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Tuesday, 19 August 2008
The PRESIDENT (Hon. R. F. Smith) took the chair
at 2.03 p.m. and read the prayer.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Audio webcasting of proceedings
The PRESIDENT — Order! I want to draw the
attention of the house to a slight change in the IT
system. Today for the first time the audio of the
proceedings of this house will be available on the
internet. The link to the webstreamed audio is on the
Parliament’s website at www.parliament.vic.gov.au.
This initiative has been developed by Hansard, with
support from IT and the library, and I note in particular
the work of Dennis Advani from Hansard in putting
this project together.
The webcasting of proceedings is a wonderful use of
the chamber’s new sound system and makes the
Parliament of Victoria more accessible to Victorians
and people all over the world who may be interested in
listening to the operations of Parliament.

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 5 August to
Local Government Amendment (Elections) Act.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Automotive industry: review
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
question without notice is to the Minister for Industry
and Trade. Does the minister support the Bracks
automotive industry review in full?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and Trade) — I thank the member for his
question. As the member is aware, unlike the
opposition the government put in a submission to the
Bracks review in which it outlined its position very
clearly. I might add, being somebody who has been in
this place for some considerable time, that when the
Labor Party was in opposition it regularly made
submissions to this kind of review because it was very
keen to put its policies up-front and to the Victorian
people. There are plenty of examples where we were
prepared to go and do the work and actually put our
views out there, but there are even more examples
where the current opposition has not been prepared to
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put a single view to any authority, to any board, to any
review or to anyone else, but it wants to come in here
and ask us about our submission.
I am happy to respond to the member by saying that our
views were put in our submission, which went to the
Bracks review. It was a public document, so
Mr Dalla-Riva is well aware of the position we put to
the Bracks review. The Bracks review has come down
with a good set of recommendations which will now be
considered by the federal government. Obviously the
two big issues in relation to that review are: firstly, the
level of the tariffs and secondly, the level of assistance
to the industry. In the event, the Bracks review came
down on the side of saying we should significantly
increase the level of assistance but decrease the level of
tariffs.
That was not the position we put to the Bracks review;
we put the view that tariffs should remain post 2015.
Certainly our view now would be that if there is to be a
reduction in the tariff levels, then the level of assistance
ought also to be taken into account. In other words, if
the Bracks review recommends a significant increase in
assistance, as it does, then we would be — and I think
the industry would be, the unions would be and the
workers would be — very disappointed if only one half
of the Bracks recommendations, that is, reducing the
tariff, were considered without agreement on the other
half of the recommendations, which is that the level of
assistance should be increased dramatically and
doubled in the case of the green car fund.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Before I ask
Mr Dalla-Riva whether he has a supplementary
question, I advise the house that I am reliably informed
by the manager of information technology that we are
online.
Supplementary question
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Given that the minister says there are two components,
is it not a fact that the former Premier, Mr Bracks, has
ignored the submission on tariffs that the minister put
forward.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and Trade) — The member is clutching at
straws and trying to make an issue out of something
that is not an issue. This is a serious issue for workers,
for the manufacturing industry and for the automotive
industry. We put up a position. It was a position based
on our view that tariffs should be retained at the current
levels and that the level of assistance to industry should
also be maintained. That was our position. In the event,
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the Bracks review came down with the view that the
level of tariffs should be reduced but the level of
assistance should be increased beyond what we had
suggested in our submission.
I again reiterate what I said to the member, that our
view is that one should go with the other: you should
not reduce the tariffs and then not increase the level of
assistance. That is our view at the moment. Unlike the
member, who is the opposition spokesperson, and
unlike the opposition, we put in a submission. It was
open to the opposition to put in a submission, but it did
not. We do not know what its position is: whether it
supports tariffs, whether it is against them or whether it
is neutral. It was not prepared to do the work to put in a
submission and be part of the debate; that is the
difference. We are part of the debate, and in that sense
we are relevant to the debate. The opposition is totally
irrelevant because it was not even prepared to put in a
submission.

Innovation: government policy
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question
is to the Minister for Innovation. As the minister is well
aware, this week marks National Science Week. In this
context I ask the minister to outline to the house how
the Brumby Labor government’s recently released
innovation statement renews and strengthens the state’s
support for science and technology, and how this will
lead to a healthy, sustainable and productive future for
all Victorians?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Innovation) — I
know the President welcomes Mr Leane’s question as
much as I do, because it provides me with an
opportunity to talk about something that he is well
versed in and understands. I am pleased that he joined
the Premier and me last week at Boronia to launch the
innovation statement, which is an important
commitment by our government to make sure that we
drive continuing innovation and capability within the
Victorian community, particularly as it relates to
science, technology and the application of more
productive activity. It underpins the economic
development of small and medium-sized enterprises
and underpins our productivity generally. That was the
feature of the innovation statement launched by the
Premier and me.
As Mr Leane acknowledged, it is National Science
Week. I had the privilege last week of being at an
important event at Government House where, on behalf
of the people of Victoria, we gave awards to some of
our outstanding scientific talent. Professor Peter
Colman was the recipient of the Victoria Prize, which,
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when mixed with our sporting metaphors of the
moment, is the equivalent of the gold medal. The
science week agenda is an opportunity to showcase
Victoria’s outstanding scientific capability.
Mrs Coote — What did he do?
Mr JENNINGS — Peter Colman is a scientist at the
Walter and Eliza Hall Institute for Medical Research.
He was one of the leaders in doing structural analysis of
the protein structures of various viruses and illnesses —
in this case influenza. His work led to the creation of a
number of important drugs that will protect this
community and the global community from the
potential for pandemics in the future.
I thank Mrs Coote for giving me the opportunity to
expand on that element of my contribution, because we
should be extremely proud that we have a scientist such
as Peter Colman. Our government understands the
importance of that work and the importance of our
institutions in Victoria.
It understands that the investments we have seen in
previous iterations of the innovation strategy have
supported that capability and led to great economic
outcomes for this state. We have estimated that
something of the order of $3.9 billion worth of
economic activity has been generated. But beyond that,
in terms of dealing with some of the most profound
challenges that confront our global community,
whether they be in biomedicine, whether they be in
climate change, whether they be in renewable energy or
whether they be in a whole variety of human
endeavour, the innovation strategy is designed to
support that capability. The $300 million we announced
last week will augment the approximately $700 million
that was announced by my colleague the Treasurer on
behalf of the government a few months ago. Altogether
we can identify something of the order of $1 billion
worth of programs in this current budget to support
innovation. Within the prism of the strategy but more
broadly in the areas of skills and IT development, in
terms of our approach to supporting renewable energy
programs and driving research and development across
a broad range of programs within the Victorian
government we are committed to innovation.
Within the strategy itself we make sure that we have
identified programs to build on our strategic capability
in science. We add to the possibilities for competitive
grants to be able to underpin strategic investments such
as the ones we have talked about in this chamber many
times — the synchrotron, the fantastic monoclonal
antibody facility that we opened recently at Monash
University and a number of other facilities such as
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Bio21. We want to make sure that we have the infill of
scientific capability so that our scientists can expand
their research and development, expand their skills and
develop international collaboration. We are trying to
take innovation further into the small and
medium-enterprise sector.
Mr Dalla-Riva interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Mr Dalla-Riva knows that there
is great capability in this community and great scientific
endeavour coming through the innovation portfolio,
and we have every reason as a community to be
extremely proud of that capability. We want to take it
further into clinical practice and commercialisation, and
that is what the strategy is designed to do. I look
forward to that on behalf of the government and on
behalf of the Premier, who continues to be totally
committed to this program and to this strategy.
The Victorian government will support greater
innovation and scientific capability and the
commercialisation of this great potential, not only for
our own community but for this nation and the world.

Public sector: investments
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Treasurer. Last year when questioned
in this chamber about the risk to Victorian government
investments flowing from his government’s decision to
invest in risky subprime instruments, the Treasurer said:
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alluding to the disgraceful article in last Saturday’s Age.
I say that deliberately, and I will go through what I
guess Mr David Davis is asking. Last year I was asked,
and the Premier was asked at the same time — it was
like synchronised swimming by the opposition in both
houses — whether we had — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Synchronised questioning.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Synchronised sinking; that is
right. We were asked whether the government had any
exposure to subprimes. My answer then was that the
VFMC (Victorian Funds Management Corporation)
and the Treasury Corporation of Victoria, our main
fund investors, had negligible direct exposure to
subprimes. Of course we have indirect exposure.
Mr Davis’s leader, Mr Baillieu, owns shares in banks,
for example, and banks have exposure to subprimes.
Everyone has some exposure to subprimes in a market,
but Mr Davis’s specific question asked what was the
particular exposure of the Victorian government.
Mr Guy interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Guy says, ‘How petty’. I am
putting it into context. People who invest in the
market — probably everybody on this planet — have
some indirect exposure to subprimes, and I do not say
that lightly.

I am confident that we have good governance in place …

On another occasion he said:
I am satisfied with the prudential guidelines.

Does the Treasurer now concede that these risky
investments will have a material effect on many
Victorian government departments and agencies and
that he was wrong last year to dismiss these concerns?
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I thank Mr Davis for
his question and send a cheerio to my mum on the
internet, because I know she will be listening. She has
got a computer and she will be listening, so cheerio to
my mum.
Mr Jennings — She is the only listener!
Mr LENDERS — I know that Mr Rich-Phillips’s
mother reads Hansard, and my mother listens to the
internet, so we have an audience of at least two.
Mr David Davis asked about my comments last year.
He talked about risky investments, and I assume he is

Regarding the issue of exposure, I first of all go to the
collateralised debt obligations, or CDOs, which the Age
was talking about. Anybody who actually looks at
CDOs will know that some of them have a subprime
exposure. Most of those referred to in the Age actually
deal with risky items — if that is the term that
Mr David Davis wants to use — like notes in BHP.
Today BHP Billiton had, if I recall correctly, a profit
half the size of the budget of Victoria, so I would not
mind having some risky CDOs in BHP Billiton paper!
If we are talking about exposure to CDOs, and if the
Age had the information right, if it had looked at what
Lehman Brothers said — it did not even check its story
properly, which it had an opportunity to do — —
Mr D. Davis interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr David Davis said I am
having a go at journalists. What I am saying is that
many people in Victorian charitable organisations —
whether they be part of the Catholic Church, the
Uniting Church, the Anglican Church or various
welfare organisations — were spooked on the weekend
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and thought their investments were under some sort of
threat because a newspaper could not bother checking
its story properly. That is an issue of some significance.
Going back to the Victorian government, there is one
Victorian government body that unequivocally has
invested in CDOs with a subprime exposure — that is,
the First Mildura Irrigation Trust — and my colleague
the Minister for Water has taken action against that
particular body. A number of bodies in Victoria have
some CDO exposure.
Mr D. Davis interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr David Davis says ‘Ah’, as if
he has struck the jackpot. He ought to learn and discover
that we have a prudential guideline in place — —
Mr D. Davis — There are losses.
Mr LENDERS — Mr David Davis says, ‘There are
losses’. I was informed the other day that a big school
in his electorate had an accumulation superannuation
fund that had a 17.6 per cent loss. If he talked to his
constituents, if he talked to some teachers in the
non-government sector who have accumulation funds,
he would find that most superannuation funds investing
in accumulation funds are operating on bad this year
because — surprise, surprise! — the equities market
has gone south, as it has across the planet and as it did
in 2002, after which it rebounded.
If Mr David Davis wishes to talk about losses, he
should look at the Victorian Funds Management
Corporation, which is the largest single investor on
behalf of the state of Victoria. If he looks at a five-year
period, he will find its average annual gross profit or
benefit has been 10.5 per cent. If Mr Davis suggests the
government should have put that in a bank, he would
find that had it done so Victorian taxpayers would in
the order of $6 billion worse off than they are with the
investment models we have been using.
I say to Mr David Davis: we have a prudential guidance
operation in place, much of it under the Borrowing and
Investment Powers Act. To my knowledge one
organisation in Victoria has breached that act — that is,
the First Mildura Irrigation Trust — and we know how
the government has responded to that. A number of
other bodies have prudential requirements under
different acts of Parliament, and I have asked my
department — as I have on a number of occasions — to
report to me on whether the model is appropriate. As a
government we will continue to adjust to what we need
to do.
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Mr D. Davis — So the guidelines might not be
adequate.
Mr LENDERS — I say to Mr David Davis that if
he is saying the guidelines are inadequate, he can
scaremonger, he can try to talk down the state of
Victoria, but if we had put the money in the bank over
the last five years — which he is perhaps suggesting —
Victorian taxpayers would be $6 billion worse off than
they are under the investment models the government
has used and operated under. On the other hand, those
in Baillieuland, who promise all things to all people —
they promise everything and are accountable for
nothing — have promised $10 billion more in the last
two years than can be delivered. We are proud of our
record. We have made a good return on taxpayers
money. We will continue to model it. It is best practice;
it is something that people in most jurisdictions look at
with some envy. We will continue to invest
appropriately in Victoria, to have a AAA bottom line,
to get the prudential guidelines right, to monitor and
observe these issues, but mostly to have confidence in
our financial sector.
We have confidence that this is a great state in which to
live, work and raise a family. It is not a place that
should be talked down. This is a time when we need to
put our shoulder to the wheel and be with our
businesses and our communities in going forward —
not talk down the state like Mr David Davis repeatedly
does.
Supplementary question
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I think
the Treasurer has essentially conceded that he is
reviewing the prudential guidelines and has asked for a
report on them. As the Treasurer has alluded to, and in
fact as has been reported, dozens of Victorian
departments and agencies will be significantly impacted
by losses on subprime investments. Aside from the
prudential report he has referred to, has the Treasurer
requested a report that summarises or examines the
Victorian government’s full exposure to subprime
investments? If so, on what date did he request that
report, and will he make it public?
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — Mr David Davis, I
presume, needs to go for a hearing test, or perhaps I am
not expressing myself clearly enough. Mr David Davis
erroneously says dozens of Victorian government
bodies have had large losses due to subprime exposure.
I suggest Mr David Davis read more than an article in
the Age and actually start going to those organisations.
Mrs Peulich — Answer the question.
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Mr LENDERS — Mrs Peulich is saying, ‘Answer
the question’. It is very helpful of her to suggest to me
that I answer the question. I inform Mrs Peulich that
this government is here 50 days a year answering
questions — unlike the disgraceful government she was
part of, which closed down Parliament.
Mr Davis Davis’s premise is that dozens of bodies are
exposed to subprime investments.
Mr D. Davis — And they are.
Mr LENDERS — He bleats that they are. He
actually looks like the former federal Treasurer, Peter
Costello, when he says that, even though he is in the
wrong faction.
Mr D. Davis — And you have not denied it.
Mr LENDERS — If Mr David Davis listens and
goes through the record, he will note that I have said
one — one — Victorian government body has had
subprime exposure that has been drawn to my attention,
and that is the First Mildura Irrigation Trust. For the
record, if Mr David Davis is so keen that we act, he
should have a word to his leader in the Assembly,
Mr Baillieu, who is reported in today’s Sunraysia Daily
as saying we should not have acted against the First
Mildura Irrigation Trust. Mr Davis’s leader thinks we
should be soft on bodies that expose taxpayers funds to
subprime investments, while his mouthpiece in this
house says we are not tough enough. Like the Liberal
Party, they are all over the place.
I say to Mr David Davis that before he comes into this
place he should understand what a collateralised debt
obligation (CDO) is. He should read about what it is. If
he bothers to look at what the Municipal Association of
Victoria thought of the Age article today — erroneous,
wrong — if he checks what a CDO is, if he thinks that
government bodies should not invest in CDOs when
you are talking about collateralised debt obligations in
relation to things like BHP Billiton paper and if he
thinks that is a risky proposal, then I suggest he put his
money under the pillow — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am sorry to interrupt
the minister, but I ask the woman in the gallery with the
camera who she is and what she is doing.
Interjection from gallery.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I did not hear the
answer.
Interjection from gallery.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! I suggest she did.
Mr LENDERS — In conclusion, I say to Mr David
Davis that he should stop scaremongering. To come
into this place and say, as he did, that dozens of bodies
have breached these guidelines is preposterous. It is
talking down the state. It is frightening investors. What
he should focus on is that we will continue to monitor
this situation.
As I said, collateralised debt obligations — CDOs —
are more than subprimes. If Mr David Davis thinks they
are just subprimes, then he should relinquish the baton
to any of the other people on his front bench.
Mr Rich-Phillips would not make that mistake. I dare
say not even Mr Wells, the member for Scoresby in the
Assembly, would make that mistake, and that is a big
statement. Mr David Davis should get his facts right,
stop talking down the state and focus on the fact that
investing in Victoria is one of those areas where, in a
government sense, Access Economics gave this state an
A-plus rating for transparency, which no other
jurisdiction in Australia got.
An honourable member — Your mum will be
ashamed of you!

