
have seen some outstanding garden designers who have
done well here and who have gone on to do well
overseas at some of the big international flower and
garden shows. I recall that Fleming’s Nurseries had
success recently at the Chelsea garden show in terms of
garden design. In recent years that company has done
particularly well.

In terms of consideration of alternative sites, you could
get none better than the current Exhibition gardens and
the Exhibition Building itself, because both of those
form an integral part of the Melbourne International
Flower and Garden Show. We could look to relocate
the show to other areas — Caulfield racecourse and the
showgrounds were suggested — but again this venue,
the Exhibition gardens, using the Exhibition Building
as well, is the most convenient location, being central
not only for the people of Melbourne but also for the
people of country Victoria to reach. There is good
public transport access, with the Parliament loop station
and tram travel, which takes people right to the door of
the current venue.

I might add that the show is great for Melburnians and
great for Victorians. It is particularly good for country
Victorians too. When I have visited the show I have
come across many of my constituents and people from
country Victoria who see it as a convenient location to
visit in Melbourne and a desirable event to come and
see. Country Victorians are pretty proud of their
gardens and are willing to travel to see exhibitions such
as the Melbourne International Flower and Garden
Show. You will see quite a number of buses from
country Victoria roll up there each year. It is an event
very much enjoyed by Melburnians, but equally
enjoyed by country Victorians as well.
Some of the issues that have been raised in the course
of this debate include the impact that the staging of the
show has on the environmental conditions of the
Exhibition gardens. While I do not claim to be an
expert in this area, when I have visited the gardens after
the exhibition, I have not observed any signs of
permanent damage to the lawns, to the gardens or to the
trees within the Exhibition garden area. Obviously there
is a short-term impact as lawns recover after people
have walked across them and exhibitions have been
held on them. They need time to recover. I

I say in closing that Victoria was once called the garden
state. That was a pretty good phrase to describe this
lovely area in which we live. I hope that one day we go
back to being well recognised — —
Mr Scheffer interjected.
Mr HALL — I am happy to acknowledge that. I do
not care who it was, it was beautiful — the garden state.
That is an appropriate symbol to represent Victoria as a
state. I hope one day we will return to that. If we have
hopes of returning to being recognised as and called the
garden state then it is important that we continue to
hold the Melbourne International Flower and Garden
Show at such an appropriate location as the Exhibition
Building and the Exhibition gardens. That is why I am
happy to support this bill to ensure the future of that
excellent show that has been put on for the past
12 years, and I hope it will continue for many years to
come.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I agree with the
views of Mr Hall that the Melbourne International
Flower and Garden Show is an important part of the
Melbourne calendar. We know that some 100 000
people from around the state and indeed from around
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the world come to the show, and it is recognised as one
of the top five horticultural shows in the world. The
significance of the show to the state is such that its fate
ought not rest in the hands of the economic committee
of the Melbourne City Council, which in June of 2007
resolved in effect that the show would no longer be
held at the gardens after the expiry of the existing
contracts.

I am comforted by the fact that Heritage Victoria
imposes a number of rigorous standards and safeguards
by way of a permit, the conditions of which the
organisers need to comply with in holding the show.
There is a degree of independence in the important role
played by Heritage Victoria, which gives me comfort
that it is ensuring that the gardens are kept in a pristine
condition.

There are reasons why this show is significant and why
that significance means it ought to be dealt with at a
state rather than a local government level. We know
that the site itself is an iconic part of the Victorian, and
indeed the Australian, landscape. It was where the state
Parliament sat for some 27 years following Federation.
It rightly received World Heritage listing. For those
reasons it is too important to leave the fate of the flower
show in the hands of the economic committee of the
Melbourne City Council.

I am very supportive of the model for holding the
garden show that has been provided for in this bill. The
bill envisages that council can continue to maintain the
gardens and manage the show, but its role will, rightly,
be overseen by government. I urge the council to work
constructively with the flower show organisers and the
state government. Hopefully the three can work
together so we can get the best outcomes for the state of
Victoria, for the gardens and for the environment that is
represented there.

The decision by the Melbourne City Council flew in the
face of the reports the council received which indicated
there had been minimal impact on the gardens because
of the holding of the flower show there. It is worth
acknowledging that a number of allegations have been
made about the impact on the flower show on the
gardens, and they are serious allegations. For me they
enhance the argument that we ought to ensure that the
state rather than council has the authority and
responsibility to look after those gardens.

Mr Pakula alluded to some of the concerns about the
process the council has adopted and its behaviour in
relation to the holding of the show. I share those
concerns. However, what I like about this bill is that it
gives the council another chance. It provides the
council with an opportunity to amend the way it has
operated, to be more constructive, and to work with the
organisers and the government to ensure we get an
outcome that protects this iconic site. I am pleased
about the bill. I am pleased about the oversight by the
state government that it imposes. I urge the house to
support the bill.

Mr Pakula has alluded to a number of independent
reports which consistently show that the flower show
has no long-term impact on the holding of the show on
the gardens. I draw the attention of the house to one of
those reports — Mr Pakula has identified a number —
which is the soil and compaction assessment of the
Carlton Gardens, which was done for the City of
Melbourne, and in that report the council said it was
confident that the level of soil compaction in the
Carlton Gardens poses no threat to the existing trees or
vegetation.
It is worth noting that the opponents of the flower show
have sought, and indeed obtained, their own report.
They have their own report by Galbraith and Associates
which, as you would expect, found that some of the
trees may be affected by the show. It is interesting to
note that the report finds that these impacts can easily
be ameliorated by mulching. The report says that a
degree of mulching will ensure that the show does not
have any impact on the trees. Even the reports of those
who are opposed to the holding of the show have
indicated that through some mulching the impact on the
trees and the risk to them can be ameliorated.

Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — It gives me
great pleasure to stand and speak on the Crown Land
(Reserves) Amendment (Carlton Gardens) Bill 2008.
The purpose of this bill is to provide for the
management of land in the Carlton Gardens reserve
during special events — and, I hope, to allow for the
continuation of the Melbourne International Flower and
Garden Show at the Carlton Gardens beyond this year.
Unfortunately the Melbourne International Flower and
Garden Show is not named in the bill. I think we have a
precedent for that in the aerial advertising legislation
where events that could not be ambushed by aerial
advertising were named in that bill. It would have been
appropriate in this case for the Melbourne International
Flower and Garden Show to be named in this bill, to
give it security of tenure. I would like to ask the
minister in his summing up to give us an assurance that
the Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show
will have security of tenure at the Carlton Gardens.
Another effect of not naming events in the bill but
rather leaving it open is there is nothing to prevent a
different type of promotion being held in the gardens. I
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am concerned that although the bill says it must be an
event that is in accordance with the type of event that
should be held in the gardens, next weekend we could
have the Crusty Demons blazing through the Carlton
Gardens on their trail bikes. I would not be in favour of
that. The Melbourne International Flower and Garden
Show lends itself to that location. It is a beautiful
location for a flower and garden show, but it would not
be appropriate for something such as a Crusty Demons
show, as enjoyable and spectacular as a Crusty Demons
show may be.
The flower and garden show is a flagship event for the
nursery and garden industry. It is not simply a key
tourism event, generating significant revenue flows for
Melbourne and Victoria, but one of our hallmark
tourism events. It is part of the hallmark events
calendar, which includes the Australian Open Tennis
Championships, the Melbourne Cup carnival, the
Australian grand prix and the Melbourne international
festival.
I know there has been opposition from local residents to
the flower and garden show continuing to be held in the
Carlton Gardens and that those local residents have put
a lot of pressure on the Melbourne City Council, but as
I have already said, the Melbourne International Flower
and Garden Show is a hallmark event. It attracts about
125 000 visitors to the gardens every year. The lack of
security of tenure has caused a lot of concern for the
nursery and garden industry and the management of the
show. The flower and garden show brings about
$8 million in economic benefits to Victoria, which is a
significant amount of revenue for the state. There is
also direct event expenditure of around $2 million. At
its peak around 300 staff are working at the Melbourne
International Flower and Garden Show each day. The
flower and garden show is recognised internationally as
one of the best flower and garden shows in the world.
The venue is actually recognised as the best venue.
Chelsea is recognised as the best show, but the Chelsea
venue is not nearly as appealing as our Carlton
Gardens.
As Mr Pakula said, a number of reports have been
prepared on the impact that the flower and garden show
has on the Carlton Gardens. Most of those reports
conclude that the show has very little impact. I have a
few of the reports here. One has the subheading
‘Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show
2006 — Monitoring of tree protection and other
vegetation management’. It was written by R. W. Small
of Rob Small Unlimited, who states:
I believe that the show has had a negligible impact, if any at
all, on tree health in Carlton Gardens. The show organisers
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are exercising strong control and discipline over garden
installers and public visiting the site, and the compliance with
conditions appears to be exemplary. The show organisers
appear open to viable alternatives that will ensure the
protection of the heritage features of the Carlton Gardens site
and its trees.

A report commissioned by the City of Melbourne,
entitled ‘Melbourne International Flower and Garden
Show — March 2007 — Tree condition and soil water
monitoring — Carlton Gardens South’, states:
Trees are a major feature of the landscape of the Carlton
Gardens and are a significant element of the heritage
character. Ensuring the ongoing health of the trees is of
paramount importance. The prevention of stress from the
current drought conditions and restrictions is essential.

It states also that three significant rain events occurred
during the testing period and that appears to have
maintained soil moisture and prevented any increase in
drought stress in the tree population. Basically this
report says there was very little impact on the trees
because of the flower and garden show.
A third report is headed ‘Report on heritage tree
protection — Carlton Gardens during Melbourne
International Flower and Garden Show 2007’. This
report was also written by Rob Small. It is dated
27 April 2007 and states:
During this period I was employed by MIFGS to monitor
activities with a view to determining if any of these elements
involved in putting the exhibition together, hosting it over
five days, and dismantling it, had any detrimental effect on
the trees in Carlton Gardens, in particular.

He concluded:
It is my opinion that the conduct of the Melbourne
International Flower and Garden Show in 2007 has had no
discernible impact on the health or vegetation (trees, shrubs or
grass) in Carlton Gardens.

There is fairly stringent scrutiny of the impact the
flower and garden show has on the gardens, both by the
show itself and by the Melbourne City Council. Audits
are undertaken before the show begins and after it
concludes to ensure that the show is not having a
negative impact on the gardens.
As I said, I acknowledge that local residents have
concerns about the show being in the gardens. I have
my Melbourne base — my apartment — just opposite
the Carlton Gardens. I enjoy a view of the gardens from
my apartment. They are not something I would ever
want to see destroyed, because I love the view of them
from my apartment. However, I am at the apartment on
many weekends of the year, and when I look out at the
gardens I rarely see the people of Melbourne using
those gardens and enjoying them. On the week the
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Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show is
on, however, I see many Melburnians, visitors to our
state and visitors to our country enjoying the
magnificent gardens. This is a good use of the gardens.
It encourages the people of Victoria, the people of
Australia and our international visitors to enjoy the
magnificent gardens we have here in Melbourne.
Last week I attended the flower and garden show on
Friday. It was disappointing that this year we had such
unpleasant weather for the show; had it been this week,
the weather would have been much more suited to an
outdoor event. On Wednesday of last week, with the
horrendous winds that hit Melbourne, some damage
was done to the Exhibition gardens, not because of the
flower and garden show being there, but because of the
freak weather event. That had an impact on the show,
with visitors having to leave the Carlton Gardens so
that the flagpole that fell could be removed along with a
limb that fell from a tree because of the wind. Many
patrons were rather upset at being asked to leave, but it
was for their own safety. However, it would have been
nice had the show been this week, with the spectacular
weather we have enjoyed. It would have been even
more appealing to be in the Carlton Gardens enjoying
the wonderful weather as well as enjoying our very
famous flower and garden show.
I was shown around the show by Steven Potts from
Nursery and Garden Industry Victoria, something I
enjoyed, because I got to meet several of the exhibitors
and had the main exhibition features and purposes
pointed out to me. Among the gardens I enjoyed
seeing — and whose creators I enjoyed meeting — was
the Sei-Sei-Tei garden, a traditional Japanese garden
designed by renowned Japanese designer Koji
Ninomiya. The Sei-Sei-Tei is a garden of
enlightenment and calmness, which opens the door to
nature. It is a traditional waiting garden for a tea
ceremony — a garden in which people invited to the tea
ceremony are able to sit or walk about until the tea
ceremony begins. In Japanese culture it is the only
place where a samurai might talk to a labourer; it is a
genuine meeting place where all levels of society cross.
This was a beautiful garden, made all the more
spectacular by the backdrop of the city of Melbourne. I
particularly enjoyed the garden, having formerly been
to Japan on exchange and also recently visiting Japan as
part of a delegation from Victoria. That traditional
Japanese culture in Australia with a backdrop of our
beautiful city of Melbourne was sensational. It was the
winner of one of the awards.
I also met Yen Ong, a student from the North
Melbourne Institute of Technology, who had created a
garden called ‘Cooling the planet one backyard at a
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time’, a very spectacular garden with many autumn
colours in it. Yen won the young designers award at the
show, and I congratulate her on her achievement. The
third garden I saw, also a winner in its category, was an
outdoor extension that had two outdoor living areas, a
sitting area and a quite spectacular kitchen, and there
was a lap pool down the middle. It was beautifully
designed.
It can be difficult to pick what is there temporarily and
what is there as a permanent display. It is amazing that
someone who knows the gardens as well as I do, having
an apartment just opposite them, once they have been
transformed for the garden show, cannot pick what has
been created for the show and what is part of the
gardens. Naturally, the lap pool and the rooms were
created! But even parts of these gardens have been built
up and created as well. That was an exciting and
spectacular part of the exhibition.
Another spectacular part of the exhibition was the
Sir Walter Greenart Garden, designed by Jason Hodges,
who is on the Better Homes and Gardens show. I met
Jason at that attraction. He explained how the garden
had been built. The creators had built up quite a
significant amount of earth to raise the level of the
garden. The garden was not actually sitting on the grass
underneath it; there was air in between. They had
created a platform to put the earth in. They had planted
a tree in that platform, quite a large tree, and had built
rock walls all around it.
They had a plunge pool in there. There was also an
outdoor living area which was sensational. As I said,
even though this area had been built up significantly,
you would not know that it was there as only a
temporary design and not part of the ordinary gardens.
The show is being dismantled at the moment, and this
week I have been watching it come down tent by tent,
day by day. It will be disappointing when it has all
gone, when all that activity has gone and we just have
one or two people wandering around the gardens again.
I look forward to looking out my window and seeing
the flower and garden show structures erected next
year, to visiting the show and to watching
125 000 people enjoy the spectacular Carlton Gardens.
I first met with the organisers of this show about
18 months ago when I was a tourism shadow
spokesperson. At that time the venue was under threat,
as was the future of the event in Victoria, because the
event organisers knew that there was not another
location in Victoria that would host this show. There
was a real threat that they would take it interstate to
Adelaide, or maybe to New South Wales or somewhere
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else. At that time I was appalled that no-one from the
state government had met with the flower and garden
industries.
We asked some questions in this house about the future
of the show and what the government was doing to
ensure its future. We were met with a blank stare from
the minister, who knew nothing about it. It was
disappointing that the government had not done more to
secure future tenure for the Melbourne International
Flower and Garden Show. However, we now have this
bill before the house, which we hope will ensure the
tenure of the show. I ask the minister to give me that
assurance during his summing up on the bill. I wish the
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show a
successful future, and I look forward to visiting it again
many times.
Mr KAVANAGH (Western Victoria) — I have
been told that about 60 years ago a sporting event was
held in a marquee in the Carlton Gardens. I think it was
a boxing match. The then member for Carlton, my
grandfather, wanted to attend, but he did not want to
buy a ticket because he wanted to make a point. He was
denied entry and made the biggest fuss that he could,
saying, ‘I am a member of the public; these gardens are
public so they belong to me. You should not stop me
going in here’. That principle was correct, but of course
there are exceptions. My grandfather was largely
responsible for locating the children’s hospital in Royal
Park, for example. As a ward councillor and local
member he paid a high price for that, but he thought
treating sick children was more worthy than watching
people punch each other.
There are other exceptions. This chamber is part of a
public place, but it is not open seven days a week, every
week of the year for people to wander in and out
whenever they like. In general, it would seem desirable
that a council’s permission should be a prerequisite to
allowing any groups to temporarily usurp the public’s
right to access public land. Unfortunately that is not the
case with this example. On the other hand, the flower
and garden show is a huge event of great benefit to
Melbourne and to Victoria, which puts me in something
of a dilemma because of the competing interests and
principles involved. I will just have to think between
now and when the vote is taken as to how I should vote.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
speak in support of the Crown Land (Reserves)
Amendment (Carlton Gardens) Bill 2008. The
Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show,
held annually over the last 12 years in the Carlton
Gardens, is under threat because the Melbourne City
Council has decided it will no longer allow the Carlton
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Gardens to be the venue for this magnificent floral
extravaganza. I agree with my colleague Ms Lovell that
the show has a large following and attracts revenue for
Victoria of approximately $8 million.
In these harsh times of drought and brown lawns and
nature strips, the methods used to irrigate plants and
flowers are testimony to the ingenuity of the men and
women who nurture them, and then present a display of
flowers and plants that over 100 000 people from all
over Australia pay to see.
The horticultural, floristry and landscape industries are
understandably going through tough times. It is very
important that these industries be supported, not just
because they raise revenue for Victoria and encourage
and support our tourism industry but also because they
create great beauty. Although that beauty is fleeting, it
is still most worthy of the mighty efforts of those men
and women who make us proud of the Carlton Gardens
and their floral displays.
A couple of days ago I read some correspondence
which was sent to my office. It states that, as the
number of attendees to the garden show has been
steadily increasing every year since the first show in
1996, the trees are stressed and losing their branches as
a direct result of human footfalls. While I have never
approved of sarcasm, it beggars belief that this
environmental assessment report should also accuse the
indigenous wildlife, whose natural habitat is in the
garden, of adding even more stress to the trees by
scratching the tree bark. Possums in particular come in
for criticism, as they are allegedly responsible for the
trees losing foliage and branches. Melbourne City
Council commissioned an environmental impact study
which actually supported the fact that no detrimental
damage has occurred so far, either to the gardens or to
the trees.
The bill amends the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978.
The purpose of the bill is to secure the ongoing future
of the World Heritage listed Royal Exhibition Building
and Carlton Gardens show and exhibition in
Melbourne. It enables the Governor in Council to make
a special event declaration if the minister responsible
for that act considers that an event such as the flower
and garden show is of state significance and should be
held at the Carlton Gardens. This is an important event
on the Victorian calendar and deserves to be supported.
The bill will ensure this happens. I commend the bill.
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — In
rising to speak to the bill I indicate that, whilst I will not
be opposing it, I believe there are a number of
important issues that require amplification. The
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Melbourne International Flower and Garden Show is
not only an important event on the tourism calendar but
is also the signature event for Victoria’s and Australia’s
horticultural, nursery and gardening industries. We
have heard calls for the cessation of this event at the
Carlton Gardens, with particular emphasis on the
southern part of the gardens, from both local residents
groups and the Melbourne City Council.
We need to be aware that the Royal Exhibition
Building was inscribed on the World Heritage List in
July 2004. This is why very careful consideration is
required about the management of not only the
magnificent building but also its environs and the
gardens which are such a complementary and integral
part of the overall design of the site.
Although the Exhibition Building is still used for
exhibitions, since the opening in 1996 by the Kennett
government of the Melbourne Convention and
Exhibition Centre at Southbank the facility is not used
as frequently as it was in the past because the
Southbank facility has become the prime destination for
exhibitions. I have a concern that young Victorians,
newly arrived immigrants and tourists would not
necessarily be drawn to this World Heritage List site
unless there were an event there that gave it some sort
of exposure. I am very interested in an event such as the
flower show being maintained there, because it not only
gives people the opportunity to look at the commercial
offerings and displays and learn how to manage
gardens in drought conditions but also gives them a
heightened awareness about and confidence to manage
gardens and have a green thumb. It also gives people
the opportunity to marvel at the splendour of the
building and its murals.
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important educative element I think the flower show
should be kept there, but I urge the government to be
assiduous in its efforts to develop plans for the
management of not only the pathways and avenues and
the state of health of the trees but also the flower beds,
ponds and sculptures and the impact on lawns. I
understand a study was done on the compaction of soil
that might lead to damage of the roots of precious trees.
That was given the okay. We need to be aware that
there are important plantings of European and
Australian trees in the precinct.
The land was originally reserved in 1839 by then
Superintendent Charles La Trobe, and the building has
gone through many usages since its opening in 1888. It
was used as a hospital in the influenza pandemic of
1919; it was the site of the first Australian Parliament;
and the Victorian Parliament resided in its western
annexe for 27 years.
We all have a very intense interest in the welfare of this
building and its environs. I urge the government to be
assiduous in its care and to uphold its responsibilities
and the principles behind what having Australia’s only
World Heritage listed building means to the people.
Debate adjourned on motion of Mr JENNINGS
(Minister for Environment and Climate Change).
Debate adjourned until next day.

ADJOURNMENT
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I move:
That the house do now adjourn.

I personally have a very deep attachment to the
building. My great-grandparents lived in nearby Barkly
Street, and I still remember the little stories my
grandmother regaled me with when I was a little girl
about the pride and excitement in Melbourne and how
they felt about the arrival of the Exhibition Fountain
designed in 1880 by sculptor Joseph Hochgurtel. The
fountain is set at the head of the Grand Allée in the
South Garden, and it is the South Garden that local
groups such as Residents 3000 are most concerned
about.
I am proud that this event was conceived and brought
about by the Kennett government. But my area of
concern about this bill is that while the minister has
indicated that its purpose is to guarantee the future of
the flower show, it opens up the Carlton Gardens for a
wider range of events that may not be suited to this
wonderful World Heritage listed site. Because of the

Rail: Shepparton line
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — The matter
that I wish to raise for the attention of the Minister for
Public Transport in the other house, Lynne Kosky, is
delays with passenger rail services on the Shepparton
line. My request of the minister is that a review be
conducted of the weekday timetable for the Shepparton
line to provide sufficient time between the 6.33 p.m.
express train to Shepparton and the 6.42 p.m. service
stopping all stations to Seymour to ensure that the
express train will always depart first. The delays on the
Shepparton line have been an issue for some time and
they are currently being compounded by Victoria’s
critical locomotive shortage.
I have a constituent who has been raising this issue with
me since the start of last year, when the departure time
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for the Shepparton evening service leaving Southern
Cross station was changed from 6.15 p.m. to 6.33 p.m.
She and a group of frustrated Goulburn Valley residents
have been reporting in the press a range of problems
brought about by the ill-suiting timetable, including an
excruciating delay on Thursday, 27 March 2008, that
caused some passengers to arrive home almost an hour
and a half late.
The 6.33 p.m. Shepparton service was made an express
in October last year and V/Line put on another service,
the 6.42 p.m. train stopping all stations to Seymour, to
accommodate passengers between Melbourne and
Seymour. The problem is that the 6.33 p.m. train so
often has problems with its locomotive that it does not
end up leaving until after the 6.42 p.m. service has
departed. This means the so-called express train to
Shepparton is delayed initially because of a fault and
then further delayed because it is stuck behind the
stopping-all-stations train and forced to travel at a
snail’s pace. One option that could alleviate the
problem would be to better space out the departure
times for the Shepparton, Seymour and Albury
trains, which use the same stretch of line to Seymour.
My constituent believes that if the Albury-bound train
left at 6.13 p.m., the Shepparton express at 6.20 p.m.,
and the Seymour stopping-all-stations at 6.40 p.m., this
would solve some of the train delay problems. But
unfortunately these timetable problems are a symptom
of a much bigger problem — Victoria’s chronic
locomotive shortage.
I call on the minister to conduct a review of the
weekday timetable for the Shepparton line and in
particular to address the problem of the 6.33 p.m.
Shepparton express train departing after the 6.42 p.m.
stopping-all-stations service to Seymour.

Port Campbell: coastal erosion
Mr THORNLEY (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change. Essentially the request is that the
minister investigate the possible public safety risks
associated with the headland at Port Campbell, which is
subject to erosion by the sea, as, obviously, is the entire
coastline along there.
We have seen what has happened with the Twelve
Apostles. If I can give a bit of background for the
minister, during the hearings of the Select Committee
on Public Land Development scheduled in Port
Campbell, we heard testimony around a particular
development down there which was being opposed by a
range of people. But one of the concerns that was raised

1073

and that witnesses brought forward was that that
particular development was very close to the headland
and that the sea caverns burrowing, if you will,
underneath the headland had continued to burrow
further. There was the potential — in fact it was a
certainty — that at some unspecified point in the future
there would be further collapse of that coastline, as
there has been for millions of years along there. That
was part of their argument against the particular
development, but regardless of the development, which
I think in this case has been knocked off by the council,
there is a public safety concern.
I understood from Mr Russell Brown, who gave
evidence to the committee and who used to work for
VicRoads, that VicRoads used to have the expertise in
this area because it had managed the Great Ocean Road
and had moved the Great Ocean Road from this corner
because of that concern. But I gather that expertise is no
longer resident there.
My request of the minister is that he investigate the
concerns for public safety along that headland and
whether any further action should be taken. That
investigation should include, if possible, the minister or
his office meeting with Dr Marion Manifold or
Mr Russell Brown or some of the other people who
gave expert evidence on the matter, just to make sure
that we do not have happen something that should not
happen.

Rail: Frankston line
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Public Transport in the other place, and it is to do with
the public transport services in Bentleigh particularly.
The problem in Bentleigh is that people are waiting for
long hours because their trains are being cancelled all
the time. Every moment that one of those people has to
wait on a platform for a train is a moment they cannot
spend with their family and their loved ones. This is not
good enough. They should be able to get to work and
home on time, with confidence in the knowledge that
when they go to get a train, they can get to their
destination on time.
The Frankston line service, which goes through
Bentleigh, is particularly bad. The 2007 figures for that
line show late trains occurred as frequently as 17.2 per
cent of the time, which means it had significantly more
late trains than on other lines, which averaged 3.4 per
cent. The minister made an announcement yesterday
about putting on a whole heap of new trains. First of all
I would like to know where these trains are coming
from, but that is not my question.
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Mrs Peulich — They are not coming, that is the
problem.
Mrs COOTE — My problem is that I do not think
this reshuffling of extra trains will fix what is an
endemic problem. The people in Bentleigh deserve
better. The figures show that the number of train
cancellations in Melbourne rose by 46.5 per cent last
year, which is huge; there were 5004 cancellations in
2006 and in 2007 there were 7330. Each one of those
cancellations means that some family member is going
to be late home and the quality of family life is going to
be impacted upon. That is not at all appropriate.
The action I seek from the minister is that, as a matter
of urgency, she provide additional funding for
upgrading public transport services to the Bentleigh
electorate. I am sure this is over and above a budget
requirement.

Planning: Mornington Peninsula
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — Tonight I raise
an issue for the Minister for Planning that concerns the
Mornington Peninsula. Last night I raised an issue
about Shoreham, and tonight I raise an issue in relation
to the peninsula as a whole. Members will be aware that
the Mornington Peninsula is the only regional area that
is contained within the Melbourne statistical division,
which is similar to the central coast of New South
Wales being classified, for technical purposes, as
demographically part of Sydney.
The peninsula is a specific region of Victoria. Apart
from being 50 to 90 kilometres from the central
business district, it has its own tourism marketing
campaign and is treated as a separate entity in a number
of other ways by business and government. However,
as a result of the statistical classification, the
Mornington Peninsula is also treated as part of
Melbourne in the eyes of the Melbourne 2030
document. While I accept that many peninsula residents
commute within the metropolitan area for work on a
daily basis, that is also the case with other peri-urban
municipalities such as Mitchell, Baw Baw, Geelong
and Moorabool.
Over recent times a series of developments have been
planned for the peninsula that could broadly be
described as being outside its traditional town and
urban character. At present we have multilevel
developments proposed for McCrae, Dromana, Flinders
and Shoreham, and another large development outside
the urban growth boundary in Red Hill South. One of
the key features of the peninsula has always been that it
has a different architectural style from Melbourne in the
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main. A number of decades ago the small fibro beach
huts were built; then they moved to the holiday-style
homes of the 1980s and 1990s; and nowadays I would
have thought we would have a chance to contemporise
architecturally to further beach-style accommodation
similar to what is being constructed quite successfully
in the Surf Coast region. This would help the peninsula
maintain its unique and defined architectural style
outside the built-up areas and preserve its town
character.
Unfortunately the peninsula is being subjected to
proposals for high-rise blocks of flats, the design of
which is better suited to inner city Melbourne. Some of
the proposals, like those at Shoreham and Red Hill
South, do not share the established town character of
the area in which they are proposed. They will in fact
lead to the slow demise of the localities in which they
are situated, which are unique in the Melbourne
statistical area. Many tourists visit these localities not
just for the wine, the produce or the beaches, but
because there is a lifestyle change on the peninsula
which is different from the rest of Melbourne, and it is
very important that we maintain that.
Tonight I ask the minister to act to save the peninsula
from inappropriate development and begin the process
of a planning scheme specifically for the Mornington
Peninsula. In doing so he will help save the character of
one of the best parts of our state.

Bena-Kongwak Road, South Gippsland: bridge
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter this evening for the Minister for Public
Transport in the other place as the minister responsible
for VicTrack. I have been approached by constituents in
the South Gippsland area who are concerned about the
Bena-Kongwak Road over-rail bridge, which is a
single-lane rail bridge located on the Bena-Kongwak
Road approximately 1 kilometre south of Bena.
In December 2007 VicTrack advised the South
Gippsland Shire Council that a 15-tonne load limit
would be imposed on the bridge. The bridge
superstructure is the responsibility of VicTrack, whilst
the running deck is the responsibility of the council. Of
course the 15-tonne load limit affected the milk tankers
and other trucks, school buses and other heavy vehicles
which used that bridge and which weighed in excess of
the 15-tonne load limit. Significant capital investment is
needed to bring the bridge up to a standard where it is
again safe to carry the milk tankers, school buses and
other heavy vehicles.
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At this stage VicTrack has indicated it is prepared to
contribute $120 000 towards the replacement of the
bridge and assist with the design. It is estimated,
however, that a new bridge and associated roadworks
would cost a million dollars or more. Therefore the
action I seek from the minister is to work with the local
council — a council that is not flush with enormous
resources, as it has a small ratepayer base and many of
those ratepayers have suffered as a result of the
extended drought — and supply sufficient funds to
allow the bridge to be rebuilt so it can carry safely the
required vehicles and let the farmers vehicles, the milk
tankers and other vehicles use it, as has happened in the
past.

Water: infrastructure
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — My matter is
for the Minister for Water in the other place, Tim
Holding. Yesterday the Victorian Auditor-General
presented a report to Parliament titled Planning for
Water Infrastructure in Victoria. The report contains
10 recommendations directed at improving the
processes we use to track the progress of water
strategies, the information provided to the community
about these strategies, and the review of water
authorities plans.
I welcome the Brumby Labor government’s
commitment to adopt and implement all
recommendations; 8 of the 10 recommendations
contained in the report go to providing information to
the community on an ongoing basis. I note that these
recommendations are consistent with the government’s
commitment to finding new ways to engage with
Victorians, as demonstrated by the Premier’s new
website and the opportunities offered by the 2008
statement of government intentions.
Therefore the action I seek from the minister in
implementing the Auditor-General’s recommendations
is to ensure that information is broadcast as widely as
possible in order to provide as many members of the
community as possible with accurate and timely
information about the government’s record $4.9 billion
investment in water infrastructure in Victoria.

Schools: Monash closures
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to raise a matter for the attention of the Minister
for Education in the other place, and it also has some
relevance to the minister at the table, the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change; I am glad he is here
tonight. It is in relation to two schools in South Eastern
Metropolitan Region which have been closed by the
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government. I understand the government is
considering the disposal of the land through sale to the
highest bidder. The schools are Monash Primary
School and Monash Secondary College. The issues
were raised through the Notting Hill Residents Action
Group, and I know it has also had some dealings with
Mr Rich-Phillips.
The proposal to rezone the land and sell it to the highest
bidder was brought before the Monash council recently.
The matter was then belatedly withdrawn by the
education department. As it is a high-density
development, the community is very concerned about
the impact this will have on parking, the loss of
recreation space and the loss of educational facilities.
People are uncertain as to what the future of those sites
will be.
The government has not been forthcoming in the
provision of information or of any level of engagement
with the community on this. It may well be that it has
withdrawn those plans because it plans to avail itself of
the Minister for Planning’s new planning proposals, as
this land would fall into the go-go zone. Basically it
would not require the advertising of any future
developments or give the community any avenue for
appeal to the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal. It may expedient for the government to hang
back, wait and cash in, but I believe this would be a
dereliction of its duty.
The community has sought a meeting with the Minister
for Children and Early Childhood Development, who is
the member for Mount Waverley, as well as with the
Minister for Education, both of whom are in the other
place, in relation to these two sites. I ask the
government to also consider in the not-too-distant
future the consolidation of Telstra activities at a nearby
site, which will see an additional several thousand
people move into the area and could change the
projection of enrolments at the local schools I ask it to
review the situation, disclose what its plans are for the
site, minimise the loss of open space and minimise the
loss of educational facilities for the community at the
earliest opportunity without letting this go under the
radar before it is too late for the community to retrieve
the situation or get the best deal it can, which it
certainly deserves.
I would like to commend the Notting Hill Residents
Action Group for its dedicated campaign over a long
period of time. It will not give in.
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Rail: station bicycle lockers
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is to the Minister for Public
Transport in the other place and regards bicycle lockers
at train stations in Western Metropolitan Region. The
government has spoken a lot about wanting to
encourage people out of their cars and to walk or cycle
to their train stations, but for cyclists to do this there
need to be secure bike lockers at stations. In Melbourne
we have a ratio of 1 secure bike parking spot for every
30 car parking spaces. I am told that in Brisbane there is
one secure bike parking spot for every nine cars, and
the stations there are fully staffed, so it makes security
much easier. I would like to see most stations staffed,
but that is because I use the trains quite a lot.
A quick check of car and bike parking at major stations
in the Western Metropolitan Region shows that
Laverton has one secure bike parking spot for every
24 cars. That ratio for Footscray is 1 to 29; for
Watergardens, 1 to 42; for St Albans, 1 to 40; and so
on. Things are much better at the Werribee and
Sunshine stations, but about 40 per cent of car parking
spaces are used by commuters who drive less than
2 kilometres to a station. Bicycle lockers can be created
at a fraction of the cost of car parking spaces.
Minister Kosky, who is responsible for public transport,
has announced a $1 million fund to build 20 new
bicycle cages at railway stations. That is fantastic news
and those cages will get a lot of people onto their bikes,
but it is not enough. We need cages at all stations and
we need more of them. Of course cages will not work
for everyone. They will not work well at unstaffed
stations and they take up a lot of room. We also need to
be looking at individual secure bike lockers,
management of secure bike parking, bike hoops and
safe cycle routes to stations. My request to the minister
is to ensure that there is funding in the forthcoming
budget to increase bike parking at train stations to a
ratio of at least one secure bike park per nine car parks.

Police: chief commissioner
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to
address a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services in the other place. It is
not the first time I have raised the issue in this house. It
concerns policing in Victoria. I believe that recent
events dictate that I should raise this matter again.
Victoria Police is in crisis, and as a result law and order
in this state is in crisis as well. If members do not
believe me, ask the police themselves. The Herald Sun
survey this week showed that 69 per cent of police
rated the chief commissioner’s performance as ‘bad’ or
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‘below average’, 97 per cent said not enough police
were on the streets, and 64 per cent had thought of
quitting within the last year.
The PRESIDENT — Order! By his own admission
Mr Finn is raising this matter again, and there is a time
constraint on that. In fact he cannot raise the same
matter within a six-month period. I am thus assuming
that he is raising different matters — maybe on the
same subject, but different.
Mr FINN — Indeed so, President. The release of
the figures follows the mass meeting of police earlier
this week, which called for the removal of the chief
commissioner and the police minister from their
positions, and the unprecedented march on this
Parliament calling for the two to be sacked. I was on the
steps of Parliament House on Tuesday and saw and
heard firsthand the frustration and anger of Victoria’s
finest. Victoria’s thin blue line on Tuesday was not so
thin as police gathered in the shadow of this Parliament.
The concern goes way beyond the police force, of
course. Today on the Herald Sun voteline over
6000 votes were cast — a very strong response — with
72.5 per cent of those showing no confidence in the
chief commissioner. This reflects recent polls showing
that for the first time ever the majority of Victorians do
not have confidence in the Victoria Police, and I believe
that to be a tragedy in itself. It is not entirely surprising.
After all, violent crime is rampant on our streets and
gang warfare is rife in many suburbs, while the chief
commissioner plays little word games by refusing to as
much as utter the word ‘gang’. The Victoria Police are
underresourced, overworked and dispirited, with
morale hitting rock bottom.
This is an intolerable situation and it clearly must
change. I ask the minister to take two actions to
expedite an improvement in this particular situation:
firstly, pick up the phone, call Chief Commissioner
Nixon and inform her that her services are no longer
required — sack her, in other words. I then request the
minister to take a brisk walk to 1 Treasury Place and
hand his resignation to the Premier.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The last part of
Mr Finn’s contribution is clearly out of order, and I ask
him to withdraw it. If he is not willing to do that, I will
rule the whole contribution out of order. It is his choice.
Mr FINN — Given the gun that is at my head, I
withdraw.
Mrs Coote interjected.
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Mr FINN — No, not the whole thing, just the last
bit.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I understand, just the
last part.

Planning: residential zones
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
matter for the adjournment is for the attention of the
Minister for Planning, and it concerns the proposed
introduction of the new residential zones that have been
highlighted so effectively by Mr Guy, the shadow
Minister for Planning.
I have had representations from a series of councillors
and others from the city of Boroondara and a number
from the city of Bayside over the impact of these
proposed height controls in residential areas. It appears
that a 9-metre limit is proposed in certain areas, and that
is the favoured height. As the Liberal Party predicted
prior to the last election, in effect it would create a
terrible arrangement where in certain areas there would
be a 9-metre height limit, which would create a
three-storey arrangement of nasty, cheap and ugly
boxes, house by house, property by property, forming a
uniform facade because the appearance is dictated by
the rigid controls that have been put on by the Minister
for Planning, Justin Madden.
My concern is that local heritage is at risk and the
livability of our suburbs is at risk as it is driven by these
rigid proposals that will see a sameness and a
predictability in our suburbs. I am concerned
particularly about areas near smaller shopping centres
which are highly exposed to the way these new zones
would operate, and this may well go hundreds of metres
back from some of those areas, or cover whole swathes
of suburbs as these new zones are introduced.
In a sense my plea to the minister today is to slow this
process to introduce more consultation arrangements
across the suburbs because, as I have discovered, very
few people are as yet aware of what the government
proposes. I know other members in this chamber have
asked for a delay in this process and an opening up of
the consultation process so that more people can be
made aware of what the government is proposing.
However, all of the evidence is that the government is
proceeding with indecent haste.
Mrs Coote — Again!
Mr D. DAVIS — Again, and I hope strongly that
the minister will take on board my request for a pause
and greater, broader and deeper consultation so that the
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community in these suburbs can fully understand the
proposals.

Air services: landing fees
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I raise a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Industry and Trade in his capacity as the
minister responsible for the Aerodrome Landing Fees
Act 2003. This act was introduced in that year as a
mechanism to assist, in particular, regional aerodrome
operators to recover fees and charges for the use of the
facilities they provide. The mechanism used was to
assign responsibility for the fee or charge to the
certificate of the registration holder of the aircraft using
the facilities, rather than having to identify a particular
aircraft operator.
When the bill was passed there were a number of
concerns about how it would operate, including the
capacity for an aerodrome to levy a fee where facilities
were not used, where an aircraft was merely using
airspace associated with an aerodrome rather than
facilities provided by the aerodrome. At the time the
responsible minister in the other place, who was then
the Minister for State and Regional Development,
Mr Brumby, stated in summing up on the matter that:
It should also be noted that concerns about airports charging
fees for the use of general airspace above the airport are
without foundation as the bill does nothing to alter the
existing legal inability of airports to impose such charges.

So the minister was quite clear as to the government’s
intentions.
Under the act any airports seeking to use the provisions
were required to gazette their charges in the
Government Gazette and publish them in a newspaper.
We can see subsequently that the only airports that have
availed themselves of the act are those at Moorabbin,
Essendon and Avalon. The latter two are part of the
Linfox Group. Although the original intention was that
the legislation would facilitate the recovery of charges
for regional airports, it has been used only by
metropolitan airports.
One of the concerns is that the way the fees have been
gazetted, particularly by Avalon and Essendon airports,
those in the Linfox group, puts them beyond the scope
of charges outlined by the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development in the other place insofar as they
relate to the use of airspace rather than just the use of
facilities provided by the aerodrome operator.
When the bill was passed in 2003 the then minister
gave a commitment that the aviation strategy
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committee of the Department of Innovation, Industry
and Regional Development would undertake a review
of the legislation and report back. As five years have
now elapsed since that bill was enacted, I ask the
Minister for Industry and Trade to undertake the review
that was promised five years ago, particularly focusing
on the matters of concern I have raised tonight.

Parks Victoria: Gibson Steps
Mr VOGELS (Western Victoria) — I raise a matter
for the Minister for Environment and Climate Change.
It concerns the closure by Parks Victoria of Gibson
Steps which are adjacent to the Twelve Apostles.
Gibson Steps attracts around 300 000 visitors annually
and is one of the last sets of historic steps cut into the
cliff face in the area.
The steps allow access to the beach in the Port
Campbell National Park. In my younger days there
were a number of sets of steps between the Bay of
Islands and Princetown, which allowed tourists, local
fishermen and surfboard riders access to various beach
heads. However, over time they have gradually all been
closed to the public.
When the Twelve Apostles Marine National Park was
declared, Gibson Steps was included in the draft report
by the Victorian Environmental Assessment Council.
However, due to heavy lobbying by the local
community, the member for Polwarth in the other place
and me, they were excluded — no doubt because the
Labor Party did not control the numbers in the upper
house at that time. I understand fully that the safety of
the public is paramount when making decisions like the
one to close Gibson Steps, but I am concerned that, as
with all the other access points that have been closed
along the coastline over the years, there is very little
willpower by Parks Victoria to reopen this site.
The action I seek from the minister is to ensure that
work commences as soon as is practically possible to
allow Gibson Steps to be reopened safely to the public.
A tourism icon that attracts 300 000 visitors annually is
too important to the region to be allowed to fall into
disrepair. I understand the geography of the area
because it is in my backyard, but we cannot sit idly by
and watch one of the last access points for tourists,
fishermen and surfboard riders be closed indefinitely.