Emergency services: volunteers
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — My
question is for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change, Gavin Jennings. Could the minister
inform the house how the Brumby government is
preparing for the coming fire season?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I thank Ms Darveniza for her
question and the opportunity to talk about our
firefighting effort, but for the benefit of Mr Lenders’s
mother and perhaps Mr Rich-Phillips’s mother, during
the course of Mr Lenders’s answer somebody entered
the gallery with a camera — probably to augment the
World Wide Web audio coverage — and the President
made a very timely intervention to make sure that we
do not have the visuals, because the world is perhaps
not prepared for the visual presentation of the chamber
at this moment!
But back to the subject that Ms Darveniza is imploring
me to talk about, which is our firefighting effort.
Victorians well know that we should be proud of those
in our community who stand up at times of adversity to
undertake fire emergency response and those who
mitigate against the fire risk by engaging upon
controlled burning and other fire mitigation activities.
Every year we as a community can be extremely
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thankful for the courage and capability of those who
fight fires on behalf of our community and our
environment.
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a greater capability in fighting those fires this summer
season and in the years to come.

Economy: performance
I take the opportunity to draw to the attention of the
house that some of our most experienced and capable
firefighters are returning to Victorian shores today after
spending more than a month in California. On behalf of
the Victorian government and on behalf of the
Parliament, I would like to congratulate them for going
beyond the call of duty and assisting in the California
firefighting effort. Those fires have bedevilled the
Californian community and indeed have been quite
prominent in terms of international media exposure
about the risk that has been evident in California.
I thank members of a number of Victorian agencies for
their firefighting effort. They include the nine who have
returned today: Mike Blackall, Caroline Douglass, Lee
Gleeson and Evan Lewis of the Department of
Sustainability and Environment; Mark Gilmore from
the Country Fire Authority; Craig Jeffs, Peter Teasdale
and Anthony Maxwell of Parks Victoria; and Mario
Malovic from Melbourne Water. We can be grateful
that their expertise has supported that firefighting effort.
They have great capacity in dealing with remote fires
and with management supervision of firefighting crews,
and in repelling fires through the use of aircraft and
their appropriate guidance and supervision.
I also remind the house that last week we sought
expressions of interest from firefighters to come
forward to support our effort in the next firefighting
season. There is currently an open process inviting
Victorians who believe they are capable, able and
willing to participate in our firefighting effort to put in
their expressions of interest within the next few weeks
to join the 1300 full-time firefighters that we have at
our disposal over the summer period. These firefighters
will be called upon somewhere between November and
March. Hopefully most of their activities will be in fire
mitigation, such as reducing fuel loads and putting in
fire tracks, and they will not be called upon to repel
fires or put out fires during the summer months, but it is
almost inevitable that there will be fires that will require
some degree of emergency response over summer.
We hope that people will put in those expressions of
interest. We will ensure that they are trained and
supported. In fact our firefighting effort for the last few
years has increased dramatically to make sure that we
support our firefighters at times of adversity and that we
have resources available at their disposal to support
their firefighting effort. We call on Victorians to put
forward their expressions of interest to join our
firefighting effort, so that we as a community can have

Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — My question is to the Treasurer. On
30 July the Premier told Parliament that economic
conditions in Victoria were ‘the toughest in 15 years’.
Two weeks later the Premier told the media that the
‘economic fundamentals are as good as you will ever
get’. How can the government claim that conditions are
the toughest in 15 years and at the same time are as
good as they will ever get?
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I thank
Mr Rich-Phillips for his question. I thank him for his
interest in these matters and particularly for listening to
what the Premier has to say. I thank him for that and for
the media analysis.
What the Premier said is correct and it is a quite simple
proposition. We have had 17 years of strong economic
growth and what we are seeing now are some
challenges to that economic growth. We obviously
have a narrowing or tightening of credit. We have seen
that. At the moment my own bank, the Commonwealth
Bank, has its standard variable mortgage rate at
9.58 per cent, which is higher than it has been for a
while. We also have some tightening of credit; we have
seen that. We have seen pressure from rising petrol
prices. We have seen pressure that has come through in
a range of areas — interest rates and petrol prices in
particular — and that is having an effect on slowing the
growth rate of the economy.
What we said in the budget, or what I presented, was
that we would continue to have economic growth but at
a slower rate. What I presented in the budget was that
we would have unemployment rising slightly. What I
predicted in the budget was a range of those economic
indicators which are actually happening pretty much as
predicted. The Premier was alerting us to the fact that
there are challenging things facing us at the moment but
he was also stating the obvious, that Victoria has a
strong and diversified economy which will position it
better than any of the other non-resource states to
actually respond to this. So the Premier’s statements are
absolutely consistent. We are facing more difficult
times than we have at any time in this 17 years of
growth that we have seen.
But, having said that, we will continue to have growth
at a slower rate. If we look at the resilience of the
Victorian economy, what we see is a demand for
housing which is strong there; and we see a very strong
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infrastructure pipeline which this government has been
building towards, whether it be for the water plan,
whether it be for the roads, whether it be for the rail,
whether it be for many other areas such as the
investment in social housing, investment in schools or
investment in hospitals. So we see a strong building
program, we see a diversified economy — —
Hon. T. C. Theophanous interjected.
Mr LENDERS — The rectangular stadium,
exactly, Mr Theophanous. We see arising out of the
budget and particularly targeted towards manufacturing
a reduction in payroll tax, a reduction in WorkCover
premiums and a reduction in land tax — and we see
packages. Mr Jennings mentioned the innovation
package before. My colleague Ms Allan, the Minister
for Skills and Workforce Participation, will have a
skills package; and Mr Theophanous is dealing very
well with the manufacturing sector in a time when the
dollar has been very strong.
With all those things coming together, the Premier was
correct to identify that out of a 17-year period of strong
growth this was more challenging than at any other
time in that 17-year period. He is absolutely correct to
predict that in a strong and diversified economy the
levers we have put in place and the measures we have
put in place position Victoria well, which is a very
diversified economy, to go forward with extraordinary
promise for this state. I do not see them at all as
inconsistent. In fact they are all part of the elaborate
story that is Victoria.
I thank Mr Rich-Phillips for his question. I look
forward to his supplementary question, which I am sure
will be to acknowledge the good work done by the
Bracks and Brumby governments to help diversify the
Victorian economy.
Supplementary question
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — Is the Treasurer aware of any advice
within Treasury that now casts doubt on the gross state
product growth forecast of 3 per cent?
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — As Mr Rich-Phillips
well knows, and as the Australian Financial Review
reported back on 15 January 2003, we are too
transparent, we report so many times. Twice a year we
put out economic forecasts: we put them out in the
budget and we will do a mid-year budget update
probably around mid-December, which will be a
revision of the forecasts. Quite clearly what we have
seen in the nation is a slowing of the rates of growth
that were predicted at the start of the year. We have
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seen the Reserve Bank go out of its way to actually
assist slowing the economy and we have seen the
commercial banks add to the interest rate rises. We
have also seen the dollar going up and down a bit like a
creature at Luna Park sometimes. It went up to
98 cents, and it is at about 88 cents now. We have seen
movement in the price of petrol. The last time I looked,
which was Friday, it was US$114 a barrel. It has
probably moved up or down a bit since then as well.
I will certainly release a mid-year budget update, which
will show where the Victorian Treasury forecasts the
economic parameters to be in November for that
mid-December announcement. I can certainly say to
Mr Rich-Phillips that what we predicted in the budget
was that growth would be at a slower rate than last year
and I am certainly confident that growth will be at a
slower rate than last year.

Economy: regional and rural Victoria
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — My question
is to the Treasurer. The Brumby Labor government has
a strong history of investing in our regions. In light of
this, I ask: how is the Brumby Labor government
continuing to make regional Victoria the best place to
live, work and raise a family?
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I thank Ms Pulford
for her question and her interest in this. Ms Pulford is a
great member for her regional electorate; she lives and
breathes regional Victoria.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr LENDERS — I take up the interjection. I
remember Ms Pulford when she was Jaala McDonald
from Castlemaine. She came down to Melbourne as a
student. Certainly Ms Pulford came from the country, is
back in the country, and understands the country better
than anyone opposite. Ms Pulford would never describe
regional Victoria as the toenails of the state, because
she comes from regional Victoria, is regional Victoria,
and is bringing up her family in regional Victoria.
I was distracted by that interjection, but the question
was: what is the Brumby government doing to assist in
the growth of regional Victoria? The first thing I would
say to Ms Pulford and the house is that 133 200 jobs
have been created in regional Victoria since we were
elected to government in 1999.
An honourable member — In Castlemaine?
Mr LENDERS — In Castlemaine and Ballarat and
right through the Western Victoria Region she so well
represents. The first thing we have done in regional
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Victoria is set the climate for the growth of jobs. It is
not as if — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr LENDERS — I hear always the interjection,
‘Thank John Howard’. John Howard did nothing to
create jobs in regional New South Wales, did nothing
for regional Queensland, did nothing for regional South
Australia, did nothing for regional Tasmania and did
nothing for regional Western Australia compared to
what has been happening in regional Victoria. It is the
investment in people and service delivery, whether it be
in health, because we do not close hospitals, we build
them and put health professionals in the bush; whether
it be in schools, because we do not close 300 rural
schools, we build schools and put teachers into place; or
whether it be in the building of roads and the regional
fast rail that lets Ms Pulford come to Melbourne from
her home in Ballarat so easily — the rail system which
those opposite mock is now delivering people in record
time to Melbourne.
It is not just in these areas. It is also in the farming
package that we put out recently to assist farmers: the
Future Farming strategy. It is three words: Future
Farming strategy. Jeff Kennett talked of toenails. We
talk of future farming strategies to assist in these times
to help a vibrant, growing industry in regional Victoria.
There is a range of things: this government listens, this
government acts and this government delivers. And
Ms Pulford embodies why regional Victoria is a better
place to live, work and raise a family.

Invest Victoria: investments
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Industry and Trade. A
key section of the minister’s department Invest Victoria
has lost $4.5 million in subprime investments. Will the
minister explain to the house why his department
invested in collateralised debt obligations and what
investment options have been lost for Victoria as a
result of his department’s careless loss of taxpayers
money?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and Trade) — The problem is that the member
opposite reads fairytales. It is one of the two: he either
reads fairytales or he reads the Age. I am not sure which
of the two he got his information from on this occasion.
I have to say to the member that my department,
including the section he referred to, is doing a fantastic
job in delivering jobs to Victorians.
An honourable member interjected.
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Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — He is just plainly
wrong. It is not possible to answer a question which is
based on incorrect information, but that has never
stopped Mr Davis in the past from fishing around. He
can fish around as much as he likes. The fact of the
matter is that his information was wrong in the first
place.
The second bit is that he has given me the opportunity
to talk about the real job creation that has occurred as a
result of the actions of my department, and specifically
that particular part of my department, I might say. Let
me just give him one example: since October 1999 this
government has facilitated $23 billion of investment as
a result of the actions undertaken by my department and
by the government — that is $23 billion in food, in
manufacturing, in information and communications
technology and in other sectors across metropolitan and
regional Victoria. As a result of that we had the
133 200 jobs in regional Victoria that the Treasurer
referred to earlier, but overall — throughout Victoria,
including the Melbourne area — we have generated
446 600 jobs since October 1999. That is more than
1000 jobs per month. It means that this government has
been able to generate a significant number of jobs over
the entire period — 446 600 — and a large proportion
of those are involved in the $23 billion of additional
investment attracted as a result of the actions
undertaken by my department and the government and
are directly related to the actions we have taken in
facilitating those additional jobs.
We are happy to stand by our record of achievement in
job creation, in growing the economy and in providing
for the kind of economic growth that has allowed us to
build schools and hospitals and to do all kinds of things
of that nature that have led to Victoria becoming such a
great place to live, work and raise a family.
Supplementary question
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I note
that the minister in his response did not deny that there
were some losses by Invest Victoria, and I now ask: has
the minister requested any investigation or report into
the management of public funds by the central
Victorian arm of his department, and if so, what are the
results of those investigations?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and Trade) — The member can fish around as
much as he likes on the basis of wrong and incorrect
information. His information is incorrect; he is wrong.
The numbers he quotes are completely made up by
him. There is no issue that he is seeking to raise. The
only thing occurring in my department that is relevant
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is that it is creating jobs. We are helping to create jobs
in Victoria, and we are happy to be judged on the fact
that under our government, unlike the opposition —
unlike Wendy Lovell and Bruce Atkinson, who are
both asleep for the whole of question time — we are
not asleep at the wheel. We are well and truly awake,
and we are creating jobs in regional Victoria.
Mr Atkinson — On a point of order, President, I
take exception to the fact that the minister suggested
that a couple of members of the opposition were
sleeping. It is totally incorrect, and the reality is that it
reflects badly on the members. I ask for him to
withdraw the remark.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am sure the Deputy
President knows full well that that is not a point of
order. I also remind him that if he were to take offence
at anything said within this chamber, he is entitled to
ask for it to be withdrawn. But I remind all members of
the house that it has to be offensive.
Mr Atkinson — I regard it as offensive.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Atkinson — President, I do regard it as
offensive because there is absolutely no substance to it,
and the minister made a remark which does — —
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — There are a lot of
witnesses here, Bruce!
Mr Atkinson — Then let them stand, because the
fact is that you are wrong, and to make such an
assertion as an offhand comment in an answer is just
outrageous. I find it offensive and ask that it be
withdrawn.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Bruce was
dreaming.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Whilst I understand
Mr Atkinson’s annoyance and I accept that he is taking
offence at the remarks made by the minister, I need to
be satisfied that they are objectively offensive. I have to
say that Mr Atkinson has made his point quite well —
it is on the record — but in my opinion it fails the test
of being objectively offensive.
Mrs Peulich — On a further point of order,
President, I concur with Mr Atkinson, although perhaps
on different grounds, that the minister was exploiting
the innovation in which you, President, have had a
significant role — being the webcasting of this
sitting — and he has taken a cheap shot in reflecting on
members. I believe that is disorderly.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! The house is more
than aware that there is no capacity to debate a point of
order. I am not sure what the member’s point of order
is, but she certainly has not got to it yet. I will give her
an opportunity to actually get to the point of order.
Mrs Peulich — President, the point of order I was
raising was that Minister Theophanous was reflecting
on the two members, whom he actually named, and that
that is unparliamentary.
The PRESIDENT — Order! They are in the
chamber. They have the capacity to defend themselves
and make the point on their own behalf. Mrs Peulich
has no capacity to make a point of order on their behalf,
unless they did not actually hear what was said. I have
already dealt with the matter and said the remarks were
not, in my opinion, offensive to the extent that would
require a withdrawal.
Mr P. Davis — On a point of order, I do not want to
labour the point, but I am seeking your indulgence,
President, to clarify a point for the chamber. If a
member were to make such a reflection on the Chair —
for example, that the President or Acting President was
asleep in the chair — would that be objectively
offensive? And if it were, surely the point of order
made by Mr Atkinson stands.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The fact is that a
comment made about the Chair in those circumstances
would be a reflection on the Chair, and I might take a
very different view.
Mr P. Davis — So it’s a double standard.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am not going to
continue with this. I have made it very clear that the
actual remarks were heard, the point has been made
about the member’s opinion et cetera and I do not
intend to labour the point.