Responses
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — Thank you, President, for the
opportunity to respond to the matters raised during the
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adjournment this evening. I will pretty much stick to the
order in which they were given.
Wendy Lovell raised a matter for the Minister for
Public Transport in the other place, seeking her
intervention in relation to timetabling for trains that
travel to and from Shepparton, to try to make sure there
is appropriate and timely service delivery. I would
expect the minister to respond to the matters that she
raised.
I would also expect the minister to take the opportunity
to respond to the issues raised by Andrea Coote relating
to services on the Frankston line in the Bentleigh area,
given that, as Mrs Coote recognised, this has been a
week when the minister announced significant
increases in the number of trains and services within the
timetable across the metropolitan system. I think the
minister will be well placed to respond to her request.
Matthew Guy raised a matter for the Minister for
Planning. He gave us a very learned and lengthy
dissertation on planning matters on the Mornington
Peninsula, which culminated in him calling on the
minister to save the peninsula. But probably beyond the
generic intervention, I think the minister will respond to
his specific request relating to the planning scheme
structure that relates to the Mornington Peninsula.
I will jump to David Davis. He used very few words
actually, but he used them repeatedly in relation to his
request for the Minister for Planning to delay processes
in planning reforms. He asked the minister to delay and
engage in consultation around these matters. I would
assume that the minister will want to demonstrate to
him and to other members of the Victorian community
his preparedness to engage in a consultative process.
Mr O’Donohue raised a matter for the Minister for
Public Transport in the other place, seeking her support
for funding for a bridge over the railway line between
Bena and Kongwak in the Gippsland region. I would
expect the minister to respond to that.
As indeed I would expect her to respond to the matter
raised by Colleen Hartland relating to bicycle lockers. I
note Ms Hartland referred to some fantastic news in her
presentation in relation to the provision of bicycle
lockers but would like further rollout of that support to
those who ride their bikes to a public transport system
and then join the service.
Inga Peulich raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Education in the other place, seeking her
intervention in the planning decisions as they may
relate to the closure of Monash Primary School and
Monash Secondary College. She requested that the
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minister work in collaboration with the local
community to provide for appropriate open space in
whatever determination is made about those school
precincts.
Gordon Rich-Phillips asked the Minister for Industry
and Trade to review a matter, consistent with
undertakings given with the introduction of legislative
reform relating to aerodrome fees so as to make sure
that the intention of the fee structure is being followed
and that the recovery charges are being delivered in an
appropriate fashion to support regional airlines. He
gave evidence that that may not be the case. I am sure
the minister will be pleased to undertake the review to
convince him otherwise, if that is at all possible.
Mr Thornley raised a matter — —
Mrs Coote — What about Mr Finn?
Mr JENNINGS — I will get to Mr Finn.
Mr Thornley raised a matter for my attention. I would
like to indicate to Mr Thornley that, given that I am
mindful of the issues he has raised and will be
absolutely committed to ensuring that we will provide
confidence and certainty to mitigate the potential
erosion in the Port Campbell region, I can give him an
undertaking that I am happy to facilitate a meeting with
my office for some of the individuals who are
concerned about that matter. Together we can work
through a process of reflection upon what those risks
might be to try, within a concerted framework, to
provide support and encouragement to the community,
particularly Russell Brown and Marion Manifold, and
indicate that we would be mindful of the concerns that
they may have. It would be my intention to discharge
the matter this evening.
As indeed it would be my intention to discharge the
matter that Ms Broad raised for the attention of the
Minister for Water in the other place. I can attest from
my conversations with the minister that it is the
government’s intention to positively respond to each of
the 10 recommendations of the Auditor-General in
relation to the water plan. I am absolutely sure — both
within the minister’s responsibilities and any
responsibilities that I may share in relation to certain
environmental flow matters, as well as with other
measures — that information about the water plan and
our ongoing commitment to provide for infrastructure
to address our community’s water needs should be
available to the community more broadly. We accept
the recommendations of the Auditor-General in relation
to providing timely and appropriate advice to the
community. It is my intention to discharge that matter
this evening.
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I can discharge Mr Vogels’s matter. That is not to say
that this might be the last time — he may hear again
from me in relation to this matter — but I am acutely
aware of the Gibson Steps issue. I have had briefings
from Parks Victoria, and I subsequently sought to have
a personal intervention in this, because my original
briefing was relatively inconclusive about the timing of
works which may be undertaken to restore access to the
beach.
My cautionary tale to Mr Vogels is that, whilst there
may be some concerns about whether this is fair
dinkum or not, I can absolutely assure him that safety is
the driver of this decision. There are inconclusive
assessments at this point in time about the cost and the
nature and the reliability of the reconstruction of those
steps. I am absolutely determined to provide
confidence, if we can in a timely fashion, to the
community about when those works can be undertaken.
I have to alert Mr Vogels to the fact that some of the
estimates show that the costs might be prohibitive, but
we are working through that issue. I can tentatively
discharge that matter this evening, but I assure
Mr Vogels that I am intending to keep an eye on this
matter and respond on it appropriately.
In relation to Mr Finn’s matter, already the President
has given Mr Finn some direction on some parts of it
that perhaps were inappropriate. I would like to back in
the President with his concern about the persistence of a
certain matter. Whether it be through the adjournment,
inaugural speeches or a whole variety of pieces in
between, there is a constant theme in Mr Finn’s
intervention and his request today. This matter will not
be responded to in accordance with his request by the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services. I am
absolutely certain that that will not be the case. On that
basis, because of my confidence and because in a
technical way Mr Finn’s matter might be ruled out of
order in any case, it is my intention to discharge that
matter this evening.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house now stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 5.04 p.m.
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Murray River: police divers
Raised with:

Police and Emergency Services

Raised by:

Mr Drum

Raised on:

5 February 2008

REPLY:
I concur that the drowning of a child in the Murray River on 3 February 2008, after falling from a houseboat, was
tragic and that this will have affected many people. I do appreciate that in such circumstances, the recovery of the
body becomes an important and urgent priority.
In this regard, the information contained in my letter to you of 23 July 2007 has not been superseded and is still
relevant. In summary, this explains that immediately following an incident on the river, the most pressing priority is
the rescue of any person or persons believed to be in the water. There is no restriction placed upon participation at
this point, and any person at or nearby the scene may assist with the rescue. This is irrespective whether that person
is a police officer, an emergency services volunteer or any other capable person; similarly, there is no distinction
made whether this person is from Victoria or New South Wales (NSW).
However, once it becomes evident that the search has proceeded to the recovery of a deceased person, this becomes
the responsibility of NSW Police. Therefore, only persons or groups authorised by NSW Police are able to
participate in the search beyond this point. This restriction is necessary to ensure that evidence is secured and
preserved for the Coroner. A co-operative arrangement between Victoria Police and NSW Police has been in place
for some time and, resources permitting, Victoria Police regularly participates in these searches following a formal
request from NSW.
In regard to the incident of 3 February 2008, I am advised that a number of persons assisted with the initial but
unsuccessful search for the child at approximately 7 pm. There was no restriction placed upon any representative of
the Echuca Volunteer Search and Rescue Squad assisting during this phase of the search. Once it was determined
that a drowning had occurred, NSW Police sought the assistance of Victoria Police. Divers from Victoria Police
subsequently travelled to the scene and recovered the body at approximately 10 am the following morning.
I am further advised that the assistance of the Echuca Volunteer Search and Rescue Squad was not sought by NSW
with the recovery of the child’s body. This is a matter for the NSW authorities and it would be inappropriate for me
to comment regarding the reasons for this. However, I am able to confirm that a Service Agreement between
Victoria and NSW to facilitate the deployment of appropriately trained divers for the recovery of bodies from the
Murray River is being finalised. This should ensure that the recovery of bodies in the future is completed as quickly
as possible and that all requirements are met.

Mitsubishi Motors Australia: Adelaide plant
Raised with:

Industry and Trade

Raised by:

Mr D. Davis

Raised on:

5 February 2008
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REPLY:
During 2007 Mitsubishi made just under 11,000 cars at its Adelaide assembly plant. This number contrasts
strongly with the 337,000 cars made collectively by Ford, GM Holden, Mitsubishi and Toyota (including cars for
export). Mitsubishi’s volume was just 3% of the total production. We expect that Mitsubishi’s closure will have a
small overall impact on component production in Victoria.
I therefore reject your assertions that “many will be affected by this”, and that, “there will be an impact on the
industry overall due to critical mass”. These comments are nothing but scare-mongering and talking down the
Industry for political purposes.
There may, of course, be a small number of component companies with a greater exposure than others and we will
work with them to identify the impacts. Support will be provided as needed including the Skill Up program
managed by the Office of Training and Tertiary Education (OTTE) within the Department of Innovation, Industry
and Regional Development (DIIRD).
The Canberra-based Federation of Automotive Products Manufacturers (FAPM) has been monitoring its member
companies to assess the number of component jobs that may be at risk and data on their Victorian component
members is being provided to DIIRD on an ongoing basis.

Aboriginals: Gateways to Justice calendar
Raised with:

Attorney-General

Raised by:

Mr Finn

Raised on:

5 February 2008

REPLY:
I refer to the matter you raise in the Adjournment Debate of 5 February 2008 regarding the Gateways to Justice
Calendar.
The Gateways to Justice Calendar initiative, proposed by Indigenous Victorians under the Aboriginal Justice
Agreement to promote employment opportunities within the public sector, is fully supported by the Government.
This Government is proud to work in partnership with Indigenous Victorians under the umbrella of the Aboriginal
Justice Agreement.
Since the Aboriginal Justice Agreement was signed in June 2000, Koori employment within the Department of
Justice has grown from just 4 Koori staff to over sixty. This figure does not take into account the large numbers of
elders and community members volunteering their time as bail justices and as members of Regional Aboriginal
Justice Advisory Committees.
The individuals and initiatives featured in the 2008 calendar are great role models for the Koori community and
celebrate the achievements of both individuals as well as community initiatives. The photographs show examples
of what can be achieved through the strong partnerships between the Koori community and government. At a cost
of a little over $37,000 for production and postage, one half of a per cent of the budget for the Aboriginal Justice
Agreement, this is a commendable and worthy investment.
The calendar is circulated within the Department and throughout government to encourage other government
departments to become more proactive in attracting Koories into their workforce. These calendars are also
circulated to Koori organisations throughout the state, and in particular to secondary and tertiary educational
institutions.
Through investment in the Gateways to Justice Calendar and other initiatives under the Victorian Aboriginal
Justice Agreement, this government believes it can assist in addressing the reasons for Indigenous overrepresentation and create opportunities for lasting change.
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Wind energy: planning guidelines
Raised with:

Planning

Raised by:

Mr Hall

Raised on:

5 February 2008

REPLY:
It is my understanding that a planning permit application for the proposed Berrybank wind farm has not been made
to date. Once an application is lodged for a wind farm the planning process offers extensive opportunity for the
views of the community to be taken into account.
The Department of Planning and Community Development monitors the operation of the Policy and planning
guidelines for the development of wind energy facilities in Victoria (2003) (Guidelines) on an ongoing basis. I have
asked that when the Guidelines are next updated, they describe where information can be obtained regarding
current wind farm proposals including planning permit applications and decisions of the Minister for Planning on
the need for an Environment Effects Statement.
I confirm that information regarding current wind farm proposals is available on the Department of Primary
Industries web site and a web link to this site has been included on the Department of Planning and Community
Development’s planning website to assist intended land purchasers and others interested in these proposals.

Duck hunting: season
Raised with:

Environment and Climate Change

Raised by:

Mr Hall

Raised on:

6 February 2008

REPLY:
On 19 December 2007, I announced that the 2008 Victorian duck season would be cancelled due to the ongoing
drought, which has resulted in limited habitat availability and historically low duck numbers across eastern
Australia.
At the time the announcement was made, conditions for waterfowl were worse than those recorded for 2006, which
led to the cancellation of the 2007 duck season. Conditions during 2007 produced the lowest wetland habitat
availability and the second lowest index of game duck abundance recorded in the last 25 years.
Since that time, there has been widespread flooding in areas of northern New South Wales and Queensland.
However, extensive areas of New South Wales and Victoria remain dry. Given this, it is highly unlikely that
waterfowl will move into Victoria during the period when duck hunting can occur.
Further, it is considered that any improvement in environmental conditions would not allow eastern Australia’s
depleted waterfowl populations sufficient time to recover to allow hunting to occur this year.
Duck hunting will return to Victoria once conditions and waterfowl numbers sufficiently recover to allow
sustainable hunting.

Wodonga: hunting and firearms expo
Raised with:

Police and Emergency Services

Raised by:

Mr Barber
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6 February 2008

REPLY:
I refer to the Adjournment Debate matter in the Legislative Council dated 6 February 2008.
You have asked for assurances that all necessary permits were obtained, and all relevant laws complied with in the
conduct of the Wodonga Hunting and Firearms Expo held on 9 and 10 February.
In particular, you sought assurance that all Victorian laws were complied with relating to the storage and sale of
firearms at the event, and that there was an adequate police presence to ensure this compliance.
As you are aware, the Victorian Government is committed to the principles of the National Firearms Agreement
and the National Handgun Control Agreement, and has enacted the principles of these agreements in the Firearms
Act 1996 (the Act). The Act establishes a rigorous licensing regime with respect to the acquisition, ownership and
use of firearms.
I am advised by the Licensing Services Division of Victoria Police that all of the firearms dealers displaying
firearms at the Expo had obtained the necessary dealer display permits under section 91 of the Firearms Act, and
that these display permits were subject to stringent conditions regarding storage.
I understand that representatives of the Licensing Services Division of Victoria Police were present at the Wodonga
Hunting and Firearms Expo, and two local Regional Firearms Officers also attended the Expo.
I am further advised that all of the other requirements of the Act, including those relating the issue of licences and
permits, were met. Representatives of the Licensing Services Division accepted applications for licences and
permits at the Expo, and these are being processed in accordance with the requirements of the Firearms Act.
Thank you for the opportunity to respond to your concerns.

Wallan Secondary College: funding
Raised with:

Treasurer

Raised by:

Mrs Petrovich

Raised on:

6 February 2008

REPLY:
Since 1999, the Victorian Government has spent more than $2.3 billion on capital investment in schools, including
the renovation or rebuilding of 400 schools.
As part of that commitment, the Government has already allocated $5.1 million in the 2004-05 Budget to complete
Stage 1 at Wallan Secondary College, including classrooms, art, graphics, fabrics and administration facilities.
A further $3 million was announced in 2005-06 for Stage 2. The scope of works included music, drama, home
economics and science facilities. A further $300,000 was allocated from the Community Facilities Fund to extend
the drama facilities into community facilities to be shared by school and local community.
The Government is very proud of the facilities provided to date, with both stages of the school winning design
awards at the annual School Design Awards.
The completion of the new school development at Wallan Secondary College has always been a high priority for
the Government and planning for the third stage of the master plan development will include the gymnasium,
library, additional classrooms and science and technology facilities.
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The Government will continue to support the needs of Wallan Secondary College and all other school
communities.

Schools: maintenance
Raised with:

Education

Raised by:

Mr Rich-Phillips

Raised on:

7 February 2008

REPLY:
Since 1999, the Victorian Government has invested over $480 million in school maintenance and almost $2.3
billion on capital investment in schools. The Government’s Labor Financial Statement 2006 committed $1.9
billion to renovate or rebuild a further 500 schools in four years as part of the broader long term vision for every
government school to have been rebuilt or modernised by 2016-17.
The 2007-08 Budget delivered on more than one-quarter of the promised 500 schools, with 131 schools receiving
funding to commence works.
Since 2005 the Government has also purchased 300 new relocatable classroom buildings with a commitment to
purchase another 200 new relocatable buildings.
On an annual basis, $41 million is allocated to schools each year for maintenance works. $29 million is distributed
to schools as a quarterly grant via the Student Resource Package to finance both planned maintenance and urgent or
unplanned maintenance. The remaining $12 million is used to supplement schools which experience an urgent
maintenance issue that exceeds their available resources.
South Eastern Metropolitan Area schools have received more than $51 million in maintenance funding since 1999
and continue to receive $3.9 million each year via the Student Resource Package.
Any school experiencing an urgent maintenance issue which exceeds available funds can contact the relevant
regional office to have the matter investigated.
The Government will continue to support the needs of schools within the South Eastern Metropolitan Area and all
other school communities.

Police: St Kilda
Raised with:

Police and Emergency Services

Raised by:

Mrs Coote

Raised on:

7 February 2008

REPLY:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police is a highly professional and well resourced organisation.
The Government has invested considerable effort and resources to put in place anti-corruption measures. In 2004,
the Government established the Office of Police Integrity (OPI). This independent office has investigatory powers
equivalent to and in many ways greater than, those of any standing anti-corruption commission in Australia. This
has strengthened the ability of Victoria Police to maintain high ethical standards.
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Since its establishment, the OPI, in conjunction with the Ethical Standards Department (ESD) of Victoria Police,
has been active and successful in tackling police corruption and illegal behaviour. The OPI works closely with the
ESD, which uses skilled police investigators under the oversight of the independent, objective and impartial Office
of Police Integrity. This has been demonstrated by the successful prosecution of a number of police officers for
serious criminal offences. During 2006-07 OPI’s activities resulted in 152 criminal charges being laid against
police with 20 police and civilians facing criminal charges. In addition, six police officers tendered their resignation
while under investigation.
The Director of OPI has wide powers, including the ability to conduct telecommunications intercepts and the
authority to compel police officers to answer questions. He is also able to conduct his own investigations, including
into the conduct of individual officers and police policies and procedures generally, and reports directly to
Parliament.
The Government strongly supports the efforts of Chief Commissioner Nixon to address the problem of police
corruption, and has equipped her with the necessary tools and resources. In this context, I am proud of the work
done by the Victoria Police Ceja Taskforce, which has been successful in prosecuting corruption. The Taskforce
has been instrumental in the charging of nine police members and six non-uniformed staff. Ultimately, seven police
members were convicted, with six former drug squad officers receiving imprisonment sentences totalling over 46
years for their serious offences.

Planning: urban development program report
Raised with:

Planning

Raised by:

Mr Guy

Raised on:

7 February 2008

REPLY:
The Urban Development Program (UDP) Annual Report is valued by the Government, councils and the
development industry for its attention to detail on the supply, demand and adequacy of residential and industrial
land in metropolitan Melbourne and Geelong.
As a result of strategic actions recommended in that UDP Annual Report the Government has provided assistance
to councils in the growth area municipalities of Melton, Wyndham, Hume, Whittlesea, Casey and Cardinia for
Precinct Structure Plans and other strategic planning assistance to increase the supply of zoned residential land.
The Growth Areas Authority has been actively leading this effort.
The 2007 UDP Annual Report uses new 2006 Census and immigration data supplied by the Commonwealth
Government. This information is used by the Department of Planning and Community Development to analyse
demand for residential land, and produce projections on land available into the future.
The 2007 UDP Annual Report was released by the Premier on 4 March 2008 at the UDIA National Conference,
and is available on the DPCD website at www.dpcd.vic.gov.au/urbandevelopmentprogram.

Manufacturing industry: imported trains
Raised with:

Industry and Trade

Raised by:

Mr D. Davis

Raised on:

7 February 2008
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REPLY:
I am advised that the requirements of the Victorian Industry Participation Policy (VIPP) were correctly applied by
the DOI when considering the tenders.
In this instance, the price of the trainsets with significant local content was considerably higher than the price being
offered for the imported trainset.
I am advised that this differential was well outside the tolerance to allow VIPP to be applied.
The recent competitive tender for 18 new metropolitan trains was limited to ALSTOM and Siemens. These
companies have built the most recent trains operating on Melbourne’s network which have current approvals from
the safety regulator. Limiting this tender process to those two suppliers ensured that the government could increase
capacity and services for Melbourne commuters in the shortest possible timeframe.
Late last year ALSTOM was awarded the contract, which was announced at the time.
The additional 8 V’Locity carriages recently funded by the Government were added to an existing order with local
manufacturer Bombardier for the same reasons, to ensure that regional train passengers will benefit from extra
capacity as soon as possible.
On balance, the Government decided that providing Victorians with extra capacity on the metropolitan and regional
train systems as soon as possible was the highest priority.
The Government is always seeking local manufacturing opportunities. To that end, I have asked the Industry
Capability Network (ICN) to work with the successful tenderer ALSTOM to see if there are opportunities for local
manufacturers to provide local content. Whilst the ALSTOM trains will be built overseas, stabling facilities,
ongoing maintenance operations and train crews will produce local jobs.
I would also point out that the trainsets ordered by the previous Kennett Government made no provision for any
local content. it was only by the action of this Government that any local content was applied to the previous
trainset order.

Housing: affordability
Raised with:

Planning

Raised by:

Mr Eideh

Raised on:

7 February 2008

REPLY:
There are a range of factors that impact on the cost of housing and its affordability, including supply and demand,
taxation and financial management measures, and the world economy. Planning is a component, but not the only
one.
As Victoria’s Minister for Planing, my focus is on ensuring that the planning system does everything it possibly
can to effectively address housing affordability. Removing unnecessary delays in the planning system and
ensuring an adequate supply of housing and land are the key things that the Government can control. An efficient
planning system will increase well located housing supply, improve housing affordability, create and sustain
vibrant liveable communities and ensure that Melbourne’s urban growth is sustainable.
The Government’s commitment to this was demonstrated by the announcement on 5 March by the Premier of
Victoria of the establishment of the new Urban Growth Zone, which will effectively release all remaining
developable greenfield land in our five growth corridors within the Urban Growth Boundary. The application of
this new zone in growth areas will help speed up residential development and contribute to the Government
maintaining a 10 year supply of zoned land.

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
1088

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 8 April 2008

This is the first step in new planning measure that will bring forward the development of land for housing. Other
steps include replacing complex planning processes currently used in growth areas with new Precinct Structure
Plans, with a stronger role for the Growth Areas Authority, in consultation with local government.
The new Planning and Environment Bill, proposed for 2009, will support a reduced regulatory burden by
simplifying current laws, eliminating duplication, removing redundant provisions, modernising statutory language,
and strengthening the certainty and timeliness of decision making.
The recent Statement of Government Intentions delivered by the Premier on 5 February, announced the
establishment of an expert panel to review the Planning and Environment Act 1987 and report by the end of 2008.
The Department of Planning and Community Development is developing a program for this review process and I
will make an announcement once it has been finalised.

Automotive industry: national plan
Raised with:

Industry and Trade

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

7 February 2008

REPLY:
The automotive industry is the centre-piece of Victoria’s vibrant manufacturing sector and a focus for economic
development by the Government.
The Government has had in place a Victorian Automotive Manufacturing Industry Strategic Plan since 2001. This
document addresses a number of Strategic priorities and objectives for the industry, namely: People, Products,
Processes, Policy, Positioning and Promotion. A suite of initiatives identified in the plan have been implemented in
partnership with industry.
Given the rapid changes that have occurred recently in the automotive industry, I have instructed my Department to
prepare an updated blueprint for development of the sector. Industry consultation on this initiative is currently in
progress.
The Government will also be making a submission to the Review of the Australian Automotive Industry
announced recently by the Federal Government.

Police: Olinda station
Raised with:

Police and Emergency Services

Raised by:

Mr O'Donohue

Raised on:

7 February 2008

REPLY:
Since coming to office, the State Government has increased the number of police by over 1,400. Further, we have
increased funding to Victoria Police to a record budget of more than $1.6 billion in 2007-08, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of 149 police stations across the state.
The State Government invested $1.4 million in the new Olinda Police Station to provide local police with state of
the art facilities that better reflect the changing needs of modern policing. The community input into the design of
the police station to suit the look and feel of Olinda also reflects a strong partnership between the local people and
police, resulting in the best possible police facility for the area.

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Tuesday, 8 April 2008

COUNCIL

1089

Reports of the Olinda Police Station permanently closing are unfounded. The station represents a significant
investment by the Government in the Olinda area and builds on our commitment to provide police with the best
facilities and equipment possible to enhance their ability to serve their local communities.
The level of policing in any area of Victoria is continuously monitored by the respective Regional Command
Officers, with a view to maintaining optimum policing effectiveness. In an urban fringe area like Olinda where the
fire danger is great, fire patrol duty forms an important part of local policing. One officer from the Olinda Police
Station patrols Olinda and the surrounding area in this capacity. In addition, the senior officer at Olinda is currently
on leave and will return shortly, boosting the police presence in the area.
The State Government’s investment in police resources in the Olinda electorate is showing good results with the
overall crime rate in Yarra Ranges dropping 24.1 per cent since 2000/2001. I congratulate local police for all their
hard work in making the Olinda community even safer.

Council of Australian Governments: reforms
Raised with:

Premier

Raised by:

Mr Thornley

Raised on:

7 February 2008

REPLY:
The Victorian Government has a strong record of driving national reform at the Council of Australian Governments
(COAG). This is demonstrated by our leadership in the development of gas and electricity markets, and more
recently, our key role in the development of the National Reform Agenda.
On 20 December 2007, COAG agreed to a renewed comprehensive reform agenda which will drive reforms across
a range of policy areas, including a commitment to tackle the key issues of climate change and water.
Under COAG, the Climate Change and Water Working Group has been established to develop reform proposals in
these priority areas, complementing the Victorian Government’s strategic priorities in water reform and emissions
trading.
Emissions trading, including the development of a carbon market, offers the most cost-effective way of reducing
our greenhouse gas emissions. Victoria has played a pivotal role in the work of the National Emissions Trading
Taskforce, with States’ and Territories’ commitment to an Emissions Trading Scheme (ETS) and a national
emissions reduction target driving a national response on this issue.
With the Commonwealth now committed to an ETS, the Victorian Government is working through COAG to
ensure Victoria’s interests are taken into account in the design of such a scheme, with due consideration of the
impact on our gas and electricity sectors.
Ultimately, a well-designed ETS will help ensure that emissions reductions are consistent with continued strong
economic growth.
Victoria, along with our neighbouring States, is also a leader in developing and establishing a water market.
Trading of water within Victoria and interstate is generating immense benefits, revealing water’s value and
encouraging highest value use while becoming a major part of business strategies.
Through COAG, and at a state level, Victoria is working to ensure that water markets continue to operate
efficiently and effectively, and act as an important mechanism to assist communities to adapt to the impacts of
drought and ensure better use of a scarce resource.
Victoria will continue to play a leadership role in the development of reforms of national and State significance at
COAG and I look forward to providing updates on progress in these priority areas as reforms are developed.
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Disability services: support program
Raised with:

Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development

Raised by:

Ms Pennicuik

Raised on:

27 February 2008

REPLY:
Information on the Program for Students with Disabilities is available in the Auditor-General’s Report of
September 2007.
Since this Government was elected in 1999, expenditure for students with additional learning needs has increased
by 82 per cent.
In 2008, the Government is investing more than $359 million in the Program for Students with a Disability
including $29 million in the Language Support Program.
Every Victorian government school now receives funding to support students with language difficulties.
In addition to the Program for Students with Disabilities and Language Support Program, $50 million is being
allocated in 2008 for a range of other support services such as psychologists, speech pathologists, social workers
and occupational therapists to assist students with disablilities in all Victorian government schools.

Weeds: control
Raised with:

Environment and Climate Change

Raised by:

Mr P. Davis

Raised on:

28 February 2008

REPLY:
To protect and enhance the biodiversity within our parks, the Government has committed $5.0M per annum from
2006-07 as part of the Sustainable Management of Victoria’s Parks Initiative. Of all the activities carried out by
Parks Victoria staff, weeds are a very important priority; controlling weeds is at the very heart of maintaining a
healthy park system for Victorians to enjoy, and we are continuing to attack priority pest weeds.
Parks Victoria treats almost 100,000 hectares of weed in parks annually, in programs focusing on protection of
biodiversity values, threats to neighbouring land posed by weeds and pests, and targeting new and emerging weeds
and pests in smaller parks bounded by non-native vegetation across the State. Blackberry is one of the most
common species targeted in weed programs with 18,000 hectares treated across the State in 2006-07.
Blackberry is also one of the major weeds treated in the Alpine National Park; 2000 hectares of the Alpine National
Park were treated for blackberry in 2006-07. Ongoing blackberry control works are targeted at boundaries with
neighbours, small catchments or outlying sites disconnected from other infestations where eradication may be
achievable, important sites for biodiversity conservation, such as spotted tree frog habitat, and visitor sites where
camping and access to rivers is required.
In addition, the State Government’s Weeds and Pests on Public Land initiative allowed blackberry rust fungus to be
released at locations across the State including Germantown, Morses Creek and Buffalo Creek areas and Kiewa
and Buckland Valleys. As you may be aware, the rust fungus is a biological control agent that targets a large
number of the 40-plus types of blackberry currently growing in Victoria, without causing damage to other plants or
animals.
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Dandenong Hospital: emergency department
Raised with:

Health

Raised by:

Mr Rich-Phillips

Raised on:

28 February 2008

REPLY:
I am able to advise that, since November 2006 when this commitment was announced, planning has been
underway for the redevelopment of the Dandenong Hospital Emergency Department to be considered in the 200809 State Budget. This commitment will be considered alongside the other asset investment proposals for the 200809 Budget.

National parks: management
Raised with:

Environment and Climate Change

Raised by:

Mr P. Davis

Raised on:

11 March 2008

REPLY:
The Mitchell River Walking Track provides a semi-remote experience for visitors; a walk for visitors preferring
less rugged and better signposted tracks is the nearby Den of Nargun walking track.
In September and October last year, the entire length of the Mitchell River walking track benefited from extensive
works following the June 2007 flood and storm events. These works included track clearing, storm debris removal,
erosion and drainage works.
The Mitchell River Walking Track from the Den of Nargun to Billygoat Bend is having routine maintenance
works, including tree clearing, done now. No reports have been received recently from users, school groups or tour
operators who regularly use the track and generally report back any issues.
I apologise that the signs for the Den of Nargun toilet facility were out of date. I am assured that the sign to the
toilet is being relocated to a better position. In addition, the park note for the Mitchell River National Park is
currently being reviewed and will include any necessary updates such as the reference to the toilet location.
With regards to signage in the Alpine National Park, as you are aware, in December 2006 and January 2007 the
Great Divide fire swept through much of the high country burning over 1 million hectares and affecting hundreds
of roads, walking tracks built assets, including signs.
The fire recovery program is well established, restoring safe visitor access through the progressive re-opening of
many kilometres of roads and walking tracks and re-establishment of built assets. Hundreds of signs were burnt and
are in the process of being assessed and replaced through the program. Given the scale of damage, works have been
scheduled to be completed over a two year period. There has been, and continues to be, broad consultation on the
scheduling of works to ensure we deal with key areas early in the program.
The area you describe near Mount Howitt was deep in the fire affected area. While the track was re-opened as a
priority due to it being popular with walkers keen to get back into the area, the progressive ordering and placement
of new signs has not yet occurred in that area. It is scheduled for after this winter snow season, and in the meantime
rangers will continue to provide temporary signage.
The government has invested heavily in the fire recovery program which, along with built asset repair and
replacement, includes weed and pest animal control, catchment protection and indigenous heritage survey and site
protection work.
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Torquay and Lorne caravan parks: redevelopment
Raised with:

Environment and Climate Change

Raised by:

Ms Lovell

Raised on:

12 March 2008

REPLY:
The Victorian Government has delegated responsibility for the current and future management of the Lorne and
Torquay Caravan Parks to the Great Ocean Road Coastal Committee. I do not propose to intervene in the
committee’s current process to consult with the community in relation to its proposed refurbishment plans.
I understand the committee has presented the refurbishment plans for the parks to its stakeholder communities and
park users along the coast. In doing this the committee invited public comment on the proposals. The committee
will re-consider its plans in light of the submitted comments and intends once again to consult with its stakeholder
communities about the refurbishment proposals.
The committee is proposing to upgrade these caravan parks to ensure that appropriate facilities are available for
visitors to the area into the future. The proposed upgrades aim to improve the amenities, provide enhanced
environmental management and attain financial returns which will provide for improved coastal management. To
achieve this, an integrated and comprehensive approach to the management of the caravan park is being taken and
this will underpin the refurbishment proposal.
I believe the Great Ocean Road Committee of Management is demonstrating sensitivity to the needs of the local
and broader community and are demonstrating their interest in accommodating community needs through its
consultation process. There is every intention to retain these improved parks as affordable coastal camping grounds
for the many visitors who travel to the Surf Coast each year.
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Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate
ministers

Wednesday, 9 April 2008
Government: statement of intentions
Raised with:

Premier

Raised by:

Ms Broad

Raised on:

5 February 2008

REPLY:
Farmers and the service sectors within agricultural industries play a vital role in minimising the impact of pests and
diseases on our livestock, agricultural and horticultural industries.
Victoria has robust and contemporary biosecurity legislation and a clear commitment to the continuous
improvement of that legislation. The Department of Primary Industries (DPI) actively consulted with farmers and
industry in the drafting of the legislation and will continue to do so.
I invite all farmers to become involved with industry organisations, through which they can be involved in the ongoing development of biosecurity measures for the protection of our agricultural and horticultural industries. The
government regularly consults with industry groups, and relies on the expertise of farming organisations and their
members, in such development processes.
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ministers

Thursday, 10 April 2008
Equal Opportunity Act: review
Raised with:

Attorney-General

Raised by:

Mr Tee

Raised on:

7 February 2008

REPLY:
I refer to your statement in Parliament on 7 February 2008 in relation to the review of the Victorian Equal
Opportunity Act 1995 (the Act).
In that statement you called for the Equal Opportunity Review to consider incorporating the best aspects of the
equal opportunity regimes in other Australian and international jurisdictions. You also asked me to communicate
with other States and Territories with a view to working towards national uniform standards for modern equal
opportunity legislation, to the greatest possible extent.
I appointed Mr Julian Gardner in August 2007, to undertake an independent review of the Act. The Terms of
Reference for the Review require any proposals for reform to take into consideration the different models for antidiscrimination legislation in Australian and relevant overseas jurisdictions. While there are many innovations in
overseas jurisdictions, the Terms of Reference also require the Reviewer to bear in mind the Victorian context and
government’s aim to reduce the regulatory burden on business.
The Equal Opportunity Review Options Paper is due to be released in mid-March 2008. The Options Paper raises
various options for reform to the Equal Opportunity Act 1995 for public consultation. Several of the options draw
upon innovations in equal opportunity legislation in other Australian and international jurisdictions.
It is desirable for business and citizens to have uniform standards to the greatest possible extent, to provide
certainty and consistency and to reduce the regulatory burden upon business. Clearer and consistent laws also help
to improve compliance with the law and make the law more accessible for victims of discrimination.
At the March 2008 Standing Committee of Attorneys-General (SCAG) meeting, Attorneys-General propose to
discuss the possible harmonisation of anti-discrimination laws. The outcome of Mr Gardner’s review, expected in
June 2008, could inform any consideration of harmonisation of anti-discrimination laws by SCAG.
Thank you for raising these important issues.
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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, 8 April 2008
Premier: Parliamentary Secretary assisting the Premier on Multicultural Affairs
795.

MR D. M. DAVIS — To ask the Treasurer (for the Premier): Between 25 November 2006 and
2 August 2007, what support was provided for Mr Telmo Languiller, MP and at what cost, in his
capacity as Parliamentary Secretary assisting the Premier (Multicultural Affairs) for —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

telephone and other communication support;
car hire and rental car access including dates, destination and purpose;
air flights, where to, on what date and how much did each flight cost;
meal and entertainment costs;
staff assisting him, their effective full time number and cost to the department; and
any other support or reimbursement provided including details of the nature and cost of the
support or reimbursement.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Mr Davis submitted an FOI request on 22/08/07 requesting similar information to the above Question on Notice, as
follows:
(a)

telephone and other telecommunications costs;

(b)

car hire and rental costs;

(c)

air flights, where to and how much did each flight cost;

(d)

meal and entertainment costs; and

(e)

staff assisting him, their EFT number and cost.

Documents supporting the FOI request were provided to Mr Davis on 25 October 2007. These included invoices,
receipts, claim forms and other documents detailing all costs incurred through the Department of Premier and
Cabinet by Mr Telmo Languiller MP in his capacity as Parliamentary Secretary assisting the Premier (Multicultural
Affairs) between 25 November 2006 and 2 August 2007.
The documents provided in relation to Telmo Languiller, were for telephone costs as no other documents existed
relating to any other costs mentioned in the FOI request, Parts (a) to (e).
In relation to Part (f) of the Question, no other support or reimbursement was provided to Mr Telmo Languiller
MP.
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Premier: Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier and Arts
798.

MR D. M. DAVIS — To ask the Honourable the Treasurer (for the Premier): Between 25 November
2006 and 2 August, 2007, what support was provided for the Hon Marsha Thomson, MP and at what
cost, in her capacity as Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier and Arts for —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

telephone and other communication support;
car hire and rental car access including dates, destination and purpose;
air flights, where to, on what date and how much did each flight cost;
meal and entertainment costs;
staff assisting him, their effective full time number and cost to the department; and
any other support or reimbursement provided including details of the nature and cost of the
support or reimbursement.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Mr Davis submitted an FOI request on 22/08/07 requesting similar information to the above Question on Notice, as
follows:
(a)

telephone and other telecommunications costs;

(b)

car hire and rental costs;

(c)

air flights, where to and how much did each flight cost;

(d)

meal and entertainment costs; and

(e)

staff assisting him, their EFT number and cost.

Documents supporting the FOI request were provided to Mr Davis on 25 October 2007. These included invoices,
receipts, claim forms and other documents detailing all costs incurred through the Department of Premier and
Cabinet by the Hon Marsha Thomson MP in her capacity as Parliamentary Secretary assisting the Premier and Arts
between 25 November 2006 and 2 August 2007.
The documents provided in relation to Marsha Thomson, were for telephone costs, Parts (a).
No other documents existed relating to any other costs mentioned in the FOI request, Parts (b) to (d).
Documents pertaining to Parts (e) were exempt under s33(1) of the Freedom of Information Act 1982 as there
release would involve the unreasonable disclosure of information relating to the personal affairs of individuals.
In relation to Part (f) of the Question, no other support or reimbursement was provided to the Hon Marsha
Thomson MP.

Premier: Parliamentary Secretary assisting the Premier on the National Reform Agenda and
Innovation
806.

MR D. M. DAVIS — To ask the Treasurer (for the Premier): Between 25 November 2006 and
2 August, 2007, what support was provided for Mr Evan Thornley, MLC and at what cost, in his
capacity as Parliamentary Secretary assisting the Premier (National Reform Agenda) for —
(a)
(b)
(c)

telephone and other communication support;
car hire and rental car access including dates, destination and purpose;
air flights, where to, on what date and how much did each flight cost;
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meal and entertainment costs;
staff assisting him, their effective full time number and cost to the department; and
any other support or reimbursement provided including details of the nature and cost of the
support or reimbursement.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Mr Davis submitted an FOI request on 22/08/07 requesting similar information to the above Question on Notice, as
follows:
(a)

Telephone and other telecommunications costs;

(b)

Car hire and rental costs;

(c)

Air flights, where to and how much did each flight cost;

(d)

Meal and entertainment costs; and

(e)

Staff assisting him, their EFT number and cost.

Documents supporting the FOI request were provided to Mr Davis on 25 October 2007. These included invoices,
receipts, claim forms and other documents detailing all costs incurred through the Department of Premier and
Cabinet by Mr Evan Thornley MLC in his capacity as Parliamentary Secretary assisting the Premier (National
Reform Agenda) between 25 November 2006 and 2 August 2007.
The documents provided in relation to Evan Thornley were for:(a)

telephone and other telecommunications;

(c)

cost, air flights, where to and how much did each flight cost; and

No documents existed relating to any other costs mentioned in the FOI request, Parts (b) and (d).
Documents pertaining to Part (e) were exempt under s33(1) of the Freedom of Information Act 1982 as there
release would involve the unreasonable disclosure of information relating to the personal affairs of individuals.
In relation to Part (f) of the Question, no other support or reimbursement was provided to Mr Evan Thornley MLC.

Environment and climate change: Port Phillip Bay — channel deepening
1066.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change: In relation to the
Inquiry Panel (the Panel) into the Channel Deepening Project (CDP) Supplementary Environmental
Effects Statement (SEES) which asked the Environmental Protection Authority (EPA) to assist them to
determine whether the Port of Melbourne Corporation (PoMC) had met ‘best practice’ in relation to the
State Environmental Protection Policy, Waters of Victoria, Schedule F6 – Waters of Port Phillip Bay:
(1)

Given that Mr Stuart O’Connell, Director of Science and Technology, in delivering the EPA’s
presentation to the Inquiry said that the EPA had not yet decided whether the CDP was best
practice, does the Minister know whether the EPA has come to a conclusion as to whether the Port
of Melbourne has met ‘best practice’ in relation to the CDP; if so —
(a) Did the EPA undertake independent investigations in order to verify their conclusion; and
(b) can the Minister confirm that the conclusion is satisfactory, given that PoMC is still working
on the Environmental Management Program, which they have described as a ‘work in
progress’ (SEES Inquiry, 30 July 2007), and that several important studies for the SEES are
still being completed.
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Given that Mr Stuart O’Connell informed the Panel on 6 July 2007 that it was the responsibility of
the Panel, rather than the EPA, to determine whether the CDP is ‘best practice’, is the Minister
satisfied that the Panel, which lacks experience in marine or ecological science, is qualified to
determine without assistance, whether PoMC has met ‘best practice’.
Can the Minister confirm that the role of the EPA in relation to the CDP is confined to identifying
whether ‘considerations’ relevant to ‘best practice’ have been addressed by PoMC, rather than
whether the standard of ‘best practice’ has actually been met.
Can the Minister outline which precise statutory functions the EPA has in relation to the CDP.
Given that Section 3.1 of the Best Practice Environmental Management Guidelines states that
‘where feasible, sediments from the urban lower reaches of the Yarra should be disposed by land’
and that the EPA has concluded that ‘reuse and disposal on land of contaminated sediments
proved to be impracticable,’ admitting that it has not ‘independently verified this conclusion’ but
had rather relied on information provided by the Port of Melbourne Corporation [Question 8,
Letter to Panel, 24 July 2007; see also p. 14 of the EPA’s submission to the SEES Inquiry], does
the Minister consider that the EPA has satisfactorily discharged its statutory responsibility to
investigate whether the option of land disposal has been adequately explored by the Port of
Melbourne Corporation.
What further advice will the Minister seek from the EPA on whether the Port of Melbourne
Corporation has met ‘best practice’ before granting approval for the CDP under the Coastal
Management Act 1995.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Thank you for your question in relation to the Channel Deepening Project. Since you asked this question, the report
of the SEES Inquiry and the Minister for Planning’s assessment have been released. The Inquiry’s report and the
Minister’s assessment address the question of best practice and the management of dredge spoil.
The report of the Inquiry for the Channel Deepening Project SEES concluded that:
–
–
–
–

It was satisfied that the dredging technology is best practice and fit for purpose;
Disposal of contaminated material to land is not practicable;
There are no immediately practicable options for the reuse of uncontaminated material on land; and
Disposal of material in Bass Strait is not a preferred option relative to placement in the Bay.

In his assessment of the project the Minister for Planning noted:
– The design of the CDP appropriately responds to relevant legislation, policy, strategies and guidelines;
– The technology selected for the CDP represents best practice in the context of the project; and moreover,
– The residual effects of the CDP can be effectively managed or offset.
In making my decision to provide a consent to the project under the Coastal Management Act, I am satisfied that
concerns about any effects of deepening the main shipping channels in Port Phillip Bay can be addressed through
the environmental strategies and plans attached to the project.
EPA’s role in relation to the channel deepening project is described on its website www.epa.vic.gov.au.

Environment and climate change: Port Phillip Bay — channel deepening
1067.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change: In relation to the
Environmental Protection Authority’s (EPA) role in monitoring the Port of Melbourne Corporation’s
(PoMC) Environmental Management Plan (EMP) for the Channel Deepening Project (CDP):
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(1)

What legislative powers does the EPA have to intervene if there is a breach of the EMP which
makes it necessary for works to cease immediately, given that —
(a) a Pollution Abatement Notice (PAN) issued under section 31A of the Environmental
Protection Act, takes effect 30 days after it is served; and
(b) a Minor Works PAN issued under section 31B is effective immediately and may be served if
urgent action is required, but only if the cost of compliance is not in excess of $50,000.

(2)

Given that the PoMC has indicated that it is the Government’s responsibility to engage an
independent external auditor for the EMP (SEES Inquiry, 30 July), will the EPA be auditing the
EMP; if not, which Government agency, if any, will be responsible for auditing the EMP.
Will the EPA play any direct role in monitoring whether environmental controls in the EMP,
environmental law, regulations, and policy are adhered to by the PoMC during the CDP and in
particular, will EPA officers be present on the dredge or other vessels to monitor performance.
If the EPA will take responsibility for environmental monitoring (to any degree), will the
Government provide funding to an adequate level to ensure that ensure that the EPA can
adequately and comprehensively ensure conformity of the project with the EMP.
Does the EPA have responsibility for the stability of the Great Sands beach processes in the
Southern Bay, and potential rock spill; if not, which agencies are responsible for these issues.
Given that the EPA found in their audit of the trial dredge that the PoMC had seriously breached
environmental conditions under the Coastal Management Act 1995, as well as within its own
EMP, but no action was taken to halt the trial dredge, enforce compliance, or impose penalties —
(a) who has responsibility for enforcing the Coastal Management Act; and
(b) does the EPA or any other Government agency, department or Minister have the power to
investigate breaches of the Coastal Management Act 1995 and apply appropriate compliance
measures, including rehabilitation and compensation.

(3)

(4)

(5)
(6)

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I have approved the Channel deepening project under the Coastal Management Act 1995. I have asked the
Secretary DSE who will provide a single point of accountability and regulatory oversight of the project on a day-today basis.
To assist the Secretary DSE in this role, EPA has made available relevant statutory powers under the Environment
Protection Act 1970. This includes powers available to Authorised Officers under the Environment Protection Act
1970 to give directions having immediate effect under certain circumstances. This does not preclude EPA from
acting or relieve EPA of any responsibility for protecting the environment
The Government has also appointed an Independent Environmental Monitor to advise PoMC, relevant Ministers
and the Secretary DSE. EPA will provide any assistance requested by the Environmental Monitor.
EPA has expanded its current Port Phillip Bay water quality monitoring program for the duration of the Channel
Deepening Project. EPA will also monitor contaminant concentrations in fish following the completion of dredging
of contaminated material from the Yarra River. These programs are part of the baywide monitoring programs
outlined in the Environmental Management Plan for the project. For further information about the baywide
monitoring programs included as part of the Environment Management Plan refer to www.oem.vic.gov.au.
EPA will also monitor water quality at beaches weekly for the duration of the Project.
The results of all of EPA’s monitoring in relation to the Channel Deepening Project, along with the results of
monitoring by other agencies, will be made available through the website of the Independent Environmental
Monitor.
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EPA’s role with regard to investigating pollution or other environmental offences does not change, and its
enforcement powers remain available if action is needed to protect the environment.