Water: Geelong
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My question
is to the Minister for Planning. Can the minister inform
the house about recent action the Brumby Labor
government has taken to secure water supply for the
Geelong region?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
thank Ms Tierney for her question and her interest in
the issue of water, and particularly water supply in the
Geelong region, because it is a critical issue and one
that I know she is very conscious of and has been very
eager to see resolved.
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I am pleased to advise the house that recently I gave
approval to amendment C44 to the Surf Coast planning
scheme. C44 is a very important amendment because it
will facilitate the Anglesea borefield project. For those
in the chamber who may not be aware of the detail of
this, I am happy to provide them with it. The Anglesea
borefield project will extract up to 7000 megalitres of
groundwater per year from the Lower Eastern View
Formation aquifer, and it will ensure the reliability of
water supply to the Geelong region. Given climate
change and the prolonged dry period we are going
through, it is important that we secure water supply for
populated areas like Greater Geelong. This is all part of
the central region sustainable water strategy that this
government has been well and truly keen to see
enacted.

River sediments was conducted in the 1990s and that
no radionuclides were detected. The SEES
(supplementary environment effects statement) inquiry
received similar assurances but noted that no supporting
documentation was provided, so I contacted the Office
of the Environmental Monitor to ask it for copies of the
studies that Mr Bourke was referring to. I received three
documents, none of which refers to the presence or
otherwise of radionuclides in Yarra River sediments.

It is very important because there are a number of
related conditions that are worth recognising. I am
requiring Barwon Water, which is the proponent of this
project, to make sure it prepares a groundwater
monitoring regime, a construction and environment
management and mitigation plan and a native
vegetation offset plan. These are all critical
qualifications to the securing of this water, and all of
these plans must be approved by the Department of
Sustainability and Environment before the project can
commence. This is part of the overall process by which
Barwon Water will receive a bulk entitlement, but what
is important about that bulk entitlement to extract
groundwater under the Water Act 1989 is that that bulk
entitlement will specify the parameters for the volume
and the timing of the extractions as well as the
requirements to monitor the performance of the aquifer.

Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I thank Ms Pennicuik for her
question. I believe — in fact I am informed — that in
the supplementary EES (environment effects statement)
process there were various analyses undertaken, and I
think that as far back as 1995, as referred to in the
question — —

All these conditions ensure that whilst the water is
being extracted it is monitored and accounted for and
that we put in place very strong and stringent
environmental conditions. It is expected that the project
will commence in spring 2009, and it is another
example of the Brumby Labor government taking
action to secure the future of Victoria and making sure
that the regions as well as Melbourne are even better
places to live, work and raise a family.
Ordered that answer be considered next day on
motion of Mr VOGELS (Western Victoria).

Port Phillip Bay: channel deepening
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change. On 24 July, in answer to questions
from the media, Mr Mick Bourke, the independent
monitor for the channel deepening project, made a
statement to the effect that a thorough study of Yarra

Given that it appears there are no publicly available
studies on the presence or otherwise of radionuclides in
the Yarra River sediments, does the minister know of
any studies that the Port of Melbourne Corporation has
relied upon that either confirm or deny the presence of
radionuclides in Yarra River sediments?

Mr Barber — So the SEES is the document?
Mr JENNINGS — No, the supplementary EES
considered these matters. I am sure the member is well
versed in physics and well versed in the nature of the
material she is referring to. There is low background
material; it is right across the globe, as I am sure she is
aware. Thanks to incidents such as Chernobyl and to
nuclear proliferation going back even earlier than that,
there are background levels of contaminants that exist
in the environment subsequent to those events and also
subsequent to the presence of a number of heavy metals
that might exist in very low levels but have very long
half-lives.
In fact the material in relation to this matter has been
gathered and examined. Despite the fact that the
member is shaking her head, I am informed that this
advice has been considered and that very low levels of
this material were ever in that consideration. In terms of
providing advice I believe that the independent monitor
would have acted in good faith on the basis of the
evidence and the advice that he received and that
subsequently I have received.
Until this question there has never been any doubt
about the authenticity or the reliability of the evidence
that was considered within the supplementary EES. I
am happy to take advice based upon the member’s
examination of the material furnished to her to test the
veracity of that. I indicate to the member that this is a
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matter that I am somewhat informed about. I have been
informed about it and I have taken advice on this
matter, and my advice is contrary to the proposition in
the member’s question.
Supplementary question
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — As
the minister would be aware, I have looked at the
documents. None of them refers to Yarra River
sediments, although some of them refer to Port Phillip
Bay in a wider sense. The minister is saying to me that
he has advice. Will he provide that advice publicly?
There is nothing publicly available about radionuclides
in the Yarra River sediments so that people can be
assured that the material that is being dredged around
the former CSIRO and Defence Science and
Technology Organisation sites and put into the middle
of Port Phillip Bay is free from radionuclides — and
not just at background levels.
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — As I indicated in my substantive
answer, I have been advised that these examinations
and these reports exist and they have been considered in
the context of the EES. If I am privy to any advice
beyond that, I am happy to share it with the member
beyond what is publicly available.

Information and communications technology:
VicFibreLINKS program
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Information and
Communication Technology. Could the minister inform
the house how online access for Victorians has been
recently boosted by the Brumby Labor government?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Information and Communication Technology) — I
thank the member for his question. If we are going to
have webcasting of the house, then it is important that
that webcasting goes to as many Victorians as we
possibly can get to. I was very pleased to see that part
of the innovation statement Innovation — Victoria’s
Future that was introduced by my colleague the
Minister for Innovation, Gavin Jennings, along with the
Premier referred to the $20 million program called
VicFibreLINKS, which is designed to boost
connectivity across Victoria. This program will go to
providing better optic fibre capacity in strategic
regional markets.
One of the things we have done as a government is get
ahead of the other states by spending money on
delivering high-speed internet into regional Victoria. It

3073

is one of the reasons we were able to create 133 200
jobs. We were wanting to place regional Victoria in a
competitive advantage by rolling out fibre into those
regions before anyone else. That is why we took the
opportunity to roll out fibre along the railway lines, to
get fibre to every school in Victoria and to get access
through that fibre to a whole range of centres in
regional Victoria.
This new initiative will deliver over 1000 kilometres of
competitive fibre-optic infrastructure to Victoria’s
underserved regional centres. Large regional centres
like Geelong, Ballarat, Bendigo and the Latrobe Valley,
which are well served with more than one provider of
fibre infrastructure, will then be supplemented by other
important areas with growing populations having a
strong regional industry and government presence,
making sure that they are not held back in terms of their
competitive capabilities through a lack of broadband
access.
There is a rapid demand for high-speed mobile data. It
means the demands on regional backhaul or network
and hub connectivity are only going to increase in the
future, which is why VicFibreLINKS is so important.
We have not simply waited for the federal government
to roll out fibre across the whole of Australia through
its programs. What we have done is take action and put
money into the system ourselves. This is a further
$20 million towards building that infrastructure ahead
of time, and it is putting us ahead of the rest of
Australia in relation to the delivery of this important
service and important infrastructure in Victoria.
There are many other initiatives in the innovation
statement which go to ICT (information and
communications technology) development, but I might
say about ICT — and I will certainly have more to say
about the ICT industry in the Victorian industry and
manufacturing statement when it is released — that the
Productivity Commission in one of its reports found
that 1 per cent of the 3.2 per cent labour productivity
growth in the 1990s, which is about a third of the labour
productivity growth in the 1990s, was directly
attributable to ICT. If we want to increase our
productivity, then ICT is going to play an incredibly
important role in doing that, and that was confirmed in
the figures from the Productivity Commission as well.
It is important that it forms part of our industry and
manufacturing statement going forward as well, and I
look forward to delivering that statement and delivering
further jobs into Victoria, particularly in regional
Victoria, in the future.
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2.

support for ensuring access to palliative care and pain
management to all those Victorians who need it;

Answers

3.

consideration is given to international research which
demonstrates that when pain is removed or alleviated,
the desire to live is reinstated among those who suffer
chronic pain;

4.

acknowledgement of cases where even individuals who
sign an agreement to voluntary euthanasia do and have
changed their minds when faced with death;

5.

draw attention to the tragic and illegal ‘euthanasing’ of
hundreds of people including many elderly patients in
public hospitals who have never agreed to voluntary
euthanasia in jurisdictions which have a voluntary
euthanasia regime, such as Holland.

Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I have answers to the
following questions on notice: 549, 669, 683, 793, 944,
963, 969, 980, 981, 985–8, 999, 1005, 1008, 1012, 1034,
1035, 1044, 1159–62, 1193, 1241, 1242, 1343, 1356,
1370, 1372, 1756, 1884, 1893–1916, 1989, 2011, 2023,
2029, 2034–7, 2042, 2054, 2055, 2076, 2079–82, 2135,
2175, 2181, 2187, 2201, 2204, 2212, 2215, 2217, 2218,
2220, 2238, 2241, 2245–7, 2249–54, 2273, 2281, 2290,
2291, 2293, 2321, 2328–34, 2346, 2398, 2401, 2404,
2430, 2507, 2515, 2517, 2519, 2521–23, 2525–32, 2535,
2536, 2589, 2594, 2595, 2597, 2599, 2606, 2607, 2609,
2611, 2612, 2615, 2616, 2623, 2625, 2634, 2635, 2637,
2639, 2644–50, 2670–2, 2675, 2677, 2679, 2681–90,
2707, 2709, 2710, 2764, 2774–9, 2786, 2787, 2789,
2796, 2813–21, 2824, 2826, 2827, 2829, 2838, 2843,
2866, 2867, 2869, 2894–9, 2906, 2907, 2909, 2912,
2923, 2934–47, 2949, 2960, 2967, 2971, 2982, 2986–8,
3005, 3009, 3061, 3084, 3087, 3093, 3100, 3102, 3116,
3117, 3120, 3125, 3145, 3150, 3151, 3153–7, 3159,
3161–4, 3166, 3168, 3171, 3181, 3184–3286, 3251,
3259, 3290, 3293–3303, 3305–9, 3311, 3313, 3314,
3316–26.
Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — President, I seek an
explanation to an unanswered question I have had on
the notice paper for 84 days — I refer to question
no. 2960 — so long as it is not included in the current
list of answers to questions on notice which has just
been circulated, and I do not think it is. It is addressed
to the Minister for Planning for a direct answer. I
emailed the minister’s office last week and now
formally seek an explanation as to why I do not have an
answer to that question.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
understand it is on the list.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Euthanasia: legislative reform
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council serious concerns
about the Medical Treatment (Physician Assisted Dying) Bill
2008 and any regime which allows voluntary, active
euthanasia and urges:
1.
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members of the Legislative Council to not proceed with
passing laws which allow the taking of life of another;

The petitioners call on the members of the Legislative
Council of the Victorian Parliament to vote against this bill
which will legalise euthanasia in Victoria.

By Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(2800 signatures)
Laid on table.
Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan).

Water: north–south pipeline
To the Honourable the President and members of the
Legislative Council assembled in Parliament:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council its opposition to the
proposed building of the north–south pipeline by the Brumby
Labor government which will steal water from country
Victorian farmers and communities and pipe this water to
Melbourne. We believe there are better alternatives to
increase Melbourne’s water supply such as recycled water
and stormwater capture for industry, parks and gardens and
therefore call on the Legislative Council to oppose the
construction of the proposed pipeline.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

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

Abortion: legislation
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of RMIT University students and staff members,
of the state of Victoria, draws to the attention of the
Legislative Council that we support model C for abortion law
reform in Victoria.
Model C represents a clear and fair law. It is the only option
which reflects current community values, fully respects
women’s reproductive rights and choices, and is in line with
the abortion laws of the ACT and Canada.

FAMILY AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
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The petitioners therefore request that the Council supports
model C for abortion law reform in Victoria.

For Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) by
Ms Pennicuik (172 signatures)
Laid on table.

Monash Freeway: noise barriers
To the Honourable the President and members of the
Legislative Council assembled in Parliament:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council the Victorian
government’s failure to upgrade sound barriers where
required along the Monash Freeway between Warrigal Road
and Huntingdale Road as part of the current expansion of the
Monash Freeway.
We oppose the upgrade where no systematic provision has
been made to reduce the impact of increased traffic volumes
and noise on residents whose properties are impacted by the
widening of the Monash Freeway.
The petitioners therefore request that the Victorian
government take action to reduce the increased noise impact
on local residents of the Monash Freeway expansion by the
installation of state-of-the-art noise abatement barriers to a
standard equivalent to that required of CityLink and EastLink.

By Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan)
(128 signatures)
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The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council proposals within
government to remove legal protection for children before
birth in Victoria.
Unborn babies are the most vulnerable and defenceless
members of our society and, as such, need the full protection
of Victorian law. Abortion kills unborn children and often
permanently damages their mothers.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
rejects any move to decriminalise abortion in Victoria.

By Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
(1026 signatures)
Laid on table.

FAMILY AND COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
Involvement of small and medium size business
in corporate social responsibility
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) presented
report, including appendices, together with
transcripts of evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be printed.

Laid on table.
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I move:

Wind energy: planning guidelines
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The humble petition of the residents in the state of Victoria
draws to the attention of the house the detrimental impact on
the residents of Inverleigh, Buckley, Winchelsea and
Gnarwarre surrounding the Mount Pollock-Winchelsea wind
farm development with regard to noise, shadow flicker and
CASA required lighting. Current policy and planning
guidelines for development of wind energy facilities in
Victoria are vague and provide ample opportunity for
exploitation leaving residents suppressed of their rights to be
protected by the laws of the land.
The petitioners request that the Brumby government
immediately review the current policy and planning
guidelines for development of wind energy facilities based on
new data, new science, environmental, social and economic
viability.

By Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) (78 signatures)
Laid on table.

Abortion: legislation
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:

That the Council take note of the report.

In doing so I take the opportunity on behalf of the
Family and Community Development Committee to
thank the many individuals and organisations who
made written submissions to the committee and to those
who participated in the public hearings and forums we
conducted. I also acknowledge the contribution of my
fellow committee members — the members in the other
place: the chair, Jude Perera, the member for
Cranbourne; the deputy chair, Jeanette Powell, the
member for Shepparton; Mary Wooldridge, the
member for Doncaster; and Wade Noonan, the member
for Williamstown; as well as Adem Somyurek and
Bernie Finn from this place. I also acknowledge the
considerable work of the Family and Community
Development Committee secretariat, Mr Paul Bourke,
Dr Tanya Caulfield and Ms Lara Howe.
The final report on the involvement of small and
medium size businesses and their corporate social
responsibility makes a number of recommendations to
the government that the committee believes will assist
the owners and operators of these businesses to make
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their contribution to their local communities easily and
a lot more effectively.
I am sure members of the house will find this report
informative and useful, and I commend it to them.
Motion agreed to.

Tuesday, 19 August 2008
Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 —
Notice pursuant to section 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to
Statutory Rule No. 86.
Notice pursuant to section 32(4)(a)(iii) in relation to the
Building Code of Australia 2008.
Melbourne City Link Act 1995 —

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE

CityLink and Extension Projects Integration and
Facilitation Agreement Seventeenth Amending Deed,
24 July 2008, pursuant to section 15B(5) of the Act.

Regulation review 2007

Exhibition Street Extension Twelfth Amending Deed,
24 July 2008, pursuant to section 15D(6) of the Act.

Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) presented
report, including appendices.

Melbourne CityLink Twenty-sixth Amending Deed,
24 July 2008, pursuant to section 15(2) of the Act.
Melbourne Cricket Ground Trust — Report for the year
ended 31 March 2008.

Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

Alert Digest No. 10
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) presented Alert
Digest No. 10 of 2008, including appendices.
Laid on table.

Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes:
Bass Coast Planning Scheme — Amendments C57 and
C69.
Boroondara Planning Scheme — Amendments C72 and
C84.
Campaspe Planning Scheme — Amendment C49.

Ordered to be printed.

Casey Planning Scheme — Amendment C109.
East Gippsland Planning Scheme — Amendment C55.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND
INFRASTRUCTURE COMMITTEE
Mandatory ethanol and biofuels targets in
Victoria
The Clerk, pursuant to Parliamentary Committees
Act, presented government response to committee
report.

Greater Shepparton Planning Scheme — Amendment
C89.
Hepburn Planning Scheme — Amendment C16.
Hindmarsh Planning Scheme — Amendment C6.
Hume Planning Scheme — Amendment C105.
Indigo Planning Scheme — Amendment C46.
Kingston Planning Scheme — Amendment C91.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 —
Minister’s Order of 18 July 2008 giving approval to the
granting of a license at Sandringham Beach Park
Reserve.
Minister’s Order of 19 July 2008 giving approval to the
granting of a lease at Tasma Terrace Reserve.
Minister’s Orders of 22 July 2008 giving approval to the
granting of leases at Rosebud Tennis Club Reserve (two
papers).

Knox Planning Scheme — Amendment C75.
Maribyrnong Planning Scheme — Amendment C54.
Melton Planning Scheme — Amendment C66.
Monash Planning Scheme — Amendment C77.
Moonee Valley Planning Scheme — Amendment C89.
Moreland Planning Scheme — Amendment C86.
Northern Grampians Planning Scheme — Amendment
C10.
Towong Planning Scheme — Amendment C16.
Warrnambool Planning Scheme — Amendments C46
and C59.
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Whittlesea Planning Scheme — Amendment C110.
Wyndham Planning Scheme — Amendments C101 and
C106.
Yarra Planning Scheme — Amendment C87.
Retail Leases Act 2003 — Minister’s determination of
22 July 2008 relating to premises not constituting retail
premises, pursuant to section 5(1)(e) of the Act.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:
Estate Agents Act 1980 — No. 97.
Fisheries Act 1995 — No. 92.
Local Government Act 1989 — No. 96.
National Parks Act 1975 — No. 93.
Supreme Court Act 1986 — Nos. 94 and 95.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Ministers’ exception certificates under section 8(4) in
respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 93, 94 and 95.
Ministers’ exemption certificates under section 9(6) in
respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 72, 76, 92, 93, 96 and 97.
Minister’s infringements offence consultation
certificates under section 6A(3) in respect of Statutory
Rule Nos. 73, 74 and 75.
Water Act 1989 — Reasons for Determination to restructure
First Mildura Irrigation Trust and Lower Murray Urban and
Rural Water Corporation pursuant to section 87(2)(b)(ii) of
the Act.

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, 20 August 2008:
(1) order of the day no. 4, resumption of debate on motion
and amendment to motion relating to Catholic school
funding;
(2) the notice of motion given this day by Mr Dalla-Riva
relating to manufacturing industry strategies;
(3) order of the day no. 5, resumption of debate on the
second reading of the Local Government Amendment
(Disclosure) Bill 2008;
(4) notice of motion no. 20 standing in the name of
Mr Barber relating to the production of certain
documents; and
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(5) order of the day no. 2, resumption of debate on the
second reading of the Medical Treatment (Physician
Assisted Dying) Bill 2008.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Buses: Bendigo
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — The state
government has continued to ignore Bendigo’s Mitchell
Street bus issue, which arose after changes were made
to the city’s bus timetable. Whilst the community has
welcomed the addition of more bus services, the
concentration of many of those services at just a few
bus stops in Mitchell Street has caused problems for
traders along the popular shopping strip. At peak times,
such as between 3.30 p.m. and 4.00 p.m. on weekdays,
the footpath outside some businesses is often packed
with up to 100 people waiting for buses. This high
volume of people has caused some problems in
Mitchell Street, including an increase in shoplifting
from some businesses and even violence in the street.
Rather than address the concerns of all interested
parties, which is what the community asked for, the
government’s Department of Transport recently
surveyed only bus passengers regarding the location of
bus stops. This survey was almost identical to one the
department completed earlier this year, which also
failed to canvass other interested parties such as traders
and shoppers. Traders have called for a bus interchange
and multilevel car park to be developed one block from
Mitchell Street to reduce congestion in the main
thoroughfare, but their idea has been ignored. Bob
Cameron and Jacinta Allan, who are the members for
Bendigo West and Bendigo East in the Assembly, have
done nothing to appease the concerns of traders and
have refused to listen to traders’ pleas to relocate any of
the Mitchell Street bus stops or explore the traders’
alternative plan.
As one Bendigo media outlet reported last week, the
City of Greater Bendigo has gone to great lengths to
diffuse parking because putting it all in one spot would
cause traffic mayhem. I quote:
It seems while it is not OK for cars to create traffic and
pedestrian congestion, it is OK for buses to, especially
state-government-subsidised buses.

The Brumby government cannot continue to ignore the
concerns of Mitchell Street traders and other parties — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.
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Tertiary education and training: teacher
salaries
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) —
Teachers are the backbone of our government school
and TAFE systems, which educate the majority of
Victorian students. Victorian TAFE teachers have not
had a pay increase since September 2006 and their
salaries are as much as $26 000 behind those of
teachers in state primary and secondary schools. It is
difficult to see how it is possible to attract and retain
qualified and experienced tradespeople to work in the
TAFE system on a starting salary of $42 000. A recent
survey of TAFE teachers found that nearly
three-quarters had thought about leaving in the last
12 months and more than half see themselves working
elsewhere within five years. Poor pay is not the only
issue affecting TAFE teachers. Six out of 10 are
currently employed on short-term contracts. The high
rate of casualisation in TAFE is a prime reason many
do not see a future for themselves in the TAFE sector.
Everyone is talking about the skills shortage, and the
need for more places in TAFE colleges for Victorians
who want to improve their skills and qualifications is
clear. The government is proposing to increase fees for
TAFE courses, which is unlikely to raise student
numbers. The government should concentrate on
improving the pay and working conditions of TAFE
teachers to attract and retain the best staff so that
students receive the quality training they need and
deserve.

VicForests: harvesting and haulage contracts
Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — I draw the attention
of members in this chamber to the fact that a sawmill in
Cann River closed yesterday. The closure has directly
cost nine people their employment, and the impact of
that will be spread across a far greater number of
people, including the families of those workers and
those who supply services to the mill. The closure was
brought about because VicForests was unable to meet
the contracted timber supply to that mill. I might add
that while the mill owner was closing the gates on
Monday several trucks were going through Cann River
with timber product on board to be processed in Eden
in New South Wales.
I have previously advised the government that
VicForests is incapable of running an efficient and
sustainable commercial timber industry. This latest
incident is not an isolated one. Other mills in East
Gippsland have informed me of the trouble that they
have had with VicForests in terms of getting a reliable
supply of product to the mill gate. I might add that this
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comes on top of the mismanagement that VicForests
recently demonstrated again with harvest and haulage
contracts, particularly in eastern Victoria. Again I
repeat that only four of the 14 harvest contracts were
actually awarded by VicForests, leaving many people
unsure about their future, unsure about their jobs and
unsure about their economic circumstances, given that
much equipment is a direct financial liability to some of
those previously employed in the industry.
I again call upon the government to get rid of
VicForests because it simply is not performing
efficiently and is letting down the timber industry,
particularly in East Gippsland.

Community cabinet: Hume and Whittlesea
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I, along
with many of my parliamentary colleagues, attended
the state government community cabinet visit to Hume
and Whittlesea on 13 August. Members of the local
community were invited to submit proposals and ask
questions from our government leaders. I believe that
this face-to-face communication and consultation by
government is far superior to any other. I was pleased
to be able to shake hands with the locals and discuss
with them community issues that they feel strongly
about. I appreciate the efforts of the Hume and
Whittlesea councils. It was not an easy event to
organise but they did it well and I congratulate them.

John Ilhan Memorial Reserve, Westmeadows
Mr ELASMAR — On another matter, the Premier
and I attended at the naming of the John Ilhan
Memorial Reserve to commemorate the life and passing
of John (Crazy John) Ilhan. John was a great
community supporter. He was known by many as a
self-made man. He made many millions of dollars in
his business ventures but he also believed in giving
back to the community. His generosity was legendary.
He is now being honoured by our state government and
the Hume council, by the naming of the John Ilhan
Memorial Reserve. His good deeds will never be
forgotten by the community he served and by the
family who loved him.

Olympic Games: Australian athletes
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
would like to commend all the athletes across the
sporting codes who are currently representing Australia
in Beijing in both the Olympics and Paralympics and
all those who have missed out as well, in addition to all
those who helped them get there — and, of course,
those who have missed out over the years.
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Olympic success depends upon many factors, some of
which are in the athletes’ control but many of which are
not. Strong forward planning is vital. Australian
shot-putters Justin Anlezark and Scott Martin may have
done better if they had not had to wait 25 minutes
between their throwing attempts.

expect all that from the Greens. What we did not expect
and what we do not accept is the Greens traumatising
residents in areas of social disadvantage. These are the
people the Greens profess to care about, and they show
it by deceiving them with phoney and scurrilous claims
about their homes.

There is also a need to have the resources and the
facilities that foster that Olympic dream, the sort of
facility that we saw at Olympic Park, which is steeped
in Australian sporting history and which saw John
Landy achieve his great success in selflessly helping
Ron Clarke in the memorable national
championship — and he still went on to win. This
venue reminds us of our Olympic tradition. It was the
first in the Southern Hemisphere and it is also the venue
which fired up many Olympic dreams in Victoria and
Australia. Unfortunately this venue is soon to close due
to a very, dare I say, questionable deal with the
Collingwood Football Club. I believe that the relocation
of Olympic Park athletics to Albert Park is a retrograde
step for our athletes and our sport. The prime time for
athletics is February and March. That is when the grand
prix is on. The government should rethink and serve the
athletes well by the doing the right thing.

Ayaan Hirsi Ali

Transport: east–west link needs assessment
Mr PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — Recently,
the offices of Labor MPs in the inner west have been
approached by a number of residents who were
extremely distressed and of the belief that they were
about to lose their homes. In most cases, the approaches
have come from residents who are economically
disadvantaged or who come from
non-English-speaking backgrounds.
It became pretty clear pretty quickly that these residents
had been the victims of a disinformation campaign run
by the Greens regarding the Eddington report.
Government MPs had to point out to these residents
that Eddington had earmarked no specific roads and no
specific homes and that the government had not
decided which parts of Eddington, if any, to implement.

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — Ayaan
Hirsi Ali was in Australia earlier this month. Sadly, her
visit, like her visits to most places, had to be kept secret
for security reasons. Ayaan Hirsi Ali is a courageous
and remarkable woman. Born in Somalia, she fled to
Holland after her father arranged to marry her to a
distant relative. In Holland she became an advocate for
the independence and equality of women and was
elected to the Dutch Parliament. By turning her back on
the religion she was born into, she earned the wrath of
Islamic extremists. This wrath culminated in 2004 with
the murder of her friend, Theo Van Gogh. Attached to
Van Gogh’s body was a threat to kill Ali. This led to a
series of events that eventually forced her to flee
Holland for the safety of the United States.
Australia rightly prides itself on its religious tolerance
and freedom. However, we should not think that what
has happened to Ali could not happen here. Religious
and other freedoms are not guaranteed so much by
charters of human rights — Holland is a signatory to
the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European
Union — but rather by a culture that cherishes liberty,
independent institutions and the ability to choose
without fear the path that is right for the individual.
If you are born into religious freedom and tolerance, as
is the case for most Australians, it is easy to take those
freedoms for granted. Someone such as Ayaan Hirsi Ali
is a reminder to us that liberty should never be taken for
granted, and indeed should be fiercely protected and
defended. I congratulate her on her courage, and
America for providing her the safety that Europe could
not.

Sam Armas
The Greens have already handed down their verdict on
Eddington. They support rail initiatives, even though, I
should point out, there may be property acquisitions
required if there were to be a rail tunnel. But the Greens
have told motorists in the middle and outer west to
‘stick it’ — no new river crossings and no new roads
for them. Car drivers in the west are to be punished,
sacrificed on the altar of green ideology.
In the inner west a consequence of the Greens’ position
would be that the trucks remain on local roads. We

Mr KAVANAGH (Western Victoria) — On 4 June
I sent an image to members of both houses of this
Parliament. The image was of Sam Armas, soon after
surgery had been completed on him while he was still a
21-week-old foetus. In the photo Sam extends his arm
through an incision in his mother’s abdomen and grasps
his surgeon’s finger. It is quite a well-known photo and
is not new. Sam is now a happy, healthy, eight-year-old
boy.
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Those who assert that there is a right to kill the unborn
have two major advantages. The first is that their
victims are anonymous. The second is that many of the
victims do not look like the people we see around us
every day. The picture of Sam Armas as a 21-week-old
foetus obviously exposes both of these failures of
reason. The image makes it perfectly clear that human
life begins well before birth and, just as science and our
intellect and our knowledge tell us, the victims of
abortion are indeed human beings.

$10 000 for what they were already selling, because of
Brumby government legislation. Most, if not all,
question the process of the licence contracts and how
the contracts were arrived at. The concerns expressed to
me included problems with the technology of the
agency terminals, slow and inefficient hardware and
slow, cumbersome and behind-the-times software — it
is about five times slower than the Tattersall’s
technology. Other concerns were weak signals and
machines being off the air far too often.

The image provoked strong responses. In addition to
vitriol and anger, someone called me ‘a very sick man’
to send such an image and concluded angrily, ‘This is
the picture of a premature baby’. That was precisely the
point of the picture. I ask that leave be granted to
incorporate a black and white — —

The machines work on the mobile phone next
generation band, and as we know in rural and regional
Victoria this continually drops out. The prize structure
is wrong. A spot 10 on Intralot pays $100 000, whereas
Tattersall’s spot 10 paid $1 million. When people go
and have a flutter they like to see that they are going to
win $1 million. Keno sales have plummeted by the
week because of the technology used — customers just
walk away in disgust. Victoria had a system which was
working well. It was simple and quick. It is a complete
furphy to say that more competition among the
providers was needed when this does not deliver one
extra cent for the gambler. From my observations and
from listening to both the agents and the consumers, I
have found that there have been no winners in Victoria
since the introduction of Intralot.

The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Crime: Knox
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I would like to
congratulate the government and Knox police for their
success in achieving a 6.2 per cent drop in the Knox
police service area’s overall crime rate. The latest
Victoria Police figures show a 17.7 per cent drop in
assaults in Knox and a 21.3 per cent decrease in
burglaries. In view of this success I was somewhat
surprised by a joint press release from the members for
Scoresby and Ferntree Gully in the other place. In that
release Mr Wakeling, the member for Ferntree Gully,
claimed that, ‘Crime is on the rise in Knox’. This claim
is unbelievable. It is completely unfounded and is
contrary to the police statistics. It is no wonder the
Knox Journal, in reporting on this release, ran the
headline ‘Libs can’t back up their stats’. I congratulate
the Knox journalist, Mr Tan, for his investigative
journalism and for exposing the blatant misinformation
and deception contained in the media release.
I call on the Liberal Party to level with the public, to
stop knocking Victoria’s hardworking police and to
stop creating unnecessary anxiety in the community.
The police are delivering a better and safer Victoria.
They deserve our thanks, not unfounded and spurious
criticism from the Liberal Party.