Public transport: trams — North Balwyn–Doncaster line
1164.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Public
Transport): In relation to the answer by the Minister to Question on Notice No. 129 in the Legislative
Assembly regarding the proposed tramline extension from North Balwyn to Doncaster:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

Does any of the existing tramline in Melbourne exceed more than a six per cent grade limitation;
if so, where.
Do any of the existing tram stops in Melbourne exceed a grade maximum of 2.5 per cent or more;
if so, which stops.
What are the details of the unit costs for the tramline extensions at Box Hill and Vermont South.
What do the “extra costs” expected for Doncaster Road consist of and how much was allowed for
each extra cost.
How many additional trams would need to be purchased if the tramline was extended from
Balwyn North to Doncaster Shoppingtown using the current service schedule.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1-2) The Disability Discrimination Act, referred to in the answer to LA129, applies to new infrastructure.
(3a) The 2.2 kilometre Box Hill tram extension cost $12.7 million/km in 2003.
(3b) The 3.0 kilometre Vermont South tram extension cost $10.2 million/km in 2005.
These figures only cover the capital cost of the projects. The costs do not include any additional operating or
maintenance costs associated with extending tram services to Box Hill or Vermont South.
(4)

It is not possible to identify “extra costs” associated with a tram extension along Doncaster Road, as the
project has not been scoped.

(5)

The number of additional trams required if the tramline was extended from Balwyn North to Doncaster
Shoppingtown has not been identified as the project has not been scoped.

Community services: supported residential services — Barwon south-west Mallee region
1165.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the Barwon South West
Mallee Region:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many pension level SRS facilities (as defined by the SAVVI Initiative) closed in each of the
years 2000 to 2007.
How many above pension and pension level beds respectively were closed in each of these years
as a result.
How many pension level facilities were allocated a state-appointed administrator between 1 July
2000 and 30 June 2007.
For each facility allocated a state appointed administrator —
(a) what year was it appointed;
(b) what is the name of the appointed administrator;
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what is the name of the facility;
what percentage of pension level beds do/did they have; and
what was the reason for the appointment of the administrator.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data is provided for the years 2006 and 2007 as the SAVVI project did not commence until 2006
(1)

In Victoria for the 2006 calendar year
– 2 pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria for the 2007 calendar year:
– 3 pension level SRS facilities closed

(2)

In Victoria as a result of the closure of pension level SRS facilities
– for the 2006 calendar year 26 beds were closed
– for the 2007 calendar year 197 beds were closed

(3)

In Victoria for the 2006 & 2007 calendar year
– Administrator appointments were made at 3 pension level SRS facilities.

(4)

In Victoria for pension level SRS facilities
(a) Administrators were appointed in 2006 and 2007
(b) The Administrators appointed were
– Sims Partners
– Patrick Bowden
– Wesley Mission Melbourne
– Western Region Health Centre
(c)

The names of the SRS facilities were
– Maroondah Lodge
– Bellden Supported Residential Service
– Western Lodge
– Western Lodge

(d)
(e)

The percentage of pension level beds at the time of closure cannot be precisely determined.
The reason for the appointment of an administrator was that the Minister’s delegate believed on
reasonable grounds that the appointment of an administrator to a supported residential service was
necessary to protect the interests of the residents of the service. There were issues relating to provisions
of care for residents and the lack of proprietors financial viability.

Community services: supported residential services — Loddon Mallee region
1166.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the Loddon Mallee
Region:
(1)

How many pension level SRS facilities (as defined by the SAVVI Initiative) closed in each of the
years 2000 to 2007.
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How many above pension and pension level beds respectively were closed in each of these years
as a result.
How many pension level facilities were allocated a state-appointed administrator between 1 July
2000 and 30 June 2007.
For each facility allocated a state appointed administrator —
(a) what year was it appointed;
(b) what is the name of the appointed administrator;
(c) what is the name of the facility;
(d) what percentage of pension level beds do/did they have; and
(e) what was the reason for the appointment of the administrator.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data is provided for the years 2006 and 2007 as the SAVVI project did not commence until 2006
– In Victoria for the 2006 calendar year 2 pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria for the 2007 calendar year 3 pension level SRS facilities closed
– In Victoria as a result of the closure of pension level SRS facilities
– for the 2006 calendar year 26 beds were closed
– for the 2007 calendar year 197 beds were closed
– In Victoria for the 2006 & 2007 calendar year
– Administrator appointments were made at 3 pension level SRS facilities.
– In Victoria for pension level SRS facilities
(a) Administrators were appointed in 2006 and 2007
(b) The Administrators appointed were
– Sims Partners
– Patrick Bowden
– Wesley Mission Melbourne
– Western Region Health Centre
(c)

The names of the SRS facilities were
– Maroondah Lodge
– Bellden Supported Residential Service
– Western Lodge
– Western Lodge

(d)
(e)

The percentage of pension level beds at the time of closure cannot be precisely determined
The reason for the appointment of an administrator was that the Minister’s delegate believed on
reasonable grounds that the appointment of an administrator to a supported residential service was
necessary to protect the interests of the residents of the service. There were issues relating to provisions
of care for residents and the lack of proprietors financial viability.

Community services: supported residential services — Grampians region
1167.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the Grampians Region:
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How many pension level SRS facilities (as defined by the SAVVI Initiative) closed in each of the
years 2000 to 2007.
How many above pension and pension level beds respectively were closed in each of these years
as a result.
How many pension level facilities were allocated a state-appointed administrator between 1 July
2000 and 30 June 2007.
For each facility allocated a state appointed administrator —
(a) what year was it appointed;
(b) what is the name of the appointed administrator;
(c) what is the name of the facility;
(d) what percentage of pension level beds do/did they have; and
(e) what was the reason for the appointment of the administrator.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data is provided for the years 2006 and 2007 as the SAVVI project did not commence until 2006
– In Victoria for the 2006 calendar year 2 pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria for the 2007 calendar year 3 pension level SRS facilities closed
– In Victoria as a result of the closure of pension level SRS facilities
– for the 2006 calendar year 26 beds were closed
– for the 2007 calendar year 197 beds were closed
– In Victoria for the 2006 & 2007 calendar year
– Administrator appointments were made at 3 pension level SRS facilities.
– In Victoria for pension level SRS facilities
(a) Administrators were appointed in 2006 and 2007
(b) The Administrators appointed were
– Sims Partners
– Patrick Bowden
– Wesley Mission Melbourne
– Western Region Health Centre
(c)

The names of the SRS facilities were
– Maroondah Lodge
– Bellden Supported Residential Service
– Western Lodge
– Western Lodge

(d)
(e)

The percentage of pension level beds at the time of closure cannot be precisely determined
The reason for the appointment of an administrator was that the Minister’s delegate believed on
reasonable grounds that the appointment of an administrator to a supported residential service was
necessary to protect the interests of the residents of the service. There were issues relating to provisions
of care for residents and the lack of proprietors financial viability.
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Community services: supported residential services — Hume region
1168.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the Hume Region:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many pension level SRS facilities (as defined by the SAVVI Initiative) closed in each of the
years 2000 to 2007.
How many above pension and pension level beds respectively were closed in each of these years
as a result.
How many pension level facilities were allocated a state-appointed administrator between 1 July
2000 and 30 June 2007.
For each facility allocated a state appointed administrator —
(a) what year was it appointed;
(b) what is the name of the appointed administrator;
(c) what is the name of the facility;
(d) what percentage of pension level beds do/did they have; and
(e) what was the reason for the appointment of the administrator.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data is provided for the years 2006 and 2007 as the SAVVI project did not commence until 2006
(1)

In Victoria for the 2006 calendar year
– 2 pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria for the 2007 calendar year:
– 3 pension level SRS facilities closed

(2)

In Victoria as a result of the closure of pension level SRS facilities
– for the 2006 calendar year 26 beds were closed
– for the 2007 calendar year 197 beds were closed

(3)

In Victoria for the 2006 & 2007 calendar year
– Administrator appointments were made at 3 pension level SRS facilities.

(4)

In Victoria for pension level SRS facilities
(a) Administrators were appointed in 2006 and 2007
(b) The Administrators appointed were
– Sims Partners
– Patrick Bowden
– Wesley Mission Melbourne
– Western Region Health Centre
(c)

The names of the SRS facilities were
– Maroondah Lodge
– Bellden Supported Residential Service
– Western Lodge
– Western Lodge

(d)

The percentage of pension level beds at the time of closure cannot be precisely determined.
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The reason for the appointment of an administrator was that the Minister’s delegate believed on
reasonable grounds that the appointment of an administrator to a supported residential service was
necessary to protect the interests of the residents of the service. There were issues relating to provisions
of care for residents and the lack of proprietors financial viability.

Community services: supported residential services — Gippsland region
1169.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the Gippsland Region:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many pension level SRS facilities (as defined by the SAVVI Initiative) closed in each of the
years 2000 to 2007.
How many above pension and pension level beds respectively were closed in each of these years
as a result.
How many pension level facilities were allocated a state-appointed administrator between 1 July
2000 and 30 June 2007.
For each facility allocated a state appointed administrator —
(a) what year was it appointed;
(b) what is the name of the appointed administrator;
(c) what is the name of the facility;
(d) what percentage of pension level beds do/did they have; and
(e) what was the reason for the appointment of the administrator.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data is provided for the years 2006 and 2007 as the SAVVI project did not commence until 2006
– In Victoria for the 2006 calendar year 2 pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria for the 2007 calendar year 3 pension level SRS facilities closed
– In Victoria as a result of the closure of pension level SRS facilities
– for the 2006 calendar year 26 beds were closed
– for the 2007 calendar year 197 beds were closed
– In Victoria for the 2006 & 2007 calendar year
– Administrator appointments were made at 3 pension level SRS facilities.
– In Victoria for pension level SRS facilities
(a) Administrators were appointed in 2006 and 2007
(b) The Administrators appointed were
– Sims Partners
– Patrick Bowden
– Wesley Mission Melbourne
– Western Region Health Centre
(c)

The names of the SRS facilities were
– Maroondah Lodge
– Bellden Supported Residential Service
– Western Lodge
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– Western Lodge
(d)
(e)

The percentage of pension level beds at the time of closure cannot be precisely determined
The reason for the appointment of an administrator was that the Minister’s delegate believed on
reasonable grounds that the appointment of an administrator to a supported residential service was
necessary to protect the interests of the residents of the service. There were issues relating to provisions
of care for residents and the lack of proprietors financial viability.

Community services: supported residential services — north-west region
1170.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the North-West Region:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many pension level SRS facilities (as defined by the SAVVI Initiative) closed in each of the
years 2000 to 2007.
How many above pension and pension level beds respectively were closed in each of these years
as a result.
How many pension level facilities were allocated a state-appointed administrator between 1 July
2000 and 30 June 2007.
For each facility allocated a state appointed administrator —
(a) what year was it appointed;
(b) what is the name of the appointed administrator;
(c) what is the name of the facility;
(d) what percentage of pension level beds do/did they have; and
(e) what was the reason for the appointment of the administrator.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data is provided for the years 2006 and 2007 as the SAVVI project did not commence until 2006
(1)

In Victoria for the 2006 calendar year
– 2 pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria for the 2007 calendar year:
– 3 pension level SRS facilities closed

(2)

In Victoria as a result of the closure of pension level SRS facilities
– for the 2006 calendar year 26 beds were closed
– for the 2007 calendar year 197 beds were closed

(3)

In Victoria for the 2006 & 2007 calendar year
– Administrator appointments were made at 3 pension level SRS facilities.

(4)

In Victoria for pension level SRS facilities
(a) Administrators were appointed in 2006 and 2007
(b) The Administrators appointed were
– Sims Partners
– Patrick Bowden
– Wesley Mission Melbourne
– Western Region Health Centre
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(c)

The names of the SRS facilities were
– Maroondah Lodge
– Bellden Supported Residential Service
– Western Lodge
– Western Lodge

(d)
(e)

The percentage of pension level beds at the time of closure cannot be precisely determined.
The reason for the appointment of an administrator was that the Minister’s delegate believed on
reasonable grounds that the appointment of an administrator to a supported residential service was
necessary to protect the interests of the residents of the service. There were issues relating to provisions
of care for residents and the lack of proprietors financial viability.

Community services: supported residential services — eastern region
1171.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the Eastern Region:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many pension level SRS facilities (as defined by the SAVVI Initiative) closed in each of the
years 2000 to 2007.
How many above pension and pension level beds respectively were closed in each of these years
as a result.
How many pension level facilities were allocated a state-appointed administrator between 1 July
2000 and 30 June 2007.
For each facility allocated a state appointed administrator —
(a) what year was it appointed;
(b) what is the name of the appointed administrator;
(c) what is the name of the facility;
(d) what percentage of pension level beds do/did they have; and
(e) what was the reason for the appointment of the administrator.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data is provided for the years 2006 and 2007 as the SAVVI project did not commence until 2006
(1)

In Victoria for the 2006 calendar year
– 2 pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria for the 2007 calendar year:
– 3 pension level SRS facilities closed

(2)

In Victoria as a result of the closure of pension level SRS facilities
– for the 2006 calendar year 26 beds were closed
– for the 2007 calendar year 197 beds were closed

(3)

In Victoria for the 2006 & 2007 calendar year
– Administrator appointments were made at 3 pension level SRS facilities.

(4)

In Victoria for pension level SRS facilities
(a) Administrators were appointed in 2006 and 2007
(b) The Administrators appointed were

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1110

COUNCIL

–
–
–
–

Tuesday, 8 April 2008

Sims Partners
Patrick Bowden
Wesley Mission Melbourne
Western Region Health Centre

(c)

The names of the SRS facilities were
– Maroondah Lodge
– Bellden Supported Residential Service
– Western Lodge
– Western Lodge

(d)
(e)

The percentage of pension level beds at the time of closure cannot be precisely determined.
The reason for the appointment of an administrator was that the Minister’s delegate believed on
reasonable grounds that the appointment of an administrator to a supported residential service was
necessary to protect the interests of the residents of the service. There were issues relating to provisions
of care for residents and the lack of proprietors financial viability.

Community services: supported residential services —southern region
1172.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the Southern Region:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many pension level SRS facilities (as defined by the SAVVI Initiative) closed in each of the
years 2000 to 2007.
How many above pension and pension level beds respectively were closed in each of these years
as a result.
How many pension level facilities were allocated a state-appointed administrator between 1 July
2000 and 30 June 2007.
For each facility allocated a state appointed administrator —
(a) what year was it appointed;
(b) what is the name of the appointed administrator;
(c) what is the name of the facility;
(d) what percentage of pension level beds do/did they have; and
(e) what was the reason for the appointment of the administrator.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data is provided for the years 2006 and 2007 as the SAVVI project did not commence until 2006
(1)

In Victoria for the 2006 calendar year
– 2 pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria for the 2007 calendar year:
– 3 pension level SRS facilities closed

(2)

In Victoria as a result of the closure of pension level SRS facilities
– for the 2006 calendar year 26 beds were closed
– for the 2007 calendar year 197 beds were closed

(3)

In Victoria for the 2006 & 2007 calendar year
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– Administrator appointments were made at 3 pension level SRS facilities.
(4)

In Victoria for pension level SRS facilities
(a) Administrators were appointed in 2006 and 2007
(b) The Administrators appointed were
– Sims Partners
– Patrick Bowden
– Wesley Mission Melbourne
– Western Region Health Centre
(c)

The names of the SRS facilities were
– Maroondah Lodge
– Bellden Supported Residential Service
– Western Lodge
– Western Lodge

(d)
(e)

The percentage of pension level beds at the time of closure cannot be precisely determined.
The reason for the appointment of an administrator was that the Minister’s delegate believed on
reasonable grounds that the appointment of an administrator to a supported residential service was
necessary to protect the interests of the residents of the service. There were issues relating to provisions
of care for residents and the lack of proprietors financial viability.

Community services: supported residential services
1173.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Supported Residential Services (SRS) in Victoria:
(1)
(2)

How many pension level SRS facilities (as defined by the SAVVI Initiative) closed in each of the
years 2000 to 2007.
How many above pension and pension level beds respectively were closed in each of these years
as a result.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data is provided for the years 2006 and 2007 as the SAVVI project did not commence until 2006
– In Victoria for the 2006 calendar year
– 2 pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria for the 2007 calendar year:
– 3 pension level SRS facilities closed
– In Victoria as a result of the closure of pension level SRS facilities
– for the 2006 calendar year
– 26 beds were closed
– for the 2007 calendar year
– 197 beds were closed
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Community services: supported residential services
1174.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to above pension Supported Residential Services (SRS) in Victoria:
(1)
(2)

How many above pension level SRS facilities (i.e. not pension-level SRS as defined by the
SAVVI Initiative) closed in each of the years 2000 to 2007.
How many above pension and pension level beds respectively were closed in each of these years
as a result.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(3)

In Victoria for the 2006 calendar year
– 4 above pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria for the 2007 calendar year:

(4)

– 6 above pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria as a result of the closure of above pension level SRS facilities
– for the 2006 calendar year
– 239 beds were closed
– for the 2007 calendar year
– 143 beds were closed

Community services: supported residential services — Barwon south-west region
1175.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to above pension Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the
Barwon South West Region:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many above pension level SRS facilities (i.e. not pension-level SRS as defined by the
SAVVI Initiative) closed in each of the years 2000 to 2007.
How many above pension and pension level beds respectively were closed in each of these years
as a result.
How many above pension facilities were allocated a state-appointed administrator between 1 July
2000 and 31 June 2007.
For each facility allocated a state appointed administrator —
(a) what year was it appointed;
(b) what is the name of the appointed administrator;
(c) what is the name of the facility;
(d) what percentage of pension level beds do/did they have; and
(e) what was the reason for the appointment of the administrator.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data is provided for the years 2006 and 2007 as the SAVVI project did not commence until 2006
(1)

In Victoria for the 2006 calendar year:
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– 4 above pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria for the 2007 calendar year:

(2)

– 6 above pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria as a result of the closure of above pension level SRS facilities,

(3)

– for the 2006 calendar year
– 239 beds were closed
– for the 2007 calendar year
– 143 beds were closed
State appointed administrator was appointed to four above pension SRS facilities

(4)

For above pension SRS facility
(a)
(b)

(c)

(d)
(e)

Administrators were appointed in 2006 and 2007
The names of the administrators appointed were
– Ernst & Young
– Ernst & Young
– Ernst & Young
– Deloitte Touche Tohmatsu
The above pension facilities were
– Anderly Aged Care
– Care Life Australia Heidelberg
– Care Life Australia Ringwood
– Abbey Court
The precise percentage of pension or above pension level beds can not be determined at the time of
closure.
The reason for the appointment of an administrator was that the Minister’s delegate believed on
reasonable grounds that the appointment of an administrator to a supported residential service was
necessary to protect the interests of the residents of the service. There were issues relating to provisions
of care for residents and the lack of proprietors financial viability

Community services: supported residential services — Loddon Mallee region
1176.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to above pension Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the Loddon
Mallee Region:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many above pension level SRS facilities (i.e. not pension-level SRS as defined by the
SAVVI Initiative) closed in each of the years 2000 to 2007.
How many above pension and pension level beds respectively were closed in each of these years
as a result.
How many above pension facilities were allocated a state-appointed administrator between 1 July
2000 and 31 June 2007.
For each facility allocated a state appointed administrator —
(a) what year was it appointed;
(b) what is the name of the appointed administrator;
(c) what is the name of the facility;
(d) what percentage of pension level beds do/did they have; and
(e) what was the reason for the appointment of the administrator.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data is provided for the years 2006 and 2007 as the SAVVI project did not commence until 2006
(1)

In Victoria for the 2006 calendar year:
– 4 above pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria for the 2007 calendar year:
– 6 above pension level SRS facilities closed

(2)

In Victoria as a result of the closure of above pension level SRS facilities,
– for the 2006 calendar year
– 239 beds were closed
– for the 2007 calendar year
– 143 beds were closed

(3)

State appointed administrator was appointed to four above pension SRS facilities

(4)

For above pension SRS facility
(a)
(b)

(c)

(d)
(e)

Administrators were appointed in 2006 and 2007
The names of the administrators appointed were
– Ernst & Young
– Ernst & Young
– Ernst & Young
– Deloitte Touche Tohmatsu
The above pension facilities were
– Anderly Aged Care
– Care Life Australia Heidelberg
– Care Life Australia Ringwood
– Abbey Court
The precise percentage of pension or above pension level beds can not be determined at the time of
closure.
The reason for the appointment of an administrator was that the Minister’s delegate believed on
reasonable grounds that the appointment of an administrator to a supported residential service was
necessary to protect the interests of the residents of the service. There were issues relating to provisions
of care for residents and the lack of proprietors financial viability.

Community services: supported residential services — Hume region
1177.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to above pension Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the Hume
Region:
(1)
(2)

How many above pension level SRS facilities (i.e. not pension-level SRS as defined by the
SAVVI Initiative) closed in each of the years 2000 to 2007.
How many above pension and pension level beds respectively were closed in each of these years
as a result.
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How many above pension facilities were allocated a state-appointed administrator between 1 July
2000 and 31 June 2007.
For each facility allocated a state appointed administrator —
(a) what year was it appointed;
(b) what is the name of the appointed administrator;
(c) what is the name of the facility;
(d) what percentage of pension level beds do/did they have; and
(e) what was the reason for the appointment of the administrator.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data is provided for the years 2006 and 2007 as the SAVVI project did not commence until 2006
(1)

In Victoria for the 2006 calendar year:
– 4 above pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria for the 2007 calendar year:

(2)

– 6 above pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria as a result of the closure of above pension level SRS facilities,

(3)

– for the 2006 calendar year
– 239 beds were closed
– for the 2007 calendar year
– 143 beds were closed
State appointed administrator was appointed to four above pension SRS facilities

(4)

For above pension SRS facility
(a)
(b)

(c)

(d)
(e)

Administrators were appointed in 2006 and 2007
The names of the administrators appointed were
– Ernst & Young
– Ernst & Young
– Ernst & Young
– Deloitte Touche Tohmatsu
The above pension facilities were
– Anderly Aged Care
– Care Life Australia Heidelberg
– Care Life Australia Ringwood
– Abbey Court
The precise percentage of pension or above pension level beds can not be determined at the time of
closure.
The reason for the appointment of an administrator was that the Minister’s delegate believed on
reasonable grounds that the appointment of an administrator to a supported residential service was
necessary to protect the interests of the residents of the service. There were issues relating to provisions
of care for residents and the lack of proprietors financial viability.
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Community services: supported residential services — Grampians region
1178.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to above pension Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the
Grampians Region:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many above pension level SRS facilities (i.e. not pension-level SRS as defined by the
SAVVI Initiative) closed in each of the years 2000 to 2007.
How many above pension and pension level beds respectively were closed in each of these years
as a result.
How many above pension facilities were allocated a state-appointed administrator between 1 July
2000 and 31 June 2007.
For each facility allocated a state appointed administrator —
(a) what year was it appointed;
(b) what is the name of the appointed administrator;
(c) what is the name of the facility;
(d) what percentage of pension level beds do/did they have; and
(e) what was the reason for the appointment of the administrator.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data is provided for the years 2006 and 2007 as the SAVVI project did not commence until 2006
(1)

In Victoria for the 2006 calendar year:
– 4 above pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria for the 2007 calendar year:

(2)

– 6 above pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria as a result of the closure of above pension level SRS facilities,

(3)

– for the 2006 calendar year
– 239 beds were closed
– for the 2007 calendar year
– 143 beds were closed
State appointed administrator was appointed to four above pension SRS facilities

(4)

For above pension SRS facility
(a)
(b)

(c)

Administrators were appointed in 2006 and 2007
The names of the administrators appointed were
– Ernst & Young
– Ernst & Young
– Ernst & Young
– Deloitte Touche Tohmatsu
The above pension facilities were
– Anderly Aged Care
– Care Life Australia Heidelberg
– Care Life Australia Ringwood
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– Abbey Court
The precise percentage of pension or above pension level beds can not be determined at the time of
closure.
The reason for the appointment of an administrator was that the Minister’s delegate believed on
reasonable grounds that the appointment of an administrator to a supported residential service was
necessary to protect the interests of the residents of the service. There were issues relating to provisions
of care for residents and the lack of proprietors financial viability.

Community services: supported residential services — Gippsland region
1179.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to above pension Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the
Gippsland Region:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many above pension level SRS facilities (i.e. not pension-level SRS as defined by the
SAVVI Initiative) closed in each of the years 2000 to 2007.
How many above pension and pension level beds respectively were closed in each of these years
as a result.
How many above pension facilities were allocated a state-appointed administrator between 1 July
2000 and 31 June 2007.
For each facility allocated a state appointed administrator —
(a) what year was it appointed;
(b) what is the name of the appointed administrator;
(c) what is the name of the facility;
(d) what percentage of pension level beds do/did they have; and
(e) what was the reason for the appointment of the administrator.

ANSWER:
Data is provided for the years 2006 and 2007 as the SAVVI project did not commence until 2006
(1)

In Victoria for the 2006 calendar year:
– 4 above pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria for the 2007 calendar year:

(2)

– 6 above pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria as a result of the closure of above pension level SRS facilities,

(3)

– for the 2006 calendar year
– 239 beds were closed
– for the 2007 calendar year
– 143 beds were closed
State appointed administrator was appointed to four above pension SRS facilities

(4)

For above pension SRS facility
(a)
(b)

Administrators were appointed in 2006 and 2007
The names of the administrators appointed were
– Ernst & Young
– Ernst & Young
– Ernst & Young
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– Deloitte Touche Tohmatsu
The above pension facilities were
– Anderly Aged Care
– Care Life Australia Heidelberg
– Care Life Australia Ringwood
– Abbey Court
The precise percentage of pension or above pension level beds can not be determined at the time of
closure.
The reason for the appointment of an administrator was that the Minister’s delegate believed on
reasonable grounds that the appointment of an administrator to a supported residential service was
necessary to protect the interests of the residents of the service. There were issues relating to provisions
of care for residents and the lack of proprietors financial viability.

Community services: supported residential services — north-west region
1180.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to above pension Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the NorthWest Region:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many above pension level SRS facilities (i.e. not pension-level SRS as defined by the
SAVVI Initiative) closed in each of the years 2000 to 2007.
How many above pension and pension level beds respectively were closed in each of these years
as a result.
How many above pension facilities were allocated a state-appointed administrator between 1 July
2000 and 31 June 2007.
For each facility allocated a state appointed administrator —
(a) what year was it appointed;
(b) what is the name of the appointed administrator;
(c) what is the name of the facility;
(d) what percentage of pension level beds do/did they have; and
(e) what was the reason for the appointment of the administrator.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data is provided for the years 2006 and 2007 as the SAVVI project did not commence until 2006
(1)

In Victoria for the 2006 calendar year:
– 4 above pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria for the 2007 calendar year:

(2)

– 6 above pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria as a result of the closure of above pension level SRS facilities,

(3)

– for the 2006 calendar year
– 239 beds were closed
– for the 2007 calendar year
– 143 beds were closed
State appointed administrator was appointed to four above pension SRS facilities
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For above pension SRS facility
(a)
(b)

(c)

(d)
(e)

Administrators were appointed in 2006 and 2007
The names of the administrators appointed were
– Ernst & Young
– Ernst & Young
– Ernst & Young
– Deloitte Touche Tohmatsu
The above pension facilities were
– Anderly Aged Care
– Care Life Australia Heidelberg
– Care Life Australia Ringwood
– Abbey Court
The precise percentage of pension or above pension level beds can not be determined at the time of
closure.
The reason for the appointment of an administrator was that the Minister’s delegate believed on
reasonable grounds that the appointment of an administrator to a supported residential service was
necessary to protect the interests of the residents of the service. There were issues relating to provisions
of care for residents and the lack of proprietors financial viability.

Community services: supported residential services — eastern region
1181.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to above pension Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the Eastern
Region:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many above pension level SRS facilities (i.e. not pension-level SRS as defined by the
SAVVI Initiative) closed in each of the years 2000 to 2007.
How many above pension and pension level beds respectively were closed in each of these years
as a result.
How many above pension facilities were allocated a state-appointed administrator between 1 July
2000 and 31 June 2007.
For each facility allocated a state appointed administrator —
(a) what year was it appointed;
(b) what is the name of the appointed administrator;
(c) what is the name of the facility;
(d) what percentage of pension level beds do/did they have; and
(e) what was the reason for the appointment of the administrator.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Data is provided for the years 2006 and 2007 as the SAVVI project did not commence until 2006
(1)

In Victoria for the 2006 calendar year:
– 4 above pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria for the 2007 calendar year:
– 6 above pension level SRS facilities closed
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In Victoria as a result of the closure of above pension level SRS facilities,

(3)

– for the 2006 calendar year
– 239 beds were closed
– for the 2007 calendar year
– 143 beds were closed
State appointed administrator was appointed to four above pension SRS facilities

(4)

For above pension SRS facility
(a)
(b)

(c)

(d)
(e)
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Administrators were appointed in 2006 and 2007
The names of the administrators appointed were
– Ernst & Young
– Ernst & Young
– Ernst & Young
– Deloitte Touche Tohmatsu
The above pension facilities were
– Anderly Aged Care
– Care Life Australia Heidelberg
– Care Life Australia Ringwood
– Abbey Court
The precise percentage of pension or above pension level beds can not be determined at the time of
closure.
The reason for the appointment of an administrator was that the Minister’s delegate believed on
reasonable grounds that the appointment of an administrator to a supported residential service was
necessary to protect the interests of the residents of the service. There were issues relating to provisions
of care for residents and the lack of proprietors financial viability.

Community services: supported residential services — southern region
1182.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to above pension Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the
Southern Region:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many above pension level SRS facilities (i.e. not pension-level SRS as defined by the
SAVVI Initiative) closed in each of the years 2000 to 2007.
How many above pension and pension level beds respectively were closed in each of these years
as a result.
How many above pension facilities were allocated a state-appointed administrator between 1 July
2000 and 31 June 2007.
For each facility allocated a state appointed administrator —
(a) what year was it appointed;
(b) what is the name of the appointed administrator;
(c) what is the name of the facility;
(d) what percentage of pension level beds do/did they have; and
(e) what was the reason for the appointment of the administrator.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Data is provided for the years 2006 and 2007 as the SAVVI project did not commence until 2006
(1)

In Victoria for the 2006 calendar year:
– 4 above pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria for the 2007 calendar year:

(2)

– 6 above pension level SRS facilities closed
In Victoria as a result of the closure of above pension level SRS facilities,

(3)

– for the 2006 calendar year
– 239 beds were closed
– for the 2007 calendar year
– 143 beds were closed
State appointed administrator was appointed to four above pension SRS facilities

(4)

For above pension SRS facility
(a)
(b)

(c)

(d)
(e)

Administrators were appointed in 2006 and 2007
The names of the administrators appointed were
– Ernst & Young
– Ernst & Young
– Ernst & Young
– Deloitte Touche Tohmatsu
The above pension facilities were
– Anderly Aged Care
– Care Life Australia Heidelberg
– Care Life Australia Ringwood
– Abbey Court
The precise percentage of pension or above pension level beds can not be determined at the time of
closure.
The reason for the appointment of an administrator was that the Minister’s delegate believed on
reasonable grounds that the appointment of an administrator to a supported residential service was
necessary to protect the interests of the residents of the service. There were issues relating to provisions
of care for residents and the lack of proprietors financial viability.

Community services: disability support register
1229.

MRS COOTE —To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to the Disability Support Register as at 30 June 2007:
(1)
(2)

In total how many individuals were registered.
Of the total individuals registered, how many were recommended for Priority Status.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Information on the Disability Support Register for 2007 is available and published on the Disability Services
Division website.

(2)

The information requested is not a standard data set reported by the Disability Services Division.
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Community services: disability services — clients
1246.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to clients with day activities as at 30 June 2007, how many of these
people are also Disability Services residential accommodation clients.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The information requested is not a standard data set reported by the Disability Services Division.

Community services: supported residential services — Barwon south-west region
1300.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the Barwon South West
Region:
(1)
(2)

How many SRS facilities were registered with the Victorian State Government in each of the
calendar years 2000 to 2007.
How many ‘above pension’ and ‘pension level’ beds, respectively, were registered in each of
these years.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Response is made to this QON for the years 2003 and 2007 as comparable data does not exist for earlier years.
(1)

In Victoria there were 217 SRS facilities registered with the Government as at August 2003.
In Victoria there were 189 SRS facilities registered with the Government as at December 2007.

(2)

Individual beds are not registered as ‘above pension’ or ‘pension level’

Community services: supported residential services — Loddon Mallee region
1301.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the Loddon Mallee
Region:
(1) How many SRS facilities were registered with the Victorian State Government in each of the
calendar years 2000 to 2007.
(2) How many ‘above pension’ and ‘pension level’ beds, respectively, were registered in each of
these years.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Response is made to this QON for the years 2003 and 2007 as comparable data does not exist for earlier years.
(1)

In Victoria there were 217 SRS facilities registered with the Government as at August 2003.
In Victoria there were 189 SRS facilities registered with the Government as at December 2007.

(2)

Individual beds are not registered as ‘above pension’ or ‘pension level’
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Community services: supported residential services — Grampians region
1302.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the Grampians Region:
(1)
(2)

How many SRS facilities were registered with the Victorian State Government in each of the
calendar years 2000 to 2007.
How many ‘above pension’ and ‘pension level’ beds, respectively, were registered in each of
these years.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Response is made to this QON for the years 2003 and 2007 as comparable data does not exist for earlier years.
(1)

In Victoria there were 217 SRS facilities registered with the Government as at August 2003.
In Victoria there were 189 SRS facilities registered with the Government as at December 2007.

(2)

Individual beds are not registered as ‘above pension’ or ‘pension level’

Community services: supported residential services — Hume region
1303.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the Hume Region:
(1)
(2)

How many SRS facilities were registered with the Victorian State Government in each of the
calendar years 2000 to 2007.
How many ‘above pension’ and ‘pension level’ beds, respectively, were registered in each of
these years.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Response is made to this QON for the years 2003 and 2007 as comparable data does not exist for earlier years.
(1)

In Victoria there were 217 SRS facilities registered with the Government as at August 2003.
In Victoria there were 189 SRS facilities registered with the Government as at December 2007.

(2)

Individual beds are not registered as ‘above pension’ or ‘pension level’

Community services: supported residential services — Gippsland region
1304.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the Gippsland Region:
(1)
(2)

How many SRS facilities were registered with the Victorian State Government in each of the
calendar years 2000 to 2007.
How many ‘above pension’ and ‘pension level’ beds, respectively, were registered in each of
these years.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Response is made to this QON for the years 2003 and 2007 as comparable data does not exist for earlier years.
(1)

In Victoria there were 217 SRS facilities registered with the Government as at August 2003.
In Victoria there were 189 SRS facilities registered with the Government as at December 2007.

(2)

Individual beds are not registered as ‘above pension’ or ‘pension level’

Community services: supported residential services — north–west region
1305.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the North-West Region:
(1)
(2)

How many SRS facilities were registered with the Victorian State Government in each of the
calendar years 2000 to 2007.
How many ‘above pension’ and ‘pension level’ beds, respectively, were registered in each of
these years.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Response is made to this QON for the years 2003 and 2007 as comparable data does not exist for earlier years.
(1)

In Victoria there were 217 SRS facilities registered with the Government as at August 2003.
In Victoria there were 189 SRS facilities registered with the Government as at December 2007.

(2)

Individual beds are not registered as ‘above pension’ or ‘pension level’

Community services: supported residential services — eastern region
1306.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the Eastern Region:
(1)
(2)

How many SRS facilities were registered with the Victorian State Government in each of the
calendar years 2000 to 2007.
How many ‘above pension’ and ‘pension level’ beds, respectively, were registered in each of
these years.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Response is made to this QON for the years 2003 and 2007 as comparable data does not exist for earlier years.
(1)

In Victoria there were 217 SRS facilities registered with the Government as at August 2003.
In Victoria there were 189 SRS facilities registered with the Government as at December 2007.

(2)

Individual beds are not registered as ‘above pension’ or ‘pension level’

Community services: supported residential services — southern region
1307.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Supported Residential Services (SRS) in the Southern Region:
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How many SRS facilities were registered with the Victorian State Government in each of the
calendar years 2000 to 2007.
How many ‘above pension’ and ‘pension level’ beds, respectively, were registered in each of
these years.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Response is made to this QON for the years 2003 and 2007 as comparable data does not exist for earlier years.
(1)

In Victoria there were 217 SRS facilities registered with the Government as at August 2003.
In Victoria there were 189 SRS facilities registered with the Government as at December 2007.

(2)

Individual beds are not registered as ‘above pension’ or ‘pension level’

Community services: supported residential services
1308.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Supported Residential Services (SRS) in Victoria:
(1)
(2)

How many SRS facilities were registered with the Victorian State Government in each of the
calendar years 2000 to 2007.
How many ‘above pension’ and ‘pension level’ beds, respectively, were registered in each of
these years.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Response is made to this QON for the years 2003 and 2007 as comparable data does not exist for earlier years.
(1)

In Victoria there were 217 SRS facilities registered with the Government as at August 2003.
In Victoria there were 189 SRS facilities registered with the Government as at December 2007.

(2)

Individual beds are not registered as ‘above pension’ or ‘pension level’

Public transport: Infrastructure — contractors
1319.

MR D. M. DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Public
Transport): For the financial year 2006-07 what were the names and purposes of all contractors
employed by the Department of Infrastructure, setting out in tabular form —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

the name of the contractor;
the date the contract was entered into;
the purpose of the contract;
the value of the contract;
the expected term of the contract; and
the amount paid on the contract in the period.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
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DOI does not ‘employ’ contractors.
Information on contractors who are engaged by DOI is contained in the DOI Annual Report, while information on
individual contracts is placed on the Government Contracts website in accordance with well established guidelines.
Information on contracts has also been provided to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee.

Public transport: Infrastructure — contractors
1320.

MR D. M. DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Public
Transport): For the period 1 July to 30 November 2007 what were the names and purposes of all
contractors employed by the Department of Infrastructure, setting out in tabular form —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

the name of the contractor;
the date the contract was entered into;
the purpose of the contract;
the value of the contract;
the expected term of the contract; and
the amount paid on the contract in the period.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
DOI does not ‘employ’ contractors.
Information on contractors who are engaged by DOI is contained in the DOI Annual Report, while information on
individual contracts is placed on the Government Contracts website in accordance with well established guidelines.
Information on contracts has also been provided to the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee.

Community services: child protection workers
1340.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to funds of $4.2 million for additional child protection workers in the
2002-03 budget:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much of the above funding was expended in 2002-03.
How many additional child protection workers (full-time equivalent) were employed in 2002-03
as a direct result of these funds.
In what locations were these workers employed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The entire allocation of $4.2m was expended in 2002-03

(2)

As a result of the additional $4.2m in 2002-03, a total of 60 additional Child Protection workers were
employed by the Department

(3)

The staff numbers and locations are as follows: Barwon 5, Eastern 8, Gippsland 3, Grampians 3, Hume 3,
Loddon 4, North-West 17, Southern 13 and Head Office 4.
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Community services: kinship and permanent care places
1341.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to funds of $1.2 million for additional kinship and permanent care
places in the 2002-03 budget:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much of the above funding was expended in 2002-03.
How many new places were created in 2002-03 as a direct result of these funds.
How many new places in 2002-03 were located in each Department of Human Services region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

This funding was fully expended in 2002-03.

(2)

Between 30 June 2002 and 30 June 2003 the number of kinship care and permanent care placements
increased by 74.

(3)

The new places were located in each of the Department of Human Services regions.

Community services: child protection services
1342.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to funds of $300,000 for child protection service improvements in the
2002-03 budget:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How much of the above funding was expended in 2002-03.
What specific improvement were carried out using these funds in 2002-03.
Which specific services, in what locations, received this funding.
How much funding did each service receive.
Over what timeframe did each service receive these funds.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The entire allocation of $300,000 was expended in 2002-03

(2)

The funds were used to review policy, guidelines and provide training to child protection workers

(3)

The funding provided was utilised for Head Office facilitated training for Child Protection workers

(4)

The funding was utilised centrally, rather than allocated to individual Regions

(5)

The funding was expended progressively during the course of the year

Community services: child protection workers
1344.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to the funds of $16.8 million over four years, promised on 4
September 2002, to employ 60 new child protection caseworkers:
(1)

How much of the above funding was expended in each of the financial years 2002-03 to 2005-06.
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How many new full-time equivalent (FTE) caseworkers were employed in each of these years
with this funding.
How many new caseworkers (FTE) were employed in total with this funding.
How many of these new caseworkers (FTE) were employed in each Department of Human
Services region.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)
2202/2003

$4.2m

2003/2004

$4.2m

2004/2005

$4.2m

2005/2006

$4.2m

2202/2003

60

2003/2004

60

2004/2005

60

2005/2006

60

(2)

(3)

A total of 60 additional Child Protection workers were employed by the Department

(4)

The staff numbers and locations are as follows: Barwon 5, Eastern 8, Gippsland 3, Grampians 3, Hume 3,
Loddon 4, North-West 17, Southern 13 and Head Office 4.

Community services: placement and support residential facility renewal strategy
1350.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to funds of $10 million allocated in the 2004-05 budget for the
Placement and Support Residential Facility Renewal Strategy:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

How much of the above funding was expended in the financial years 2004-05 to 2006-07.
How many facilities were refurbished with these funds in each of these years.
What is the name and location of these facilities.
How many new facilities were constructed with these funds and opened, in each of these years.
What is the name and location of these facilities.
How many beds do each of the new facilities house.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$10 million

(2)

Three

(3)

The facilities are located across Victoria

(4)

Ten
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(5)

The facilities are located across Victoria.

(6)

Of the 13 facilities, 8 contain 4 client bedrooms each and 5 contain 3 client bedrooms each.
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Premier: Manningham — community cabinet
1359.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Premier):In relation to the 16 October 2007
Community Cabinet visit to Manningham:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

What was the total cost of the Community Cabinet visit.
How many ministers attended.
How many meetings did ministers hold with community groups.
How many meetings did departmental officials hold with community groups.
How many groups were not offered a meeting with either a minister or departmental official.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Community Cabinet is an integral part of the core functions of Department of Premier and Cabinet, with
associated costs absorbed within existing programs and budgets and delivered through the Strategic Policy
Advice and Projects output. Therefore, there is no separate costing available for the Manningham Community
Cabinet visit.

(2)

There were 15 Ministers in attendance at the Manningham Community Cabinet.

(3)

Ministers held 21 formal submission meetings with community groups. In addition Ministers undertook 8
visits to community groups and held 4 community forums and roundtables on youth, business, multicultural
affairs and women’s affairs. Two submitter groups were invited to forums in lieu of individual meetings.

(4)

Departmental officials held 4 meetings with community groups.

(5)

There were 9 submissions that did not receive a meeting with either a Minister or a departmental official,
however 2 of these were offered a meeting and declined or were unable to attend. Of the 7 submissions that
were not offered a meeting, 1 submitter had 2 other submissions for which he was offered meetings. All 9
submissions that did not receive a meeting have received formal communication from the Minister’s office or
department in response to their issue.

Public transport: rolling stock — door and window glass
1375.

MR KOCH — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Public Transport):
(1)

What quality and thickness of glass is fitted to each of —
(a) drivers’ compartments of each class of Melbourne’s 496 trams;
(b) passenger saloons including doors and windows of each class of Melbourne’s 496 trams;
(c) drivers’ compartments of —
(i) Hitachi;
(ii) Comeng;
(iii) Siemens; and
(iv) X’Trapolis trains;
(d)

passenger saloons including doors and windows of each of the four types of trains identified
in (c);
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(2)
(3)
(4)

(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)

(e)

the cabs of V/Line’s —
(i) N;
(ii) A; and
(iii) P class locomotives;

(f)

passenger saloons including doors and windows of —
(i) N set;
(ii) H set; and
(iii) MTH carriages;

(g)
(h)

the buffet compartments of N set carriages;
the drivers’ compartments of —
(i) Sprinter; and
(ii) VLocity railcars; and

(i)

the passenger saloons including doors and windows of —
(i) Sprinter; and
(ii) VLocity railcars.