Intralot: agency costs
Mr VOGELS (Western Victoria) — Last week I
spent some time in my Western Victoria Region
electorate visiting newsagents and Tattslotto agencies to
listen to the chorus of concerns voiced to me since the
introduction of Intralot in Victoria. Agents had to pay

Bayside: library technology
Mr THORNLEY (Southern Metropolitan) — On
11 August I had the pleasure of joining Bayside City
Council representatives at the Bayside library for the
launch of the first locally developed radio frequency
identification (RFID) solution for public libraries. This
is a terrific technology. The old system had up to seven
different tags on each individual book, all of which had
to be managed and integrated. This has been replaced
by a single RFID tag. This technology was developed
by FE Technologies, a division of the Geelong-based
company Express Promotions, and had support from
the Victorian government. It is a credit to that company
and Bayside council that this terrific new technology
has been implemented at the Bayside library.

Melbourne High School: careers expo
Mr THORNLEY — On another matter, I was
fortunate to represent the Minister for Information and
Communication Technology in opening the national
information and communications technology careers
week and careers expo at Melbourne High School on
1 August. It is important to realise that we have a
shortage of IT graduates for this fast-growing and
successful industry. This careers fair, including the
government’s theme of ‘ICT: Start Here, Go

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Tuesday, 19 August 2008

COUNCIL

Anywhere’, will help to promote the industry. I
congratulate Renee Hoareau, the executive officer of
the Victorian Information Technology Teachers
Association, and everyone who was associated with it.

Auburn Primary School: facilities
Mr THORNLEY — Finally, on another matter, I
was at Auburn Primary School last week and looked at
its facilities. I want to give the school a commitment
that the issues raised will be addressed aggressively by
me.

VicForests: harvesting and haulage contracts
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — This week one
of two green timber sawmills operated by Hallmark
Oaks Pty Ltd at Cann River has been forced to stop
production because VicForests has cut off its wood
supply. The proprietor, Bob Humphreys, has put the
nine employees at the mill on cleaning-up work until
the end of the week; then they will be out of jobs until
the mill is able to secure a supply of wood. The second
Hallmark Oaks mill has about a week’s supply of wood
before it faces the prospect of ceasing operation, with
more job losses. This is Cann River’s main industry and
main employer, and it is devastating for the town.
With the second round of tendering for timber
harvesting and haulage contracts still proceeding as a
result of VicForests having made a hash of the tender
process, VicForests is holding a gun at the heads of the
contractors. It is forcing them to meet its commitment
to deliver wood to mills over the border at Eden — that
is, wood harvested from Victorian forests — thus
bypassing mills on the Victorian side of the border in
East Gippsland. Bob Humphreys has watched in
disbelief the spectacle of truckloads of wood rumbling
through Cann River on the way to Eden as the supply to
his mill has run out. This is typical of the
mismanagement by VicForests and its patently
arrogant, shabby treatment of the timber industry in
Victoria, a situation the government endorses to the
detriment of a mainstay industry in East Gippsland. I
urge the Treasurer to act urgently to ensure Victorian
timber industry jobs are not lost because of this fiasco.
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health criteria of the Safe Drinking Water Regulations
2005.
At present the Macarthur water supply is sourced from
a local groundwater bore which has always contained
levels of arsenic derived from natural mineral deposits
within the volcanic sub-terrain. This project will ensure
that Macarthur has a reliable drinking water supply that
meets all regulations and expectations with regard to a
safe and high-quality water supply. The project will
begin in October and will be completed in February
2009. I would like to acknowledge Wannon Water for
its financial contribution to this project and also the
community of Macarthur, which has been involved in
every step of the project and has been very supportive. I
particularly thank Henry Byron and Bernie Warren.

Water: north–south pipeline
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — It is time
for the Premier, Mr Brumby, and his band of merry
yes-men to listen to the people, to listen to Mother
Nature, to listen to the local water authorities and to
turn the tap off on the north–south pipeline project. A
recent statewide survey by the Herald Sun showed that
a staggering 96 per cent of the 4425 people who voted
in the poll were against the north–south pipeline — so
much for Mr Brumby’s attempt to pit the city against
the country.
An announcement last week by Goulburn-Murray
Water confirmed that the drought has left it
440 000 megalitres short on water to cover its operating
requirements. I was intrigued to read that even
Mr Madden, our Minister for Planning, was forced to
acknowledge that there may be no water to pump down
this white elephant in the making, and yet they
steamroll on.
Although this government is rushing through with the
construction of this pipeline without ensuring adequate
safeguards for the environment and with total disregard
for the future of our river systems, it would appear that
it is unable to act with equal haste to ensure the
promised food bowl modernisation comes on stream in
time to provide this so-called ‘new water’ for
Melbourne’s lawns and loos.

Water: Macarthur supply
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — On Tuesday,
5 August, I had the pleasure of representing the
Minister for Regional and Rural Development in
officially announcing the Macarthur water supply
project. The $557 000 project, to be partly funded under
the Brumby Labor government’s Small Towns
Development Fund, will allow Macarthur to meet the

My understanding is that there will be a five-year gap,
so where will the water come from? Given that the
water authorities have projected practically zero
irrigation allocations for at least the first two years that
the pipeline will be in operation, then Melbourne will
be stealing from the environmental reserves vital to
keep our rivers, including the Goulburn and the
Murray, flowing and alive. I urge this government and
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my colleagues in the house to put our future ahead of
city ministers’ egos and — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

Shepparton: recycling and litter prevention
campaign
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — Recently
I was pleased to announce to the Greater Shepparton
City Council a grant for recycling and litter prevention
in public places. Although Shepparton has excellent
recyclers in homes, we need to encourage residents and
visitors to take the same action when they are in public
places. This grant is going to support litter prevention
and recycling activities in public places, specifically
within the Maude Street Mall. The grant of $8000 will
implement a cigarette butt litter education,
communication and enforcement campaign around the
mall.

Warracknabeal: showgrounds redevelopment
Ms DARVENIZA — I was also pleased recently
when I was in Warracknabeal to announce a grant of
just under $54 000 for the redevelopment of the
Warracknabeal showgrounds. The annual
Warracknabeal show is a major highlight for the
community. Following a storm, the pavilion was
destroyed. These funds are going to ensure the
construction of a new pavilion, the installation of
internal and external lighting and ceiling fans as well as
the supply of electricity to the young farmers shed and
to the centre of the arena. The showgrounds are also
home to a wide range of local recreational and sporting
activities.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.

CANCER AMENDMENT (HPV) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 June; motion of
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Industry
and Trade).
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — I rise to
speak in support of the Cancer Amendment (HPV) Bill.
The purpose of the bill is to amend the Cancer Act
1958. It is simple and straightforward. In fact it is
probably one of the more straightforward bills that you
will ever see. It is very important, though, to the next
stage in the fight against cervical cancer. It enables the
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reporting of tests in relation to precursors to cancer,
such as the human papilloma virus, or HPV, and allows
those test results to be forwarded to organisations that
maintain a prescribed register.
This piece of legislation is the next step towards
fighting cancer in women, in particular cervical cancer.
Every year hundreds of thousands of Australian women
undergo a Pap smear test. Cervical cancer affects
around 1900 Victorian women every year and is the
second most prevalent cancer in women. Unfortunately
breast cancer still holds the dubious honour of being the
most common, and more work needs to be done there.
As our community ages, there seem to be higher rates
of certain diseases which are linked to gender — breast
and cervical cancer in women, and prostate and
testicular cancer in men. Each needs to be treated
through education and regular testing to determine the
disease, preferably in the earlier and more easily treated
stages of these diseases.
I will refer to some of the burden-of-disease figures that
relate to the Macedon Ranges, Mitchell and
Murrindindi shires and to Greater Bendigo City
Council. These are startling incidences over just a small
snapshot of time.
In the city of Greater Bendigo in 1996 there were
52 incidences of breast cancer; in 2001 there were 72.
In the Mitchell shire in 1996 there were 14; in 2001 the
number was the same. In Murrindindi shire in 1996
there were nine; in 2001 there were eight. In Macedon
Ranges shire in 1996 there were 24; in 2001 there were
25.
Interestingly there are no figures in the
burden-of-disease table relating to cervical cancer, but
it lists ovarian cancer. In Bendigo in 1996 there were
five cases; in 2001 there were six. This is the most
insidious cancer, which is very difficult to detect. The
tests that are currently used to detect this particularly
nasty cancer often provide false and worrying results
and cause unnecessary worry; it is a difficult cancer to
predict and people should be on the lookout for the
early detection signs. In Mitchell in 1996 there were
two incidences; in 2001 there was, luckily, none. In
Murrindindi in 1996 there was one incidence; in 2001
there was zero. In the Macedon Ranges in 1996 there
were three cases; in 2001 there was none.
It is also startling to look at the figures for prostate
cancer in men. I raise this as an issue, because I believe
it is an issue that needs to be focused on. While it is not
the primary focus of the bill in front of us, the issue still
needs to be raised to highlight men’s health. In Bendigo
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in 1996 there were 53 incidences; in 2001 there were
61. In Mitchell in 1996 there were 16; in 2001 there
were 13. In Murrindindi in 1996 there were 14; in 2001
there were 10. In the Macedon Ranges in 1996 there
were 23; in 2001 there were 17.
I have highlighted those because they are insidious
diseases that take a lot of management and have a great
impact on communities. The more tests, checks and
measures that we have available to our community the
better off we are with early detection. Incidence and
mortality rates are also listed in the information I have
before me, and I will get to those later.
The bill seeks to reduce the impact of one cancer — we
have looked at others previously — and that is cervical
cancer. Currently the act allows for test results for
cancer to be forwarded to an appropriate register such
as the Victorian cervical cytology register. It does not
currently allow for the test which relates to the human
papilloma virus, which is linked to cervical cancer. This
bill allows for precursor conditions such as HPV to be
reported and recorded on a prescribed register. It is
important to note that that is an innovation. It also
allows for other precursors to be reported once a
prescribed register is established for these records to be
held.
The previous federal government is to be applauded for
establishing and introducing in April 2007 a vaccine
against certain strains of HPV for young women
between the ages of 12 and 26. Thanks to the Howard
government’s initiative, young women between those
ages now receive free vaccinations. I believe this
initiative will have a positive effect on reducing the
incidence of cervical cancer in our younger generation
in the future. It is important to note that this vaccine is
available free to women up to the age of 26. This fact is
one which should be promoted in the wider community.
I am sure that a lot of young girls are aware of that, but
it still needs to be promoted. I am sure that it is not
always clear to that demographic that this inoculation
would be of benefit. It is something that women of my
generation would have gladly taken up had the option
been available to them. Some of us have gone past that
point, and obviously the risks are higher in our age
group. However, these young women have an
opportunity to protect themselves against this disease.
I would be remiss at this stage if I did not commend
CSL, formerly the Commonwealth Serum Laboratories,
for its role in the innovation, commercialisation and
development of Gardasil. We should congratulate CSL
on this most important work.
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The cervical screening program was implemented in
1991 and its major objective was to reduce morbidity
and mortality from cervical cancer by maximising early
detection. The outcome data indicates that prevention,
detection and treatment programs continue to be
successful in reducing cervical cancer incidence and
mortality. In 1991, when this program commenced, the
incidence of cervical cancer in women between the
ages of 20 and 69 was 17.1 new cases per
100 000 women, and mortality in women aged 20 to 69
was 4 deaths per 100 000 women. The incidence of
cervical cancer has declined to 8.9 new cases per
100 000 women in 2004 and mortality to 2 deaths per
100 000 women in 2005. It is important to note that we
do have a decline in mortality rates which is quite
significant.
Cervical cancer was the 18th most common cause of
cancer mortality in Australian women in 2005,
accounting for 216 deaths in 2005 compared with 329
in 1991. The age-standardised mortality rate from
cervical cancer halved between 1991 and 2005 from
4 deaths per 100 000 women to 1.9 deaths. During this
same period, among women aged 20 to 69 the rate fell
from 4 to 2 per 100 000 women. One of the things we
should note is that mortality rates for cervical cancer
increase with age. The highest mortality rate in the
2002–05 period was in women aged 85 years and over,
with 14.3 deaths per 100 000 women. Again, I think
that refers back to the importance of those younger
women being now offered the cervical cancer vaccine
which will act as a preventer. Hopefully we will see a
continued decline in the years to come as a result of this
opportunity.
This bill complements the work already in place to
detect and reduce the incidence of cervical cancer. It is
important to note the proposed amendments provide
continuance of the current provisions of the act which
require that individuals are informed of their right to
object to their test results being recorded, or to choose
not to have their results recorded in the first instance.
On a personal level, many of the women I have spoken
to about this bill — and I speak to women of all age
groups on a variety of subjects as part of keeping
myself informed of what my constituency thinks and
feels about a range of things — assure me that a regular
Pap smear test is about as popular with them as a visit
to the dentist. But, as it turns out, most of them have an
appreciation of the importance of this for their health.
Just as with a regular visit to the dentist, we all know
that we should make and keep appointments for our
health and wellbeing. If we can ensure that education
continues to make sure the health messaging is clear,
my hope is that we can continue to reduce cervical
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cancer and other cancers in our community. I am happy
to add my support to this bill and commend it to the
house.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I, too, would like
to contribute to the debate on the Cancer Amendment
(HPV) Bill today and in doing so would like to
acknowledge that The Nationals in coalition will not be
opposing this legislation. We are quite supportive of the
fact that testing for cervical cancer is effectively going
to be broadened and that the definition of a cancer test
is going to be taken out so that we do include all of
those precursor tests. The precursor signs are very
common; they are active in nearly all of the invasive
cervical cancer situations we find. By being able to test
those other aspects of the cancer, we will hopefully be
in a position to identify those women at risk at a far
earlier stage.
The human papilloma virus is common in all of the
situations that lead to cervical cancer. Cervical cancer is
not all that rare in younger people, but by the time
women in our society reach their 70s and 80s it
becomes more common to the extent where it is quite
common among women approaching the end of their
lives, even though the survival rates are still very
strong. As Donna Petrovich mentioned, we now find
that the mortality rate is sitting at around 2 in 100 000.
That is two too many; even if we do everything we
possibly can, it will still be barely enough.
The objective of this amendment is to facilitate the best
practice for cervical cancer screening and the treatment
of women with abnormalities of the cervix. This
amendment will also ensure that Victoria is able to
meet the new guidelines issued by the National Health
and Medical Research Council in July 2006. We are
also going to make sure that we have the framework for
the reporting of test results on other precursors to
cancer, if that becomes desirable in the future. That is
very important. As science takes us forward and we are
able to identify these early signs from pre-cancer
testing, we will need to do everything we possibly can
to reflect these new findings, including amending the
legislation. It is an area in which we need to be active.
The government talks long and loud about preventive
medicine and care. But it is worth noting that the rate of
people in this state contracting cancer is about 70 every
day. Whilst this bill deals with only one type of cancer,
the figure struck me as being very close to the number
of people who start smoking every day. We now know
that there is a direct link between people who smoke
and the rate of cancer in Australia. Therefore I again
stress the fact that the government cannot keep making
the hollow claim of being active in the field of
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preventive medicine and trying to put in place health
prevention measures while still refusing to tackle the
issue of youth smoking. Whilst we continue to have
50 young people taking up the habit of smoking every
day in this state, the government continues the
same-old, same-old promotion. The government has to
take a deep look at itself and somehow or other cast a
critical eye over what it is doing about youth smoking.
Only about a month ago we had the opportunity to
debate this issue in relation to the youth smoking bill,
which I introduced into this house, but the lower house
did not want to have the debate. The lower house is in
effect saying that we will just keep doing what we have
been doing in relation to youth smoking. We know that
some 50 young Victorians are going to start smoking
every day, and yet the government has brought into the
chamber another cancer bill. Obviously we will do
everything we possibly can to support the government
in its work, but we also need the government to be
genuine in its claim that it is serious about preventive
health-care measures.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Greens are pleased to support the Cancer Amendment
(HPV) Bill 2008, which, as Ms Petrovich so eloquently
said, is a fairly simple bill which amends the Cancer
Act 1958 to include tests for precursors to cancer, in
particular the human papilloma virus. As Mr Drum
correctly said, it is a very common virus, with four out
of every five women having it at some stage in their
lives. The human papilloma virus can increase the risk
of cervical cancer, but most women who have it do not
go on to develop cancer.
We all know that cervical cancer is a serious disease. I
know from personal experience that, like most cancers,
it is very unpleasant to get it and die from it. That is
what this bill is about: preventing deaths from cancer. It
is always best in the health sphere to look at prevention,
because prevention works better than cure. We are
definitely supporting the bill from that perspective.
I note that the bill follows changes to the National
Health and Medical Research Council guidelines,
which state that where a woman has a high-grade
abnormality of the cervix, tests for the human
papilloma virus and any other follow-up tests will
determine her future management. The bill also enables
the Victorian Cervical Cytology Register to collect and
record test results in accordance with the NHMRC
guidelines. I note that the Australian Medical
Association has advised us of its view that where
legislation does not allow for the NHMRC
recommendations to be followed, that legislation should
be amended, which is what we are doing here today.
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Ms Petrovich said that for women their usual
two-yearly Pap smears is a bit like going to the dentist,
but you are supposed to go to a dentist every six
months, so it is good we do not have to have a Pap
smear every six months. I certainly have my Pap
smears, as do most of my friends. However, I am
concerned that some women, particularly older women,
do not have Pap smears. That can be due to things like
personal shyness et cetera. I knew a woman who was
like that. She did not have her Pap smears because she
was too shy to have them, but told her family she was
having them. Unfortunately, and very unhappily, she
ended up with cervical cancer, which eventually took
her life, so we still have a long way to go.
I urge the government to step up its education
campaigns on the importance of these preventive
measures. Had the test on this woman been carried out,
her life may have been saved, and I am sure there are
others in the same category and situation. I urge the
government to step up its education campaigns in the
community, particularly in schools, on the human
papilloma virus and other sexually transmitted diseases
in particular, and on the importance of having regular
Pap smears. With those few remarks, the Greens
support the bill.
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I am very
pleased to rise and make a contribution to the debate on
the Cancer Amendment (HPV) Bill 2008. I would like
to pick up on some of the comments that were made by
one of the previous speakers on the opposition side,
Mr Drum. He talked about the government’s ‘hollow
claims’ and the Brumby government speaking ‘loud
and long’ about preventive disease, but in fact it is
Mr Drum’s claims that are hollow. I take this
opportunity to remind Mr Drum and other members of
this house of the many initiatives that the Brumby
government is taking to tackle the challenge that cancer
poses to us as a community. You only have to look at
the last budget to see that large amounts of money have
been dedicated to funding both the investigation into
the causes of cancer as well as its treatment. The
Brumby Labor government is absolutely fair dinkum
about stepping up to this challenge and putting its
money where its mouth is so that we can effectively
tackle cancer.
I also remind Mr Drum and others of the new
$150 million cancer action plan, the aim of which is to
fast-track life-saving cancer treatments. This plan is at
the head of the government’s $233.3 million state
budget package that is specifically designed to tackle
chronic diseases. The cancer action plan aims to
increase cancer survival rates for Victorians by a further
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10 per cent by 2015. We have not only put money there
but have also put targets in place for tackling cancer.
As well as investing in the cancer action plan in the last
state budget, we are also investing in innovative
preventive measures and the treatment of cancer as well
as research initiatives worth some $24 million to reduce
major risk factors and avoidable cancer deaths. We are
investing in effective screening so there can be early
diagnosis.
We are also providing funding of $78.8 million so that
the Victorian Cancer Agency can link various cancer
research projects, many of which are being conducted
by scientists across Victoria. This state leads the way in
much of the biotechnology and innovative research that
is going on not only here in Australia but right across
the world. That funding of $78.8 million will help the
Victorian Cancer Agency not only to link cancer
research projects throughout Victoria but also to
fast-track how that research can be used to deliver
life-saving treatments to the Victorian community.
On top of the $150 million cancer action plan, we have
also delivered funding of $25 million for the
development of the Olivia Newton-John Cancer Centre
at the Austin Hospital, which will bring together all
facets of cancer care and research in one centre.
We have also increased the rates of cancer screening.
Effective screening is very important so that cancer can
be detected early, which increases the effectiveness of
treatment. As other members have already mentioned,
it is very important that women understand the need for
prevention and that they take the time to be screened for
cancer. Today’s bill deals with cervical cancer but there
is also screening for breast cancer, which is free for
women over the age of 50 years. It is vitally important
that women not only take the time to be screened but
also speak to other women — family, friends and
colleagues — about the importance of being screened,
because early detection means there can be early
treatment and with early treatment women have a
greater chance of success in having their cancer cured
or at least minimising the effects cancer might have on
their bodies.
It is easy for Mr Drum to come in here and say that the
Brumby Labor government makes ‘hollow claims’ and
that we simply speak loud, but there is money and
innovation behind our speech, as well as high-tech
biotech. Considerable amounts of money go into
research, prevention and education as well as the
treatment of cancer.
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This bill amends the Cancer Act 1958 and will enable
the Victorian cervical cytology register to lawfully
collect and record women’s test results for the human
papilloma virus, together with follow-up Pap smear
results to determine future treatment and management
of particular women. This bill is necessary because we
need to be able to collect this additional information to
ensure that that information can be utilised by health
professionals for the most appropriate management of
particular women, given their circumstances.
As a government we are committed to the prevention,
treatment and research of cancer, which has resulted in
a world-leading increase in survival rates. New
treatments have meant that women are surviving for
longer than five years without relapse. Despite this
record, cancer remains Victoria’s biggest killer and the
cause of immense suffering within our community.
Every day some 70 Victorians are told that they have
cancer and every year some 1900 Victorian women
develop cervical cancer. That is a lot of people, so we
cannot underestimate the importance of education and
the collection of valuable data. It will ensure that
women get the very best treatment and the very best
clinical care. With early intervention comes effective
treatment and prevention of the disease.
The primary object of the amendments contained in the
bill before us is to ensure best practice in cervical
cancer screening and treatment. Effective screening will
mean that abnormalities in the cervix are detected early
and that those women will get the very best treatment
as early as possible. Whilst the act currently enables the
results of tests for cancer to be forwarded to a
prescribed register, the Victorian cervical cytology
register, the definition of ‘cancer test’ does not extend
to the test for precursors to cancer, such as the human
papilloma virus, and the amendments contained in the
bill will ensure that that happens.
Victoria has one of the highest participation rates for
cervical screening in the country, and that is reflected in
the continuing decline of cervical cancer deaths. In fact
our death rate of one per 100 000 women ranks us as
almost the lowest in the world. The need for education
about the importance of having screening and tests
cannot be underestimated. This bill before us today will
only improve on provisions in the existing legislation.
The bill will make the legislation stronger by ensuring
that women stay healthier, are diagnosed earlier and get
the most appropriate treatment as early as possible.
It is a very good bill. I am pleased to be here supporting
this bill along with my parliamentary colleagues from
all sides of the chamber. I wish it a speedy passage.
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Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I have
great pleasure in speaking on this bill. Its purpose is to
amend the Cancer Act by extending the definition of
‘cancer test’ to include a test for a precursor to cancer.
This amendment will enable reports for tests for
precursors to cancer such as the human papilloma virus
(HPV) to be forwarded to an organisation that
maintains a prescribed register, the Victorian cervical
cytology register.
I think the issue with HPV is to understand that it is a
sexually transmitted disease and that it is indeed a very
invidious disease. It can lie dormant without any
ramifications. People do not seem to know they have it
for a significant time. People are not aware they are
harbouring it, nor that through sexual transmission they
can in fact transmit HPV to other sexual partners. Many
years can pass before a person with HPV knows that he
or she has it. Not all HPV cases cause cervical cancer,
but if only one case of cancer can be prevented, then
prevention of that case is to be lauded.
It is important for us to understand what HPV actually
is. I looked it up on the internet today and came upon
an American website, I think, from the Department of
Health and Human Services Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention. I would like to put it on the
record:
How does HPV cause genital warts and cancer?
HPV can cause normal cells on infected skin or mucous
membranes to turn abnormal. Most of the time, you cannot
see or feel these … changes. In most cases, the body fights off
HPV naturally and the infected cells then go back to normal.