Tuesday, 8 April 2008

In each case, are the windows double glazed or otherwise treated to offer maximum impact
resistance.
What Australian Standard does each type of glass installed meet.
For each of trams, Connex suburban trains, V/Line locomotives, V/Line carriages and V/Line
railcars respectively, how many windows were replaced between 1 January and 4 December 2007
due to each of vandalism, planned refurbishment and maintenance issues, and what was the total
cost for each class of tram, locomotive, carriage or railcar.
For each class in (4), how many trams, locomotives, railcars or carriages were withdrawn from
service for window replacements each month between 1 January and 4 December 2007.
How many tram, Connex train and V/ Line train services respectively were cancelled due to
vandalised windows or doors in each month between 1 January and 4 December 2007.
What percentage of cancelled trams or each type of train did this represent in each month.
From where do Yarra Trams, Connex and V/Line respectively source each type of window or
door glass used and what is the name and address of each supplier.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1-8) The train and tram fleets meet Australian Standard AS/NZS 2080 – safety glazing for land vehicles.
The Office of the Chief Investigator made the following recommendation in Rail Safety Investigation Report
No. 2007 / 09:
“RSA 2007011 That V/Line Passenger Pty Ltd considers alternatives treatments which have the potential to
reduce glass related injury.”
The Government accepted that recommendation and V/Line is considering alternative treatments.

Corrections: sexual assault and sexual harassment incidents
1600.

MS PENNICUIK — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Corrections): In relation to
sexual assault in custody:
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(1)

How and when has Corrections Victoria (‘CV’) implemented recommendations 19 and 20 which
are specific to sexual assault in custody and of the Parliamentary Drugs and Crime Committee in
their, 1997 Report ‘Combating Sexual Assault Against Adult Men and Women.
(2) What specific and dedicated sexual assault and sexual harassment prevention and response
training are provided to prison officers and managers in all Victorian prisons.
(3) Who provides training referred to in (2), what is it’s content and is it provided on a refresher basis.
(4) How has CV investigated the sexual and other assaults described in the Victorian Court of
Appeals judgement in R v SH [2006] VSCA 83.
(5) What were the findings and recommendations flowing from the CV investigation of the matters
referred to in (4).
(6) How many and in which prisons, were sexual assaults and sexual harassment by prisoners on
other prisoners reported in each calendar year from 2003 to 2007 inclusive.
(7) How many, and in which prisons, were sexual assaults and sexual harassment by staff on
prisoners reported in each calendar year from 2003 to 2007 inclusive.
(8) How many prisoners and staff have been charged (with external criminal and internal prison
discipline offences) with sexual assault related offences for each calendar year from 2003 to 2007
inclusive.
(9) What has been the final outcomes of such charges.
(10) What specific policy and other measures does CV and it’s contractors and agents have in place to
prevent physical and sexual assaults against especially vulnerable prisoner populations including
LGBTI prisoners, prisoners with mental health and/or intellectual disabilities, young prisoners and
protection prisoners.
(11) What policy/protocol exists between Centres Against Sexual Assault and equivalent services and
hospitals, and Victoria Police and CV and its contractors and agents, for responding to custodial
sexual assault.
ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

Corrections Victoria’s response to Recommendations 19 and 20 of the Parliamentary Drugs and Crime
Committee’s 1997 Report ‘Combating Sexual Assault Against Adult Men and Women’ was reported in the
then Government’s response to that report, which was tabled in the Legislative Assembly on 23 May 1997
and the Legislative Council on 27 May 1997.

(2)

Training on workplace sexual harassment, discrimination and bullying awareness are provided to prison staff,
and managers are required to be familiar with the Department of Justice policies concerning these areas.
Prison Officers working in women’s prisons are additionally provided with training to understand and
respond to women prisoners who have been victims of sexual abuse, and training in specific areas (e.g., strip
searching) aims to avoid further victimisation as much as possible.

(3)

Training is conducted by a variety of personnel within the Department of Justice including Employee
Relations staff, Learning and Development staff, Staff Development Managers and EEO officers. The content
covers information about the definitions and types of sexual assault and harassment, legal issues, how such
allegations should be managed, as well as who the appropriate contact officers are at each location. Refresher
training is made available at all locations.

(4)

CV was made aware of the alleged sexual assault described in the Victorian Court of Appeals judgement in
R v SH [2006] VSCA 83 on 12 February 2006, when the alleged assault was reported to prison staff at the
Dame Phyllis Frost Centre by a fellow prisoner. Upon receiving such information, CV investigated the
matter. The prisoner advised prison management that she did not want to lodge a complaint.
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Appropriate incident reporting processes were undertaken by CV, including reporting the matter to Victoria Police.
On 9 November 2006, CV was informed that the alleged victim had stated to Police that she had been
assaulted and requested no further action to be taken.
(5)

As indicated above, given that the alleged victim had requested that no further investigative action be taken
and the elapsed time since the alleged assault, the matter was not further investigated by CV.

(6)

The collation of this information represents an unreasonable diversion of Departmental resources. All assaults
are reported to Victoria Police for investigation.

(7)

The collation of this information represents an unreasonable diversion of Departmental resources. All assaults
are reported to Victoria Police for investigation.

(8)

The collation of this information represents an unreasonable diversion of Departmental resources. All assaults
are reported to Victoria Police for investigation.

(9)

Outcomes of the charges would vary depending on the nature of individual matter.

(10) Corrections Victoria acknowledges the special needs of prisoners who are young, intellectually disabled,
Cultural and Linguistically Diverse (CALD), at risk, mentally ill, or who require protection and have policies
in place to ensure that they are managed with due care and are provided with safe placement options. Prison
and Sentence Management staff assess all prisoners and care is taken to place vulnerable prisoners in safe
accommodation throughout their sentences so that the risk of assault is minimised. Prison staff also endeavour
to ensure that vulnerable prisoners understand their obligations and rights, and are managed with dignity and
respect.
Upon reception to prison, all prisoners are interviewed and given an appropriate placement relevant to their
security, medical and safety needs. Additionally, prisoners are given the opportunity to declare any special
needs, including specific needs relating to their racial, religious or cultural background. Throughout their
imprisonment, prisoners are case managed by trained staff, and are encouraged to alert staff if they believe
their personal safety is threatened. Furthermore, prisons are required to adhere to anti-bullying and violence
prevention policies.
(11) CV can refer prisoners who report being victims of sexual assault to the Centre Against Sexual Assault
(CASA). Staff from CASA make very regular visits into both women’s prisons – the Dame Phyllis Frost
Centre (weekly) and Tarrengower Prison. Furthermore, psychiatric and clinical services staff within prisons
are able to provide crisis and distress intervention and support to prisoners who are victims of sexual assault.
All allegations of sexual assault that occur within a prison environment are routinely referred to Victoria
Police for investigation.

Mental health: parent support program
1609.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Mental Health): Regarding funding for Anglicare to establish a Parent Support Program announced on
24 January 2001:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

On what date did this service commence.
How much funding was allocated to this service between January 2001 and June 2003.
How much funding was expended on this program in this timeframe.
How many families received therapeutic support from this program in 2001, 2002 and the first
half of 2003.
Was funding ongoing to this service; if so, how much was spent in each of the subsequent years.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(1)

The service commenced operation in 2000/2001.

(2)

$21k per annum was allocated to establish a Parent Support Program operated by Anglicare.

(3)

Funding was fully expended between January 2001 to June 2003.

(4)

The number of families that received therapeutic support from the program in the specified timeframe was in
excess of the target of 50 parents per annum.

(5)

The program was funded in an ongoing capacity at $23,400 per annum (subject to annual indexation).

Local government: rates
1642.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government): For the
financial years 1999-2000 and 2006-07, what was the Local Government rates excluding garbage
charges for each of the following municipalities —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

Kingston;
Casey;
Monash;
Greater Dandenong; and
Frankston.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Rate revenue, less Garbage Charges, for the following councils for the years 1999-2000 and 2006-07 are as
follows:

Kingston
Casey
Monash*
Greater Dandenong
Frankston

1999-2000
29,873,000
34,200,000
37,567,000
28,820,000
23,346,000

2006-07
60,096,000
79,796,170
59,749,000
53,918,000
45,759,000

* Monash City Council does not have a separate garbage charge.

Gaming: syndicate play complaints
1649.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Gaming):
(1)
(2)

In relation to patron complaints at Gaming Venues recorded in the Victorian Commission for
Gambling Regulation Annual Report 2006-07, how many complaints were for syndicate play.
How many complaints for syndicate play was recorded by the Victorian Commission for
Gambling Regulation/Victoria Casino and Gaming Authority in each of the financial years
1999–2000 to 2005-06.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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(1)

One complaint was made alleging syndicate play during the financial year ending 30 June 2007 and recorded
in the Victorian Commission for Gambling Regulation Annual Report 2006-07.

(2)

The number of complaints alleging syndicate play in each of the financial years 1999-2000 to 2005-06 were
as follows:
–
–
–
–
–
–
–

1999 – 2000
2000 – 2001
2001 – 2002
2002 – 2003
2003 – 2004
2004 – 2005
2005 – 2006

Nil
Nil
3
8
1
3
Nil

Total:

15

Police and emergency services: rape offences
1651.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services):
(1)

What was the total reported rape offences in the financial years 1999-2000 and 2006-07 in the
following municipalities —
(a) Kingston;
(b) Casey;
(c) Monash;
(d) Greater Dandenong; and
(e) Frankston.

(2)

Of the 2006-07 reported rapes, how many were for offences committed before 2000.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Bentleigh — crime
1657.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services and Emergency Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the
suburb of Bentleigh in the 1999-2000 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
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(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
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arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Bentleigh — crime
1658.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Bentleigh in the
2000-2001 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1136

COUNCIL

(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
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deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Bentleigh — crime
1659.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Bentleigh in the
2001-2002 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
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(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
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theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Bentleigh — crime
1660.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Bentleigh in the
2002-2003 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
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justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Bentleigh — crime
1661.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Bentleigh in the
2003-2004 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
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(aa) graffiti related crimes.
ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Bentleigh — crime
1662.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Bentleigh in the
2004-2005 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Bentleigh — crime
1663.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Bentleigh in the
2005-2006 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.
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Police and emergency services: Bentleigh — crime
1664.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Bentleigh in the
2006-2007 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Prahran — crime
1665.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Prahran in the 19992000 financial year —
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(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

Tuesday, 8 April 2008

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Prahran — crime
1666.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Prahran in the 20002001 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
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(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
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abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Prahran — crime
1667.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Prahran in the 20012002 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
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(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

Tuesday, 8 April 2008

burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Prahran — crime
1668.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Prahran in the 20022003 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
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(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
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theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Prahran — crime
1669.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Prahran in the 20032004 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
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(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
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going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Prahran — crime
1670.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Prahran in the 20042005 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
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(z) behaviour in public; and
(aa) graffiti related crimes.
ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Prahran — crime
1671.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Prahran in the 20052006 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
1148

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 8 April 2008

Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Prahran — crime
1672.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Prahran in the 20062007 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.
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Police and emergency services: Albert Park — crime
1673.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Albert Park in the
1999-2000 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Albert Park — crime
1674.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Albert Park in the
2000-2001 financial year —
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(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

Tuesday, 8 April 2008

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Albert Park — crime
1675.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Albert Park in the
2001-2002 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
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(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
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abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Albert Park — crime
1676.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Albert Park in the
2002-2003 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
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(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

Tuesday, 8 April 2008

burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Albert Park — crime
1677.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Albert Park in the
2003-2004 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
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(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
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theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Albert Park — crime
1678.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Albert Park in the
2004-2005 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
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(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
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going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Albert Park — crime
1679.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Albert Park in the
2005-2006 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
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(z) behaviour in public; and
(aa) graffiti related crimes.
ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Albert Park — crime
1680.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Albert Park in the
2006-2007 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Oakleigh — crime
1681.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Oakleigh in the
1999-2000 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.
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Police and emergency services: Oakleigh — crime
1682.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Oakleigh in the
2000-2001 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Oakleigh — crime
1683.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Oakleigh in the
2001-2002 financial year —
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(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

Tuesday, 8 April 2008

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Oakleigh — crime
1684.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Oakleigh in the
2002-2003 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
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(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
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abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Oakleigh — crime
1685.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Oakleigh in the
2003-2004 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
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(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

Tuesday, 8 April 2008

burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Oakleigh — crime
1686.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Oakleigh in the
2004-2005 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
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(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
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theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Oakleigh — crime
1687.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Oakleigh in the
2005-2006 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
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(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

Tuesday, 8 April 2008

going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: Oakleigh — crime
1688.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of Oakleigh in the
2006-2007 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
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(z) behaviour in public; and
(aa) graffiti related crimes.
ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: St Kilda — crime
1689.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of St Kilda in the
1999–2000 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: St Kilda — crime
1690.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of St Kilda in the
2000–2001 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.
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Police and emergency services: St Kilda — crime
1691.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of St Kilda in the
2001–2002 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: St Kilda — crime
1692.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of St Kilda in the
2002–2003 financial year —
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(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

Tuesday, 8 April 2008

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: St Kilda — crime
1693.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of St Kilda in the
2003–2004 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
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(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
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abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: St Kilda — crime
1694.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of St Kilda in the
2004–2005 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
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(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)

Tuesday, 8 April 2008

burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: St Kilda — crime
1695.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of St Kilda in the
2005–2006 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
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(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)
(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
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theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Police and emergency services: St Kilda — crime
1696.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many incidences of the following crimes occurred in the suburb of St Kilda in the
2006–2007 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)
(k)
(l)
(m)
(n)
(o)
(p)
(q)
(r)
(s)
(t)

homicide;
rape;
sex (non rape);
robbery;
assault;
abduction/kidnap;
arson;
property damage;
burglary (aggravated);
burglary (residential);
burglary (other);
deception;
handle stolen goods;
theft from motor vehicle;
theft (shopsteal);
theft of motor vehicle;
theft of bicycle;
theft (other);
drug (cultivation, manufacture and/or trafficking);
drug (possess, use);
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(u)
(v)
(w)
(x)
(y)
(z)
(aa)
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going equipped to steal;
justice procedures;
regulated public order;
weapons/explosives;
harassment;
behaviour in public; and
graffiti related crimes.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Community services: community residential units — Loddon Mallee region
1707.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Community Residential Units (CRUs) in the Loddon Mallee
Region:
(1)
(2)

How many CRU beds are there in this region.
How many days did people waiting for shared supported accommodation who obtained a place in
a CRU have to wait on average in 2006-07.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There are 191 CRU beds in the Loddon Mallee region.

(2)

It is not possible to disaggregate this information from the data source.

Community services: community residential units — Hume region
1708.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Community Residential Units (CRUs) in the Hume Region:
(1)
(2)

How many CRU beds are there in this region.
How many days did people waiting for shared supported accommodation who obtained a place in
a CRU have to wait on average in 2006-07.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There are 296 CRU beds in the Hume region.

(2)

It is not possible to disaggregate this information from the data source.
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Community services: community residential units — Grampians region
1709.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Community Residential Units (CRUs) in the Grampians Region:
(1)
(2)

How many CRU beds are there in this region.
How many days did people waiting for shared supported accommodation who obtained a place in
a CRU have to wait on average in 2006-07.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There are 354 CRU beds in the Grampians region.

(2)

It is not possible to disaggregate this information from the data source.

Community services: community residential units — Gippsland region
1710.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Community Residential Units (CRUs) in the Gippsland Region:
(1)
(2)

How many CRU beds are there in this region.
How many days did people waiting for shared supported accommodation who obtained a place in
a CRU have to wait on average in 2006-07.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There are 200 CRU beds in the Gippsland region.

(2)

It is not possible to disaggregate this information from the data source.

Community services: community residential units — Barwon–south-western region
1711.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Community Residential Units (CRUs) in the Barwon-South
Western Region:
(1)
(2)

How many CRU beds are there in this region.
How many days did people waiting for shared supported accommodation who obtained a place in
a CRU have to wait on average in 2006-07.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There are 278 CRU beds in the Barwon-South Western region.

(2)

It is not possible to disaggregate this information from the data source.
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Community services: community residential units — southern metropolitan region
1712.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Community Residential Units (CRUs) in the Southern
Metropolitan Region:
(1)
(2)

How many CRU beds are there in this region.
How many days did people waiting for shared supported accommodation who obtained a place in
a CRU have to wait on average in 2006-07.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There are 936 CRU beds in the Southern Metropolitan region.

(2)

It is not possible to disaggregate this information from the data source.

Community services: community residential units — north and west metropolitan region
1713.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Community Residential Units (CRUs) in the North and West
Metropolitan Region:
(1)
(2)

How many CRU beds are there in this region.
How many days did people waiting for shared supported accommodation who obtained a place in
a CRU have to wait on average in 2006-07.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There are 1290 CRU beds in the North and West Metropolitan region.

(2)

It is not possible to disaggregate this information from the data source.

Community services: community residential units — eastern metropolitan region
1714.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Community Residential Units (CRUs) in the Eastern Metropolitan
Region:
(1)
(2)

How many CRU beds are there in this region.
How many days did people waiting for shared supported accommodation who obtained a place in
a CRU have to wait on average in 2006-07.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There are 1243 CRU beds in the Eastern Metropolitan region.

(2)

It is not possible to disaggregate this information from the data source.
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Mental health: social workers
1715.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Mental Health): How many equivalent full time social workers are currently employed in Victoria’s
public mental health workforce.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The number of effective full-time staff employed in each service within the public mental health system is
determined by Health Services as the employer.

Mental health: division 1 nurses
1716.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Mental Health): How many equivalent full time Division 1 nurses are currently employed in Victoria’s
public mental health workforce.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The number of effective full-time staff employed in each service within the public mental health system is
determined by Health Services as the employer.

Mental health: treatments
1717.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Mental Health): In relation to mental health treatments:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many mental health treatments were carried out in 2000-01.
What timeframe did the Government adopt to carry out the 2400 extra mental health treatments
promised on page 94 of Budget Paper 2, 2001-02.
Was this goal reached and by what date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Service contact information can be found in the Your Hospitals report which can be found at:
http://www.health.vic.gov.au/yourhospitals/

(2-3) As expected, the goal for the additional 2,400 mental health service contacts in hospital emergency
departments was achieved in 2001-02.

Mental health: community care units
1718.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Mental Health): In relation to Community Care Units:
(1)
(2)

How much funding in the 2007-08 budget was allocated to community care units.
How many equivalent full time staff are currently employed in Community Care Units.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Funding for Community Care Unit activity is provided to Area Mental Health Services. Information on
mental health funding to services can be found in the Public Hospitals and Mental Health Services Policy and
Funding Guidelines at the following website: http://www.health.vic.gov.au/pfg/.

(2)

The number of effective full-time staff employed in community care units is determined by Health Services
as the employer.

Mental health: primary mental health teams
1719.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Mental Health): In relation to Primary Mental Health Teams:
(1)
(2)

How much funding in the 2007-08 budget was allocated to Primary Mental Health Teams.
How many equivalent full time staff are currently employed in Primary Mental Health Teams.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Funding for primary mental health teams is provided to Area Mental Health Services. Information on mental
health funding to services can be found in the Public Hospitals and Mental Health Services Policy and
Funding Guidelines at the following website: http://www.health.vic.gov.au/pfg/.

(2)

The number of effective full-time staff employed in primary mental health teams is determined by Health
Services as the employer.

Mental health: mobile support and treatment teams
1720.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Mental Health): In relation to Mobile Support and Treatment Teams:
(1)
(2)

How much funding in the 2007-08 budget was allocated to Mobile Support and Treatment Teams.
How many equivalent full time staff are currently employed in Mobile Support and Treatment
Teams.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1) Funding for mobile support and treatment services is provided to Area Mental Health Services. Information on
mental health funding to services can be found in the Public Hospitals and Mental Health Services Policy and
Funding Guidelines at the following website: http://www.health.vic.gov.au/pfg/.
(2) The number of effective full-time staff employed in mobile support and treatment services is determined by
Health Services as the employer.

Mental health: continuing care teams
1721.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Mental Health): In relation to Continuing Care Teams:
(1)

How much funding in the 2007-08 budget was allocated to Continuing Care Teams.
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How many equivalent full time staff are currently employed in Continuing Care Teams.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Funding for continuing care teams is provided to Area Mental Health Services. Information on mental health
funding to services can be found in the Public Hospitals and Mental Health Services Policy and Funding
Guidelines at the following website: http://www.health.vic.gov.au/pfg/.

(2)

The number of effective full-time staff employed continuing care teams is determined by Health Services as
the employer.

Mental health: secure extended care units
1722.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Mental Health): In relation to Secure Extended Care Units:
(1)
(2)

How much funding in the 2007-08 budget was allocated to Secure Extended Care Units.
How many equivalent full time staff are currently employed in Secure Extended Care Units.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Funding for secure extended care units is provided to Area Mental Health Services. Information on mental
health funding to services can be found in the Public Hospitals and Mental Health Services Policy and
Funding Guidelines at the following website: http://www.health.vic.gov.au/pfg/.

(2)

The number of effective full-time staff employed in secure extended care units is determined by Health
Services as the employer.

Mental health: dual diagnosis services
1723.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Mental Health): In relation to dual diagnosis services: How much funding was the Eastern Dual
Diagnosis Team allocated in 2007-08.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Funding for Dual Diagnosis services is provided to Area Mental Health Services. Information on mental health
funding to services can be found in the Public Hospitals and Mental Health Services Policy and Funding
Guidelines at the following website: http://www.health.vic.gov.au/pfg/.

Mental health: crisis assessment and treatment teams
1724.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Mental Health): In relation to Crisis Assessment and Treatment Teams:
(1)
(2)

How much funding in the 2007-08 budget was allocated to Crisis Assessment and Treatment
Teams.
How many equivalent full time staff are currently employed in Crisis Assessment and Treatment
Teams.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Funding for Crisis Assessment and Treatment activity is provided to Area Mental Health Services.
Information on mental health funding to services can be found in the Public Hospitals and Mental Health
Services Policy and Funding Guidelines at the following website: http://www.health.vic.gov.au/pfg/.

(2)

The number of effective full-time staff employed in crisis assessment and treatment teams is determined by
Health Services as the employer.

Senior Victorians: Community Connection program
1726.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Senior Victorians): In relation to the Community Connection Program:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How much funding did the program receive in 2000-01.
How much funding will the program receive in 2007-08.
How much funding did each of the sixteen service providers receive in 2007-08.
Does the Government have any plans to expand the program.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$2.5m.

(2)

$4.45m.

(3)

Total funding for the 16 service providers in 2007–08 is $4,445,001.

(4)

The Community Connection Program has been expanded in recent years to address client needs and demand.

Senior Victorians: supported residential services — service coordination and support program
1729.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Senior Victorians): In relation to the Supported Residential Services (SRS) Service Coordination and
Support Program:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How much funding did the program receive in 2000-01.
How much funding will the program receive in 2007-08.
How much funding did each of the sixteen service providers receive in 2007-08.
Does the Government have any plans to expand the program.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There was no funding for SRS service co-ordination & support in 2001.

(2)

In 2007-08, a total of $0.37m.

(3)

In 2007-08, a total of $0.37m:

(4)

Yes
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Public transport: bus route 200 — service standards
1731.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Public
Transport) In relation to bus route 200 City–Bulleen–Doncaster Shoppingtown in 2006 and 2007:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What were the patronage numbers.
How many times was the service cancelled.
How many times did the service run late by more than five minutes.

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

Total ticket validations on bus Route 200 were 462,643 for 2006 and 475,829 for 2007.

(2&3)
Information on the number of bus services cancelled and the number of bus services that ran late by more
than five minutes is not collected on an individual route basis. Contracted bus operators provide the
Department of Infrastructure with monthly service cancellations and late running data on an aggregate basis.

Public transport: bus route 201 — service standards
1732.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Public
Transport): In relation to bus route 201 City–Doncaster Shoppingtown (via Belmore Road) in 2006 and
2007:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What were the patronage numbers.
How many times was the service cancelled.
How many times did the service run late by more than five minutes.

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

Total ticket validations on bus Route 201 were 400,672 for 2006 and 414,902 for 2007.

(2&3)
Information on the number of bus services cancelled and the number of bus services that ran late by more
than five minutes is not collected on an individual route basis. Contracted bus operators provide the
Department of Infrastructure with monthly service cancellations and late running data on an aggregate basis.

Community services: Doncaster family
1734.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): Can the Minister please provide an update on the funding issues of a Doncaster
family which have dragged on for the last three years without resolution, specifically:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What are the family’s entitlements.
When will the monies be paid.
What is the status of the detailed planning proposal prepared by the family and delivered to the
Department on 27 October 2006.
Will the Minister meet with the Doncaster constituent as requested in efforts to resolve this matter.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
It is not considered appropriate to reveal private information relating to departmental clients and their families.

Police and emergency services: Ferntree Gully railway station — police attendance
1737.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services):
(1)
(2)

How many incidents requiring police attendance occurred at Ferntree Gully railway station in each
of the financial years 2000-01 to 2006-07 and for the first 6 months of the 2007-08 financial year.
How many assaults, robberies or other violent crimes occurred at Ferntree Gully railway station in
each of the financial years 2000-01 to 2006-07 and for the first 6 months of the 2007-08 financial
year.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Collation of information in the specific format sought by the honourable member represents an unreasonable
diversion of resources by the Department of Justice. Information on the 2006-07 crime statistics for Victoria can be
found on the Victoria Police website under About Victoria Police, Statistics, Crime Statistics. Further historical
information is available in hard copy at the State Library of Victoria.

Health: Ferntree Gully railway station — ambulance service attendance
1738.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Health): How many times has an ambulance attended the Ferntree Gully railway station in each of the
financial years 2000-01 to 2006-07 and for the first 6 months of the 2007-08 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The information you seek is not held by the Department of Human Services.

Housing: home loan schemes
1740.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate (for the Minister for Housing):
In relation to Victorian Government home loans schemes between 1984-90, such as CAPIL (Capital
Indexed Loans), the Deferred Interest Scheme and Indexed Repayment Loans:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many borrowers remain in the schemes.
How many borrowers have loans that are not expected to pay out in 35 years from the time the
loan was originated.
Are there any borrowers whose loan balance now exceeds the value of their home; if so, how
many and is the Government planning any action to assist those borrowers.
What is the estimated increase in asset value the Office of Housing has gained over its part
ownership in homes due to the increase in property prices as a result of entering into co-ownership
agreements with borrowers since the Home Loan Support Package was put in place.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The number of post 1983 home finance agreements in place as at 30 January 2008 was 2,094.

(2)

The expected pay out date of post 1983 loans depends on a range of factors that change from time to time. In
particular, the unique feature of the loans with capped repayments based on income means that changes in
borrower income significantly affect payout dates. Other factors which affect the date include interest rates,
extra repayments made by borrowers, and how and when borrowers choose to access the Home Loan Support
Package.

(3)

Using estimates of price movements based on Valuer General’s Office data it appears that the vast majority of
borrowers with a post 1983 loan should not have a debt that exceeds the property value. However, there may
be individual exceptions due to factors such as property condition and local market conditions. Provided they
have complied with the mortgage conditions, borrowers in this situation are eligible for support under the
Home Loan Support Package.

(4)

A formal valuation takes place when the co-owner elects to sell the property, or purchase the Director of
Housing’s share in the property. Only then can any gain or loss be determined.

Education: FOI Solutions
1749.

MR D. M. DAVIS — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): In table form, what was
the expenditure by the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development in each of the
financial years 2002-03 to 2007-08 inclusive on Mr Nick Batskos and his company FOI Solutions,
providing in each case —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

the date on which the tender or contract was entered into;
the matter involved;
the total expenditure by the Department on that matter;
the date on which the matter was finalised; and
whether the payments in each case were the result of a formal tender, or other formal process, or
were simply awarded to Mr Batskos.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development has not entered into any contracts with FOI
Solutions for it to provide advice to or act on the Department’s behalf in any matter.

Community services: disability services — specialist health services
1765.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to extra funding for children with disabilities announced on 28 March
2000:
(1)
(2)

What was the increase in funding to specialist health services for children with disabilities
between March 2000 and March 2004
How was the use of these funds evaluated.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question raised sits within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development.

Community services: child protection and care services
1766.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to a pledge of $7.8 million for improved child protection and care
services made in the 2000-01 budget:
(1)
(2)

How much of this funding was expended in the 2000-01 financial year.
How was the use of these funds evaluated.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$7.8 million

(2)

Through existing program and funding review mechanisms

Community services: child protection workers
1767.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $300,000 worth of funding promised in the 2000-01 budget to
develop an improved protective worker orientation program and a leadership development program:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How much of this funding was expended in the 2000-01 financial year.
How many workers went through the improved protective worker orientation program in the
2000-01 financial year.
How many workers went through the leadership development program in the 2000-01 financial
year.
Were these programs ongoing; if so, for what period.
How was the use of these funds evaluated.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$0.3 million.

(2)

It is not possible to determine attendance due to manual data storage constraints.

(3)

It is not possible to determine attendance due to manual data storage constraints.

(4)

Yes, since 2000-01.

(5)

Through existing program and funding review mechanisms.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 8 April 2008

COUNCIL

1181

Community services: family support
1768.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $1.7 million worth of funding promised in the 2000-01 budget for
the purpose of supporting vulnerable families:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much of this funding was expended in the 2000-01 financial year.
How many more vulnerable families were assisted in the 2000-01 financial year using these funds.
How was the use of these funds evaluated.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The entire allocation of $1.7m was expended in 2000-01.

(2)

It is not possible to quantify the number of vulnerable families supported due to data system limitations at that
time.

(3)

Through existing program and funding review mechanisms.

Community services: early intervention services
1770.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $1.8 million worth of funding promised in the 2000-01 budget for
improved early intervention services:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much of this funding was expended in the 2000-01 financial year.
What was the average waiting time for these services prior to the expenditure of these additional
funding.
What was the average waiting time for these services following the expenditure of the additional
funding.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question raised sits within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development.

Community services: family support
1771.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $250,000 worth of funding promised in the 2000-01 budget to
strengthen parent support:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How much of this funding was expended in the 2000-01 financial year.
How many extra Regional Parent Support workers were employed in 2000-01 financial year with
these funds.
What was the location of each extra worker employed.
How was the use of these funds evaluated.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The question raised sits within the portfolio responsibility of the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development.

Community services: family support
1787.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $1.7 million worth of funding promised on 6 September 2000 for
the Family Support Sector:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much of this funding was expended in the 2000-01 financial year.
Are these funds the same funds that were announced as part of the budget.
How was the use of these funds evaluated.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The entire allocation of $1.7m was expended in 2000-01.

(2)

Yes.

(3)

Through existing program and funding review mechanisms.

Senior Victorians: Nathalia hospital and aged care
1798.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Senior Victorians): In relation to the construction of the district hospital and aged care redevelopment in
Nathalia:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

Has construction begun; if not, when is construction expected to begin.
When is the completion date scheduled.
How much is the Government expected to spend on the redevelopment.
How much has been spent to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Construction is scheduled to begin in April 2008.

(2)

Completion of construction is scheduled for December 2009.

(3)

The Government estimates that a total of $18.0 million will be spent on the redevelopment.

(4)

A total of approximately $1.1 million has been spent to date on the redevelopment. This includes expenditure
on design fees, site surveying and preliminaries.
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Thursday, 10 April 2008
Education: Parliamentary Secretary for Education
801.

MR D. M. DAVIS — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): Between 25 November
2006 and 2 August, 2007, what support was provided for Ms Fiona Richardson, MP and at what cost, in
her capacity as Parliamentary Secretary for Education for —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

telephone and other communication support;
car hire and rental car access including dates, destination and purpose;
air flights, where to, on what date and how much did each flight cost;
meal and entertainment costs;
staff assisting her, their effective full time number and cost to the department; and
any other support or reimbursement provided including details of the nature and cost of the
support or reimbursement.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The accounts payment database for the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development was searched
using the applicable charge codes.
The only result of the search was telephone costs totalling $1,435.25.

Planning: ministerial expenses
959.

MR GUY — To ask the Minister for Planning: What furniture items and electrical goods were
purchased for the Minister’s private office since November 2006 and what was the total and itemised
cost of these items.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The total cost of furniture and electrical goods purchased for my private office was $47,526. The items were –
–
–
–
–
–
–

Television $359
Desktop PC $1205
Shelving, Storage and Joinery $14,325
Conference tables and Seating $22,289
Corporate Workstation $8,470
Ergonomic Chair $878

This is the first refurbishment of this office since the 1990’s. The furniture previously occupying this office has
been re-used, consistent with departmental policy.
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Agriculture: media and communications staff
1416.

MR D. M. DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Agriculture): For
the financial year 2006-07, what was the total amount spent on advertising and promotion by the
Department of Primary Industries and how many full-time equivalent staff were employed in media and
communications roles by the Department.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The total amount spent on advertising and promotion by the Department of Primary Industries which covers the
portfolios of Agriculture and Energy and Resources during 2006-07 was $6,287,488.51. This figure includes
advertising, printed material, design and publishing, multimedia, exhibitions, rural show displays, sponsorship,
promotional activities, public relations events, communications, and staff expenditure. There were 37.10 full time
equivalent staff employed in media and communication roles during that period.

Water: Mount Waverley Bowling Club
1650.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Water): In relation to the drainage systems around Mount Waverley Bowling Club: What are the last
three inspection dates that Melbourne Water attended the site.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The last three dates on which Melbourne Water inspected the drainage systems around the Mount Waverley
Bowling Club are 17 February 2008, 21 December 2007 and 22 December 2007.

Senior Victorians: World Elder Abuse Awareness Day conference
1801.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Senior Victorians): In relation to the World Elder Abuse Awareness Day in 2007:
(1)
(2)

How many people attended the 15 June 2007 conference hosted by the then Department of
Victorian Communities.
What was the estimated cost of this Conference.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

On 15 June 2007, 136 participants attended the World Elder Abuse Awareness Day.

(2)

The cost to conduct the World Elder Abuse Awareness Day conference was $19,253 (GST inclusive).
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Information and communications technology: broadband access,
902
Sale Primary School: Japanese program, 997

Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee: misuse/abuse of
benzodiazepines and other forms of pharmaceutical drugs in
Victoria, 1015

ELASMAR, Mr (Northern Metropolitan)
Bills

Bills

Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment (Carlton Gardens) Bill, 1071

Relationships Bill, 890
Health: services, 977
Members statements
Bushfires: fuel reduction, 856
Statements on reports and papers
Sustainability and Environment: report 2006–07, 1008

DEPUTY PRESIDENT, The (Mr Atkinson)
Distinguished visitor, 1055
Rulings, 986

Members statements
Heidelberg Primary School: award day, 858
Melbourne Markets: relocation, 858
Planning: Preston development, 1007
Victorian Amateur Football Association, 1007
Questions without notice
Government: performance, 850
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: Accommodation for People with a Disability,
1014

DRUM, Mr (Northern Victoria)
Bills
Relationships Bill, 894
Health: services, 970

FINN, Mr (Western Metropolitan)
Adjournment
K Road, Werribee: cliff fencing, 906
Police: chief commissioner, 1076

Hepburn Mineral Springs Bathhouse: redevelopment, 924
Bills
Members statements
Planning: Bendigo development, 1007
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: Planning for Water Infrastructure in Victoria,
1009

Relationships Bill, 898
Members statements
China: human rights, 915
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GUY, Mr (Northern Metropolitan)

iii

JENNINGS, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan) (Minister for
Environment and Climate Change and Minister for Innovation)

Adjournment
Planning
Mornington Peninsula, 1074
Shoreham development, 999
Bills
Relationships Bill, 884
Members statements
Electricity: supply, 1005
Points of order, 844
Questions without notice
Planning
Growth Areas Authority, 1046, 1047
urban growth zone, 843, 844

HALL, Mr (Eastern Victoria)
Adjournment

Adjournment
Responses, 1078
Bills
Co-operatives and Private Security Acts Amendment Bill, 1018,
1019
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Amendment Bill, 1058
Essential Services Commission Amendment Bill, 1021, 1023
Justice Legislation Amendment (Sex Offences Procedure) Bill,
1037, 1038
Police Integrity Bill, 1025, 1032
Questions without notice
Environment
biodiversity, 847
climate change summit, 845
Innovation: stem cell research, 1053
Solar energy: hot water systems, 941
Timber industry: Survey Road coupe, 852, 853
Water: national plan, 846, 847, 1045, 1046

VicForests: firewood contracts, 900
Bills
Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment (Carlton Gardens) Bill, 1066
Relationships Bill, 864
Members statements
Energy: clean coal technology, 1006
Questions without notice

KAVANAGH, Mr (Western Victoria)
Bills
Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment (Carlton Gardens) Bill, 1071
Relationships Bill, 870
Health: services, 979
Hepburn Mineral Springs Bathhouse: redevelopment, 925

Floods: Gippsland, 943
Questions without notice
HARTLAND, Ms (Western Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Emergency services: telephone alert, 902
Libraries: Colac, 996
Rail: station bicycle lockers, 1076
Bills
Relationships Bill, 894
Health: services, 965

Building industry: warranty insurance, 1052, 1053

KOCH, Mr (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
Greater Geelong: electoral review, 901
Libraries: regional services, 997
Bills
Relationships Bill, 898
Health: services, 975

Members statements
Felix Wilkins, 913
Questions without notice
Footscray: transit city, 936

Hepburn Mineral Springs Bathhouse: redevelopment, 944
Members statements
Geelong 2020 summit, 912
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KRONBERG, Mrs (Eastern Metropolitan)
Bills
Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment (Carlton Gardens) Bill, 1071
Relationships Bill, 877
Health: services, 980
Law Reform Committee
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Government
financial statements, 1050, 1051
performance, 850
Public transport: ticketing system, 940, 941
Wallan Secondary College: funding, 1048, 1049
Water: national plan, 937

LOVELL, Ms (Northern Victoria)

Property investment advisers and marketeers, 1005
Members statements
Ringwood Highland Games, 913
Questions without notice
Box Hill Hospital: redevelopment, 848, 849
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: Accommodation for People with a Disability,
1011

LEANE, Mr (Eastern Metropolitan)
Bills
Relationships Bill, 883
Health: services, 966

Adjournment
Preschools: special needs funding, 996
Rail: Shepparton line, 1072
Transport: Bendigo study, 900
Bills
Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment (Carlton Gardens) Bill, 1068
Relationships Bill, 874
Health: services, 967
Hepburn Mineral Springs Bathhouse: redevelopment, 927
Members statements
Police: regional and rural Victoria, 855
Petitions
Water: north–south pipeline, 854

Members statements
Allen Pearson, 856
Housing: South Croydon crisis accommodation, 1008
Ringwood Community Garden: potable water, 856
Questions without notice
Australian Automotive Research Centre: Anglesea testing facility,
1049

Points of order, 1001
Questions without notice
Water: national plan, 846, 847
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: Planning for Water Infrastructure in Victoria,
1016

Rulings, 959

LENDERS, Mr (Southern Metropolitan) (Treasurer)
Adjournment
Responses, 907
Bills
Co-operatives and Private Security Acts Amendment Bill, 900
Essential Services Commission Amendment Bill, 911
Police Integrity Bill, 995
Questions on notice
Answers, 854, 1054
Questions without notice
Ballarat Base Hospital: redevelopment, 938, 939
Box Hill Hospital: redevelopment, 848, 849
Floods: Gippsland, 943, 944

MADDEN, Hon. J. M. (Western Metropolitan) (Minister for
Planning)
Bills
Justice Legislation Amendment (Sex Offences Procedure) Bill,
1003
Relationships Bill, 1039, 1040, 1041, 1042, 1043, 1044, 1054,
1055, 1056, 1057, 1058
Questions without notice
Alcohol: late-night licences, 942
Box Hill: transit city, 851
Building industry: warranty insurance, 1052, 1053
Footscray: transit city, 936, 937, 1046
Planning
Growth Areas Authority, 1047
regional and rural Victoria, 935
urban growth zone, 843, 844
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Water: Goulburn River–Broadford pipeline, 1048
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PENNICUIK, Ms (Southern Metropolitan)
Bills

MIKAKOS, Ms (Northern Metropolitan)
Members statements
China: human rights, 858
Planning: sustainable development, 1008

Relationships Bill, 866, 1041, 1042, 1043, 1044, 1054, 1055, 1056,
1057
Members statements
Tahlia Gorfine-Seedsman, 912

Questions without notice
Textile, clothing and footwear industry: government initiatives,
853

PETROVICH, Mrs (Northern Victoria)
Adjournment

O’DONOHUE, Mr (Eastern Victoria)
Adjournment
Bena-Kongwak Road, South Gippsland: bridge, 1074
Rail: Lakeside station, 904
Weeds: control, 999
Health: services, 994

Insurance: fire services levy, 903
Maroondah Highway: Black Spur speed limits, 998
Bills
Relationships Bill, 882
Health: services, 961
Members statements
Gaming: Romsey, 857

Law Reform Committee
Property investment advisers and marketeers, 1005

Petitions
Wallan Secondary College: funding, 911

Members statements
China: human rights, 914
Zimbabwe: elections, 915

Questions without notice
Wallan Secondary College: funding, 1048, 1049

Petitions
Gaming: Cardinia, 854, 1003
Points of order, 986
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: Planning for Water Infrastructure in Victoria,
1013

PEULICH, Mrs (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Planning: residential zones, 1000
Schools: Monash closures, 1075
Bills
Relationships Bill, 895, 1056

PAKULA, Mr (Western Metropolitan)

Health: services, 986

Adjournment

Members statements

Brimbank: sporting facilities, 901
Bills

Transport: east–west link needs assessment, 859
Points of order, 889, 959, 1048

Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment (Carlton Gardens) Bill, 1064
Members statements
Transport: east–west link needs assessment, 915
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
Strengthening government and parliamentary accountability in
Victoria, 911
Questions without notice
Footscray: transit city, 1046

PRESIDENT, The (Hon. R. F. Smith)
Business of the house
Sound system, 843, 1003
Distinguished visitors, 843
Members statements
Hon. John Button, 914
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Innovation: stem cell research, 1053

Answers, 854
Rulings, 844, 889, 890, 908, 920, 941, 944, 945, 1001, 1048, 1076

RICH-PHILLIPS, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Air services: landing fees, 1077
Police: Frankston, 905

THEOPHANOUS, Hon. T. C. (Northern Metropolitan) (Minister
for Industry and Trade, Minister for Information and
Communication Technology and Minister for Major Projects)
Adjournment
Responses, 1000
Hepburn Mineral Springs Bathhouse: redevelopment, 947
Points of order, 920, 944

Bills
Relationships Bill, 860, 1040, 1041, 1043
Members statements
Invest Victoria: overseas offices, 1006
Questions without notice
Government: financial statements, 1050, 1051

SCHEFFER, Mr (Eastern Victoria)

Questions without notice
Australian Automotive Research Centre: Anglesea testing facility,
1050
General Motors Holden: climate change initiative, 939
Hepburn Mineral Springs Bathhouse: redevelopment, 850, 851
Information and communications technology: Australian
Interactive Media Industry Association awards, 1052
Port of Melbourne: container charges, 934, 935
Textile, clothing and footwear industry: government initiatives,
853

Bills
Relationships Bill, 875
Law Reform Committee
Property investment advisers and marketeers, 1003
Members statements
Farm World, 860
Questions without notice

THORNLEY, Mr (Southern Metropolitan)
Adjournment
Port Campbell: coastal erosion, 1073
Bills
Relationships Bill, 887
Hepburn Mineral Springs Bathhouse: redevelopment, 932

Environment: climate change summit, 845
Members statements
SOMYUREK, Mr (South Eastern Metropolitan)

Hon. John Button, 912
Questions without notice

Questions without notice
Information and communications technology: Australian
Interactive Media Industry Association awards, 1052

Water: national plan, 937
Statements on reports and papers
University of Melbourne: report 2006, 1012

TEE, Mr (Eastern Metropolitan)
Bills
Crown Land (Reserves) Amendment (Carlton Gardens) Bill, 1067
Relationships Bill, 872

TIERNEY, Ms (Western Victoria)
Bills
Relationships Bill, 878

Health: services, 980

Hepburn Mineral Springs Bathhouse: redevelopment, 921

Members statements

Members statements

Abortion: Tell the Truth pamphlet, 915
Water: Manningham and Whitehorse, 856
Questions without notice
Box Hill: transit city, 851

Skills stores: south-west Victoria, 857
Points of order, 944
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Questions without notice
Solar energy: hot water systems, 941
Statements on reports and papers
Moyne Health Services: report 2006–07, 1017

VINEY, Mr (Eastern Victoria)
Bills
Relationships Bill, 885
Health: services, 958
Questions without notice
Planning: regional and rural Victoria, 935

VOGELS, Mr (Western Victoria)
Adjournment
Lake Purrumbete: boat ramp, 904
Parks Victoria: Gibson Steps, 1078
Health: services, 978
Members statements
Australia 2020 summit: participants, 858
Questions without notice
Ballarat Base Hospital: redevelopment, 938, 939
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