But:
Sometimes, low-risk types of HPV can cause visible
changes that take the form of genital warts.

Which is another HPV, or worse, which is the subject
of the bill we are dealing with today:
If a high-risk HPV infection is not cleared by the
immune system, it can linger for many years and turn
abnormal cells into cancer over time. About 10 per cent
of women with high-risk HPV on their cervix will
develop long-lasting HPV infections that put them at
risk for cervical cancer.

Young women today who are sexually active are not
even thinking of these sexually transmitted diseases.
You cannot see it, it does not have ramifications that
people can see, and therefore they are completely
unaware that they have been infected. But, as I said
earlier, this is such an invidious disease that it can turn
into cancer. As we know, young women have suffered
from and in fact die from cancer on a regular basis.
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It is interesting to go back and have a look at some of
the statistics. I found a media release from Cervarix,
from 14 August 2007, which says:
Another Australian first in the fight against cervical cancer:
new vaccine for women 27–45 years.
… new research finds an estimated 1 million Australian
women have had an abnormal Pap smear at some time in their
life.

While ‘abnormal Pap smear’ may be easy to say, the
ramifications of an abnormal Pap smear are enormous.
We are talking about women 27 to 45 years old who
have a Pap smear and find it is abnormal. Imagine the
emotional rollercoaster that that woman and her
husband, family and neighbours will go through,
wondering what the outcome will be. It is an
extraordinarily worrying time and can have some huge
psychological problems.
But I think it is important here to understand also the
great inroads that Australian scientists have made. We
must put on the record that the 2006 Australian of the
Year, Professor Ian Frazer, undertook extensive clinical
studies involving 40 000 women around the world,
including Australians, to try to make a test to see what
could happen and how a vaccine could be developed. A
vaccine was developed, and in fact the development of
the vaccine is the reason that we are dealing with this
legislation today. The vaccine has been excellent in a
number of ways. Young women have been given this
vaccine. Many have taken it up. Some quite horrendous
stories have been told about the one or two people who
have had an adverse effect, but it is only one or two
people. The vaccine itself is vitally important. It is also
vitally important because as a community we have
started to focus on this invidious disease. We have
started an education program: young women and young
men have been exposed to understanding what cervical
cancer does and what can be used to prevent it. As a
method of education the whole process has been very
good.
A director of gynaecological oncology at the Royal
Women’s Hospital in Melbourne, Professor Michael
Quinn, has commented on the advances that have been
made in Australia. Speaking about this vaccine he said:
This is important news for older women up to the age of
45 years because sexually active women can remain at risk of
HPV, the main cause of cervical cancer and abnormal Pap
smears, throughout their lifetime.
…
There are many different types of HPV. A woman may not
have been exposed to the HPV types most commonly
associated with cervical cancer, HPV 16 or HPV 18, in which
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case vaccination may protect her from the development of
cervical abnormalities or cervical cancer …

We have seen this technology develop out of Australia.
We have seen an education program develop out of
Australia. Young women who will be vaccinated can
safely be vaccinated and can face the future,
understanding that they can have confidence to know
they are not going to be affected by HPV.
In summary, in addition to making provision for a
legislative framework for reporting tests for other
precursors to cancer, should it become desirable to
capture in the future, the primary objective of the
amendment is to facilitate best practice cervical cancer
screening and the treatment of women with
screen-detected abnormalities of the cervix. This
amendment will also ensure Victoria is able to meet the
new guidelines issued by the National Health and
Medical Research Council. All of these are very good
developments for improving the health of young
women and of our community into the future. The bill
is to be commended.
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — I am very pleased
to rise and speak in favour of the Cancer Amendment
(HPV) Bill 2008. It is a fairly simple piece of
legislation in its drafting that essentially provides for a
change to the Cancer Act to include the capacity for a
test to include tests for precursors to cancer.
Interestingly, whilst the Cancer Amendment (HPV) Bill
is designed with the intention now of ensuring that tests
for the human papilloma virus are incorporated, in the
amendments to the Cancer Act the bill does not in
essence specify that particular virus — because, quite
correctly, it identifies that in the future there may well
be the potential to develop tests for other precursors and
indicators of cancer in women, in this case in relation to
cervical cancer.
The bill is part of the government’s continuing
commitment to dealing with the challenge of cancer as
was mentioned by Ms Darveniza in her contribution to
the debate. The government is tackling cancer with a
$150 million cancer action plan — part of an ongoing
commitment that is seeing the survival rates for cancer
improving. That comes as a result of not only improved
treatment and significant investment in our health
system but also investment in research and preventive
and community programs.
I will not speak for long on this legislation because it is
fairly simple, but it is important to put it in the context
of the government’s commitment to the challenge of
cancer and to tackling that challenge and the
government’s goal of increasing the survival rate of
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cancer sufferers even further over the next 5 to
10 years.
I want to make a brief comment on the criticisms made
by Mr Drum in relation to the government in this
matter. It is always a bit unfortunate where
point-scoring occurs over simple policy issues in the
area of health. We have seen it in the past in relation to
road safety. In a previous debate on Mr Drum’s
proposed legislation, which the lower house refused to
deal with on the ground that it involved a taxing
provision, I recognised Mr Drum’s concerns and issues
in this area and acknowledged that they had been
ongoing. In the spirit of that, it would have been good
for Mr Drum to acknowledge that the government is
also concerned with some of the issues that he raised.
Mr Drum has a record in this place of raising issues,
particularly in relation to smoking in cars with children,
for which I commend him. The government takes the
view that these things need to be dealt with as part of a
package discussing and tackling these issues and
moving forward into the next stage of preventive
programs.
We made it clear in the previous debate that, while the
government supports the principles of what Mr Drum
was trying to achieve, we believe that it needs to be part
of a complete package, that the government was
undertaking the necessary consultations and policy
development for that complete package and that the
release of that complete package was imminent. I do
not believe it is appropriate to deal with these issues on
a piecemeal basis. I think that was the essence of the
previous debate. I do not think it serves any useful
purpose — I do not think there are any votes in it — to
try to have political point-scoring over the commitment
of this government to dealing with and tackling the
challenge of cancer in a complete and holistic way.
This legislation is part of that. There has not been a
government any more committed — I am not saying
other governments have not been committed — than
this one to tackling the issue of smoking, which is a
principal cause of significant health problems in this
community.
To see that, one only needs to look at the
comprehensive things the government has done in
relation to banning smoking in clubs, pubs and
restaurants. Those things have been done by this
government. I acknowledge that it is always worth
looking at new areas in which we can make
improvements, but I do not think there is any just basis
for making political criticisms of this government on
the issues of cancer and smoking. Mr Drum’s
contribution was unhelpful to the bipartisan and
consistent approach this Parliament should, and has in
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the past, taken on the issue of smoking. This legislation
is worthy of the support of the house, and I wish the bill
a speedy passage.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — It gives me
pleasure to speak in support of the Cancer Amendment
(HPV) Bill. The bill supplements the work of the
Brumby Labor government in reducing the incidence of
cancer. Each year 10 000 Victorians die of cancer and
each day 70 Victorians are newly diagnosed. In 1990
survival rates were 48 per cent, but there has been a lot
of good work done since then and more recent figures
from 2004 show survival rates at 61 per cent.
In the state budget earlier this year the government
announced a $150 million cancer action plan. Members
will recall that upon becoming Premier, John Brumby
indicated that preventive health matters were among his
top priorities. Part of the cancer action plan is a goal to
increase survival rates to 74 per cent by 2015.
So the work that the government does is in large part
supporting the fine work of specialist medical
researchers and people most directly affected by cancer.
That commitment breaks down into four areas:
$24 million to reduce risk factors, including prevention,
screening and early diagnosis; $78 million to fund the
Victorian Cancer Agency; $28 million to support those
suffering with cancer — the patients and their carers;
and $18 million in enhanced cancer services through
workforce improvements. It is absolutely essential that
the government continues in this way to support
medical researchers in the ongoing fight to tackle the
cancer epidemic.
Specifically on this legislation, the bill proposes a small
and modest change, and with only five clauses I will
speak to them briefly. Clauses 1, 2 and 5 are technical
and identify the purpose, the commencement
arrangements and the repeal of the act. Clause 3 makes
one of the two substantive changes and amends the
definition of ‘cancer test’ to include tests for a precursor
to cancer. Clause 4 deals with registers of results from
cancer tests and enables precursors to cancer to be
recorded and kept in the register.
This bill comes about because recent research has
identified a very strong link between cervical cancer
and the human papilloma virus (HPV). Cervical cancer
affects approximately 1900 women in Victoria each
year. During the 1980s the national cervical screening
program was introduced and in 2006 more than
572 000 Pap smears were registered by the Victorian
cervical cytology register. Screening participation in
that target group of women aged between 20 and
69 years was 63.4 per cent in 2005–06, so we do have a
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very high level of participation in screening in Victoria.
We know that participation in screening is essential. As
Ms Petrovich indicated, it is as important as going to
the dentist but perhaps a little less straightforward.
Certainly it should be part of every woman’s regular
health maintenance.

will continue to advise them on as they are tested. It is a
straightforward bill with some minimal changes but it is
an important feature of the ongoing work that the
government does to support our medical and research
communities in the battle against cancer. I commend
the bill to the house.

The Cancer Council of Victoria tells us that cervical
cancer takes about 10 years to develop from the
instance of cervical abnormalities into cervical cancer.
The recommended screening regime is every two years.
It is worth noting that 86 per cent of women diagnosed
between 2002 and 2004 had either no Pap test history
or inadequate screening in the 10 years before
diagnosis. The relatively small proportion of women
who do not have pre-screening are disproportionately
represented in people who are experiencing cervical
cancer.

Motion agreed to.

HPV is found to have a very strong link with cervical
cancer. HPV in itself does not always lead to cervical
cancer. In fact 80 per cent of women at some point in
their life will experience HPV but in the majority of
cases most will not even know because it is usually
asymptomatic and commonly resolves itself naturally
and without need of medical intervention. Our immune
systems just deal with it. While HPV cannot be said to
cause cervical cancer, it is almost always present where
cervical cancer is present. This is the same body of
research that has led to the development of the
vaccination that earlier speakers have referred to that is
now being provided to young girls and women from the
age of 12 to 26 years. These research findings have also
led to changes to national guidelines and this is one of
the reasons why the bill is before the house today.
The guidelines Screening to Prevent Cervical
Cancer — Guidelines for the Management of
Asymptomatic Women with Screen-detected
Abnormalities now require that where a woman has a
high-grade abnormality the results of the HPV test will
be used to determine the ongoing management and
monitoring of the abnormality. For this to work the
Victorian cervical cytology register needs to be able to
collect the test information and to provide people with
their required reminder notices. The bill will enable this
because it broadens the definition of cancer test to
include information about precursors.
The bill will enable only the keeping of this information
where there is a prescribed register, ensuring that it is
not overly broad and that the information is only
collected, collated and recorded and reported on where
necessary. As is currently the case, women will retain
the right to opt out of having their records kept in the
register. That is something their medical practitioner

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

In so doing I thank members for their respective
contributions.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

WILDLIFE AMENDMENT (MARINE
MAMMALS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 June; motion of
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Industry
and Trade).
Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — I was not sure I
was going to be leading this debate, but we want to
make sure the debate takes place so I am happy to stand
up to make a few comments on this bill.
The specific purposes of the legislation are set out fairly
clearly in the bill itself, and they were elaborated upon
by the minister in his second-reading speech. The bill is
designed to amend the Wildlife Act 1975 to further
provide for marine animals and other matters. It is
mainly those other matters I was going to address, but
given the fact that I am first on my feet I should point
out that this is predominantly a whales, dolphins and
seals bill. That is what we have heard from other
contributions to the debate and in public comments
about the nature of the bill. Having looked through the
bill and considered it carefully, the measures contained
within it to give better protection to tourism activities
around those marine mammals are totally supported by
the coalition parties, so we will not be opposing the bill.
There are some issues on which I am sure the Leader of
the Liberal Party, when he comes back into the
chamber, will make some more detailed comments.
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I particularly refer to clauses 4 and 5 of this bill which
make some specific recommendations and give powers
to the secretary of the department in regard to the
protection of wildlife. To a broad extent that could
apply right across wildlife controls in Victoria. From
the point of view of my electorate of Eastern Victoria
Region, I have to say that a couple of issues severely
impact on the livelihood of people in East Gippsland.
One is the issue of wild dogs, and now also pigs, on
public land. Both are causing particular concerns for the
people I represent, and I wanted to use this opportunity
to make some comments regarding those two animals.
I turn firstly to wild dogs. In East Gippsland the people
who have some direct knowledge of what is actually
happening have told me that the problem with wild
dogs is as big as it has ever been. We all know that after
the bushfires of 2006–07 there was a significant impact
on farming operations involving sheep and cattle as a
result of the increase in the number of wild dogs. I was
talking on the phone recently to one of my constituents,
Jeff Burston of Benambra, who runs a cattle farming
operation. He pointed out to me that in a normal season
they expect to lose about 5 per cent of their calves. In
the current season he has lost about 17 per cent of his
newly born cattle, and that has primarily been caused
by an increase in the number of wild dogs and wild dog
attacks on his cattle. In the context of this debate that
can equally be said to apply to native wildlife. I am sure
we are well aware from some of the anecdotal stories
we hear from people who live in those areas of the
increasing impact of wild dogs on native wildlife, even
though we do not have facts and figures to verify that
impact.
Farmers in the Tambo Valley and beyond are facing a
severe problem with the increase in dog numbers. They
pointed out to me that after the bushfires of 2006–07 a
couple of extra dog trappers were able to be employed
as part of the funding that came to the region. They
were young people who effectively did their job. Now
that that money has ceased, it seems to me that the
number of dog trappers in the region and across country
Victoria has significantly decreased. To further
exacerbate the problem I am told that on some
occasions a dog trapper employed on an ongoing basis
by the department is required — and I mean
required — to take annual leave, and no replacement is
provided for that position. I know of one dog trapper in
the area who has been encouraged to take eight weeks
of accrued leave, and no-one has been appointed to fill
that job while that person is on leave. Consequently the
effort to control wild dogs is seriously diminished
during that period.
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I have spoken to a member of the Wild Dog
Management Committee in East Gippsland, and he
verifies my claim that farmers are noticing a much
bigger population of wild dogs than they have ever seen
in the past. The Wild Dog Management Committee
also makes recommendations to government in respect
of issues surrounding the program which should
accompany the effort to reduce wild dog numbers. The
committee has clearly said that all options for controls
should be adopted. It says that there should be an
increase in the trapping effort and an increase in the
1080 baiting method, given that it seems that research
has shown that 1080 baiting does not have a significant
effect on native animals. The committee also informed
me that research has been undertaken on this matter and
there is now a trap, described as the M44 injector, that
injects wild dogs if they are caught in a trap, and that
injection is lethal. Although I have not seen that
particular device, it has been recommended to me by a
well-known and well-regarded member of the Wild
Dog Management Committee in East Gippsland.
The committee also felt that aerial baiting should be a
legitimate method of baiting because it is effective in
controlling wild dog numbers. It has been used in New
South Wales for a period of time now. As I understand
it, we have had some trials in Victoria using
4 milligrams of poison per bait. It turned out that that
level of poison was not sufficient to kill the animal, and
after a while the dogs more or less saw those baits as an
additional opportunity to feed. It had little if any effect
on them, so the Wild Dog Management Committee
claims that we need to increase the poisons in those
baits from a level of 4 milligrams to 6 milligrams.
I take the opportunity to again point out to the
government that wild dogs are as big a problem as they
have ever been, particularly in parts of East Gippsland,
which is part of the Eastern Victoria Region. I suggest
that they have increased in numbers all over Victoria. It
is high time the government made a greater effort to get
on top of the problem, because the impact they have on
wildlife is particularly severe.
The other wildlife issue I wish to quickly talk about is
wild pigs, which are also increasing in number,
particularly in the Alpine National Park, and they are
fast moving south. The presence of wild pigs in those
areas is certainly detrimental to wildlife habitat. We
would all have some understanding of the impact of
wild pigs. They dig up the soil and destroy the habitat
of many native animals. This is another issue the
government needs to quickly get on top of.
I remember about two years ago I talked to a female
departmental officer who was specifically employed to
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look into and act upon the wild pig problem in Omeo. I
was impressed with what she was doing. She showed
me photographs of some of the wild pigs that had been
caught — they were very significant, huge animals —
and the cage-type traps that were used to catch them.

concern. I indicate very strongly that the opposition
supports the fair treatment of all marine mammals.
These marine mammals are highly intelligent and able
to understand the impact of excessive interaction, either
by boating operators or by aircraft such as helicopters.

As I said, the wild pig problem is spreading rapidly
through the Alpine National Park. It is something the
government needs to quickly get on to. The other point
about pigs is that pigs in their wild form are very
aggressive animals. Some of my constituents who take
school groups on canoeing or rafting trips along rivers
like the Mitchell River have come across evidence of
these pigs and are quite concerned that if we are not
careful and do not get onto the problem, they will
become a danger to the welfare of humans visiting the
park. This is an issue.

This is about getting an appropriate balance — finding
a balance that means that tourism operators and those
with a genuine interest in examining and interacting
with marine mammals, particularly researchers, can do
so in a way that does not distress or upset the animals.
At the same time this has to be balanced to allow
operators of tourist outfits, in particular, to have
reasonable access to marine mammals to enable the
operation of the very strong tourism industry that has
developed in key parts of the state. I know that in the
Western Victoria Region, which is the electorate of the
Acting President, a strong tourism industry has
developed in and around Warrnambool. Tourists from
around the world enjoy whale watching in that area,
and on some occasions interacting with the whales.

While the bill is predominantly about whales, dolphins
and seals and has some very supportable provisions to
reduce the impact that ecotourism has on those marine
mammals, there are other issues that impact on wildlife
that we need to address. I am happy not to oppose the
legislation, but in doing so I encourage the government
to make greater efforts towards the control of pest
animals in our communities. They are a significant
problem which needs to be addressed.
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to make a contribution to the debate on the
Wildlife Amendment (Marine Mammals) Bill 2008. I
indicate that the opposition will not oppose the bill.
Indeed there is much to commend in it.
The bill’s aim or purpose is to improve the provisions
for the protection of whales, dolphins and seals and to
harmonise legislation with other jurisdictions. It does
this particularly by regulating human interactions with
these species. In a number of places it simplifies the
operation of the Wildlife Act. Those simplification
procedures are strongly supported by the opposition.
Mr Hall has made a number of very good points about
feral animals and their impact on the environment, and
I endorse many of his comments.
The main provisions of this bill will see the
introduction of the permit system for aircraft-based
whale watching tour operators and enable a number of
operators to work in environmentally sensitive areas. It
provides permit conditions to control the frequency of
tours and manage the amount of time that an operator
can spend in the vicinity of a whale. The issue of the
density of tourism operators moving around whales,
seals and dolphins in a way that could either disturb or
buzz them, as it were, is something that is of genuine

One aspect of the bill deals with the harmonisation of
regulations, which makes a degree of sense. If you look
at certain pockets of land — or pockets of a map, as it
were — a state jurisdiction, a federal jurisdiction and,
near state borders, a second state jurisdiction could all
be involved. It seems to be a strong argument that we
ensure harmonisation of the arrangements there.
Whether the helicopter is in the Victorian jurisdiction,
South Australian jurisdiction or federal jurisdiction
seems of little relevance to the whales. It makes perfect
sense to see a measured and thoughtful harmonisation
of the arrangements. It may be of assistance to tourism
operators if there is greater clarity and they are not
caught between jurisdictions, as it were.
I also make the point that a number of tourism
groups — Tourism Alliance Victoria and others —
have corresponded with the opposition to make their
points. I make the point that no-one has opposed the
bill. They have simply indicated the need for sensible
arrangements and a sensitive implementation of any
regulatory arrangements around this legislation. The
briefing that was provided to opposition members left
us with the view that this would be the case. I thank the
minister for that briefing but make the point that we
will watch closely the implementation of this bill.
The Victorian Tourism Industry Council (VTIC) is the
peak body for much tourism in the state. It sees the
importance of nature-based tourism. I endorse that, and
I know the shadow Minister for Tourism and Major
Events and member for Brighton in the Assembly,
Louise Asher, is very strongly supportive of a sensible
regime to foster nature-based tourism that will protect
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the environment sensibly and at the same time provide
economic opportunities for our tourism industry. I want
to quote the concluding comments of a letter from
Wayne Kayler-Thomson, the chief executive of VTIC.
It states:
VECCI and VTIC recognise the important role that marine
mammals play in Victoria, and are supportive of appropriate
moves to improve protection, while ensuring the long-term
sustainability of industries associated with whale, dolphin and
seal tourism.

The letter states:
We strongly support the move to extend the maximum permit
terms for all types of marine mammal tourism to 10 years,
and recognise that this will provide longer term certainty for
small businesses and encourage appropriate investment in this
important area of tourism.

With those brief comments, I think this bill has in
principle a high level of support. The opposition does
not oppose the bill. We believe a sensible balance needs
to be struck. We will monitor the achievement of that
sensible balance — that is, laying out appropriate
protections for these highly valued marine mammals
and ensuring at the same time that our tourism industry
is able to be strengthened.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to speak on the Wildlife Amendment (Marine
Mammals) Bill 2008. The bill primarily aims to
accommodate the growth in marine mammal tours in
Victoria — that is, as Mr Hall said, whales, seals and
dolphins. Ecotourism based on the observation of
marine mammals — whales, seals and dolphins — is
growing. This bill brings in new measures to protect
those species; previous legislation only referred to
whales and dolphins. The bill aims to consolidate
wildlife protection laws with the aim of streamlining
and simplifying procedures to regulate activities that
may affect wildlife and bring them into alignment with
other legislation, particularly the Flora and Fauna
Guarantee Act.
It is good that the community is interested in going out
and having a look at our precious wildlife — whales,
dolphins and seals — but it is very important that in the
process those animals are not put in any danger and that
they are not harassed in any way. We know that in the
past there have been incidents where whales and
dolphins in particular but also seals in Victorian waters
have been harassed by boats, by aircraft and by other
means. It is probably preferable that whale watching,
dolphin watching and seal watching is done, if possible,
in the way it is done in Mr Vogels’s electorate of
Western Victoria Region. The whales come up from the
southern Antarctic to Logans Beach at Warrnambool,
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where I make a point of going every year if I can to see
them. That is a really good set-up because the whales
very conveniently come close to shore and you can
view them very clearly from the viewing platform that
has been put up. The whales can go about their business
with their calves and they are not harassed by anybody,
and everybody can see them clearly.
Some tourism operators take people out to view
dolphins, in particular in Port Phillip Bay. We have a
genetically unique group of dolphins in the bay. They
are also unique because Melbourne is pretty much the
only industrialised city in the world where people can
see wild dolphins. They need to be protected. The
Greens are very supportive of the 500-metre-approach
limit that this bill introduces.
We have consulted with some relevant groups — for
example, the Dolphin Research Institute, which does
very good work in researching the dolphins in Port
Phillip Bay. It is a very good organisation which I am
pleased to commend for the work it does. In discussions
with representatives of that group they made the point
that they are very positive about the inclusion of
aircraft. Obviously aircraft can harass dolphins and
particularly whales by flying too low and by flying
around and around and upsetting them. The institute
supports the inclusion of seals in the bill, as they were
not in the legislation before. It sees location-specific
licences as a particularly positive development, and
notes the general tightening up of tour controls.
We spoke to the Victorian National Parks Association,
which is also supportive of the bill. It made particular
mention of the provisions that bring the bill into line
with the Flora and Fauna Guarantee Act, so we are
using the same definition of ‘threatened species’ in this
bill as is in that act.
We also consulted with one of the dolphin tour
operators, Polperro Dolphin Swims. I mention that
organisation because I know that it has been working
with the government on this particular issue of the
protection of the dolphins in Port Phillip Bay for a long
time. A code of conduct was produced in 2003. The
organisation made the comment to us that it feels that
the provisions in that code of conduct are largely
reflected in the bill. I am pleased to say that it is
supportive of the bill.
It is important to me as a Green that we do our best to
protect our wildlife. We know that around the world we
are losing biodiversity, we are losing our wild animals
and we are losing their habitats. Our wild animals will
be harassed and killed and injured if they are not
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properly protected by legislation. This is a very good
step forward.

have got a clear answer to, so perhaps government
members could provide the answer to that.

I raised some queries I had about the bill with the
department during the briefing. One of them relates to
clauses 4 and 5, which Mr Hall spent a bit of time
talking about in relation to wild dogs and wild pigs.
Basically the provision in clause 5 inserts a new part
into the act to enable a person to be authorised to
control wildlife but also to enable a class of persons to
be authorised to control wildlife. I raise this as a
concern, and perhaps a government member might be
able to speak to this because I am not sure from the
answer I got from the department whether this bill
allows a blanket authorisation for a class of persons —
for example, a class of persons called deer hunters — to
be authorised to control wildlife and how that would
work. It is not entirely clear in the bill whether that is
meant. If that is meant, I would be concerned and
would be watching to see how that operated.

They are the main concerns I have with the bill. In
general, though, we are supportive of the bill in its
efforts to enable Victorians to see dolphins, whales and
seals in a way that is safe to them and, most
importantly, safe to that precious native wildlife.

There needs to be control of wildlife in certain
circumstances. Mr Hall raised the issue of control of
feral animals, which I would differentiate from native
wildlife, particularly threatened wildlife. Recently we
had the incident where native wild birds — swans —
were killed in the Gippsland Lakes area, and there was
much public consternation over the issuing of that
permit. We need to have a regime in this state whereby
our wildlife, our native fauna, is protected. Where there
are feral animals, it is the responsibility of the
government and not of other classes of persons to
control those animals. I raise that as an issue which
perhaps government members will be able to speak to
in their contributions. It is one that we will be paying
attention to.
As mentioned, the bill makes the classification of
threatened wildlife consistent with that in the Flora and
Fauna Guarantee Act. We think that is a good thing
because it is best if legislation and regulation do not
refer to different classes that overlap and so confuse the
situation. We had some concern as to whether that
would mean some species previously called ‘protected’
or ‘notable’ would fall outside the ‘threatened’
classification. We were assured by the department that
that would not happen.
One other issue raised by the bill is the removal of the
discretion of the minister to list species. The issue is
whether, if a fast listing of a species was needed for any
particular reason, such as a disease going through a
native wildlife population or some other such reason
where a listing of ‘threatened’ was needed quickly, the
provisions in the bill would slow that down and make it
difficult. That is also an issue which I am not sure I

Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to
speak in support of the Wildlife Amendment (Marine
Mammals) Bill. I am pleased that other members in the
chamber are supporting it as well.
The bill amends the 1975 Wildlife Act so as to improve
the protection of whales, dolphins and seals along
Victoria’s coast. As has been observed by other
speakers, Victorians are increasingly interested in the
outdoors and the natural environment. Victorian tourists
head for our coasts to enjoy many of the recreational
activities available to them and to learn about the
history, the landforms, the flora and the coastal and
marine fauna. Eastern Victoria has about
800 kilometres of coastline from Mornington to Point
Nepean, around Western Port, French and Phillip
islands and then east to Inverloch, south to Wilsons
Promontory, east along Ninety Mile Beach to Lakes
Entrance and beyond that to Mallacoota just south of
the New South Wales coast.
Phillip Island and Wilsons Promontory are major
Victorian tourist destinations known for their
spectacular coastlines and coastal environments — their
seascapes, wildlife and marine life. Tourists can see the
penguin parade and the Phillip Island Nature Park and
can take cruises from Phillip Island to Seal Rocks,
which are home to one of Australia’s largest seal
colonies of some 16 000 fur seals. Tourists can watch
the seals from the Nobbies Centre by way of live
cameras, and they can take a cruiser from Cowes to see
the seals for themselves. Tourists can also take day
wildlife cruises around Wilsons Promontory to see
dolphins, seals and a variety of seabirds. This kind of
tourism is increasingly popular right along the
Victorian coast.
A couple of weeks ago I joined the Minister for
Regional and Rural Development to open the Phillip
Island Visitor Information Centre at Newhaven on
Phillip Island. The people at the redeveloped
information centre can display what the island has to
offer tourists if they wish to stay for some time and can
also assist them to plan their stay. The area has a facility
for school groups, for example, and presentations can
be given on the natural environment that Phillip Island
boasts.
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However, most ecotourism involving whales and
dolphins takes place in Port Phillip Bay, where there are
sightseeing and swim tours, and at Logans Beach near
Warrnambool, which Ms Pennicuik has already drawn
attention to. From there tourists can see southern right
whales off the coast. Blue whales can be seen in the
Bonney upwelling. I have not been to see it, but I
understand it is an extraordinary occurrence — one of
8 or 12 in the world — where the krill is drawn through
a natural vertical current from the seabed to the surface,
and that provides a phenomenally plentiful supply of
food for blue whales in the area. It is one of the
wonders of the world. and it attracts people to this
incredibly valuable tourist destination.
What all this means is that the increasing number of
visitors to our coast to look at our local environments
and marine creatures puts huge pressure on those
animals and environments. As Minister Madden is very
fond of saying, we are in danger of loving our coastal
areas to death. It is important that regulations are in
place to protect the environment through managing the
way visitors and tourists interact with it so as to avoid
damage and other unintended pressure.
This bill aims to provide greater protection for marine
mammals and to bring Victorian legislation into line
with agreements that have been struck through the
Natural Resource Management Ministerial Council.
The Wildlife Act in its present form has a number of
weaknesses and is in need of amendment. For instance,
the act does not adequately address the management of
the air-based whale-watching industry, and it also does
not allow for regulating specific interactions between
seals and human beings, including tourism operators.
Seal tourism and air-based whale-watching tourism are
largely unregulated at the moment. Regulating these
industries is fundamental to their ongoing viability
because it will ensure that their impact on seal and
whale populations is minimised so as to maintain the
sustainability of the species and the sustainability of the
tourism industry.
The bill also aims to improve business certainty for
marine mammal tourism operators, to improve the
protection of whales in emergency situations and to
reduce red tape, and it makes a number of amendments
that make the legislation work better. To put these aims
into effect, the bill establishes a permit system for
air-based whale and dolphin watching and for seal
tourism operators, extending these permits from the
current 2 years to 10 years and giving the authorities the
power to direct people and vessels to stay up to
500 metres away — up from the current 100 metres —
from a situation involving a whale or dolphin in
distress. The bill also provides for the state to have the
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power to create regulations for the interactions between
people and seals for the protection of the seals and for
public safety.
By way of background, we need to understand that
while sea-based interactions with whales and dolphins
are regulated, there are few controls on commercial
air-based whale and dolphin tourism operations.
Currently there is no capacity to control the frequency
or time of the interactions between commercial
air-based tourism operators and whales and dolphins.
This means that during busy times of the year
aeroplanes and helicopters can be present around
whales and dolphins for most of the day, and that
causes stress to those creatures.
The fact is that we do not know a lot about how the
repeated flying of aeroplanes over whales and dolphins
actually affects these creatures. We do not know how
these kinds of repeated disturbances disrupt the normal
behaviour of whales, but it does seem reasonable to
conclude that their feeding routines, reproduction
behaviours, socialisation and ultimately their general
health would have to be impacted upon to a certain
degree by the sorts of activities that are going on around
them at fairly close range above the water.
I understand there are currently only two known
air-based whale tourism operations in Victoria, even
though there may be others that view whales as part of
other sightseeing operations. So we do not have a good
sense of exactly what is there. Both of these operations
are based in Portland, and they run flights during the
summer months. It is clear that there is considerable
room for expansion, and it is a good time for the
government to set in place regulations that can
accommodate and assist this potential expansion.
Overall there will not be a significant increase in the
regulatory burden for business as a result of this bill. In
fact the bill increases business certainty for marine
mammal tourism operators and minimises the
administrative burden involved in applying for licences
through the introduction of longer maximum permit
times. The overall objective of the bill in relation to
business is to ensure longer term sustainability for these
industries.
In the last couple of minutes I will refer to a matter that
Ms Pennicuik raised about clause 5 relating to the
Governor in Council on the recommendation of the
minister making an order authorising a class of person
to hunt or to buy and sell and to mark wildlife. I was a
little bit puzzled by Ms Pennicuik’s remarks because
proposed section 28G(2) of the legislation does specify
very clearly that the minister must not make these
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recommendations under proposed subsection (1) unless
they are satisfied that making the order is necessary. It
lists: (a) whether it is damaging to a range of habitats
and human farming and production areas; (b) if it is for
the purposes of management and conservation; (c) if it
relates to Aboriginal cultural purposes; (d) if it enables
care and rehabilitation of sick or injured wildlife; (e) if
it is for the purposes of ensuring the health and safety of
people; and (f) if it is to support a recognised wildlife
management plan. It seems to me that that does
constitute an answer to the matter that Ms Pennicuik
was raising. With those words, I think this is very
sensible and forward-looking legislation and I am very
pleased to support it.
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I will make
some brief remarks on the Wildlife Amendment
(Marine Mammals) Bill 2008 and signify my intent not
to oppose the bill. But before I get to my qualifications
about the bill itself, I just want to make some general
remarks. Those of us from country districts, including
you, Acting President, are often at risk of taking for
granted matters in nature which people from an urban
environment behold in wonderment. It is a great thing
to be reminded from time to time what a privileged
existence it is to live in the country, and particularly to
represent country electorates in the Parliament. With
that in mind I thought I would start my comments with
a brief anecdote.
For quite some time my family has hosted exchange
students, particularly Japanese exchange students. One
time I had the experience of being reminded of how
young children, no matter what nationality they are and
what language they speak, can be the same and be
considerably blasé about things. It was never a surprise
to me that my own children were a little blasé about
being exposed to both farm animals and wildlife
because they had plenty of opportunity to see them. But
I recall one day, to try to stimulate some enthusiasm in
this particular exchange student, saying, ‘Would you
like to go and see if we can find some wildlife?’. So we
went down to our back paddock — most farms have a
back paddock or a bush paddock, as it might be
described — where in the space of about 30 minutes I
was able to find a mob of emus, a mob of kangaroos, a
wombat, a koala and an echidna train. I suggest there
are very few people in this place who would ever have
seen an echidna train, but these were things I could find
on my own farm.
I might relate a story that brings home how similar
children all around the world are. My Japanese
exchange student barely acknowledged the presence of
the wildlife species, which are all in their own way
Australian icons and which very few people living in
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the urban environment get to see at all unless they go to
Healesville Sanctuary. Here she was on exchange in
Australia to find out what Australia was all about, but
she could not take the iPod earphones out of her ears to
take any interest in them. I think my own children
behave a little like that when I am trying to impress
them with some matter of great import, but the fact that
she was so unaffected reminded me how privileged I
am to be able to see Australian wildlife in its natural
environment at virtually any time I choose.
So it is with marine animals too; I have had privileged
opportunities. For example, I have had an association
with the Bass Strait oilfields going back to the 1970s
when I worked for Esso Australia’s Bass Strait
operation. While I primarily worked at Longford, I had
the opportunity to go offshore from time to time, and
certainly as a member of Parliament I have regularly
been to the Bass Strait platforms. I have to tell the
house that watching seals — not quite in a natural
environment, because you could hardly describe an oil
rig coming out of Bass Strait as a natural
environment — which were certainly disorganised and
unmanaged choosing to make a Bass Strait oil platform
their primary place of rest and recreation, surfing in on
the waves and jumping onto the structure of the rig as a
place to rest, sleep and socialise, was quite fascinating.
Also around the Gippsland coast I have often had the
opportunity to observe seals in their more natural
habitat on rocky structures.
Similarly dolphin watching is something that comes
and goes. There are often opportunities to see dolphins
if you are involved in boating. They come into the
Gippsland Lakes regularly. That is always a moment of
great comment — certainly by our visitors from
Melbourne who are overwhelmed by something that we
Gippslanders tend to take for granted. It is good to be
reminded of what a great privilege it is. Recently I was
in Perth and caught a ferry on the Swan River. I was
fascinated by the curiosity displayed by all those
waiting for a ferry about the dolphins swimming around
the jetty area in the middle of Perth. Again I thought
that it just goes to show how limited the opportunities
are for people to get access to wildlife — either
terrestrial or marine.
Not long ago I was bushwalking in the Croajingolong
National Park. I walked from Shipwreck Creek
eastward towards Mallacoota. I arrived at Pebbly
Beach, sat down on a big rock and had my lunch
because it was about that time, and besides I am getting
old and tired and need a rest every now and then. As I
was sitting there working out how long it was going to
take me to walk back to Shipwreck Creek and whether
I would get back at the same speed at which I made the
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approach to Pebbly Beach, my wife said, ‘Look!’. I
looked up and sure enough there was a pod of dolphins
surfing on the waves into Pebbly Beach. Having come
in once, they turned around and went back to see if they
could catch a better wave. It was quite a delight. I wish
I had had a camera with a telephoto lens so I could have
captured the moment. It was a particularly magical
moment. I was privileged to be in the middle of
nowhere — among nature in its raw state with no
human intervention — and see dolphins enjoying
themselves in a way that we as human beings think is
our privilege when we go surfing. It was quite a
remarkable sight. It was an experience I was able to
take more seriously than I perhaps used to because of
the opportunities I have had to see urban dwellers when
they get rare glimpses of something I see more
frequently.
In relation to the bill I want to make two particular
comments. When members of the other place
considered this legislation I noted there were comments
that were in a sense derisory of our pioneering history.
In effect they diminished the significant role that our
pioneers in the whaling and sealing industries played in
the development of this country. The reality is that
Australia would not have developed in the way it has
were it not for the abundance of natural resources,
including marine resources such as whales and seals.
They provided an economic base for the very first
settlers on the shores of southern Australia.
Comments have been made in debate elsewhere and in
the other house about how advanced civilisation has
become in contemporary terms. I contend that
introducing legislation to better regulate in a modern
sense the exploitation of our wildlife is nothing more
than regulating an oligopoly for the commercial benefit
of current and future businesses. If we are honest with
ourselves, we would say that, yes, man depends on
animals to a large extent for man’s welfare. There is
nothing wrong with the exploitation of animals from
time to time in different ways, provided that we care for
the animals in a way that is in accord with whatever our
values and standards of morality are — which change.
Obviously 200 years ago we had a different set of
views about how we should deal with whales and seals
than we do now. Today we say it is okay to observe
them.
The legislation being amended by this bill effectively
seeks to place some ‘ring fencing’ around the extent to
which animals — in this case seals, dolphins and
whales — can be interfered with. I support that in
principle, but let me not be a hypocrite and say this is
about ensuring that we do not exploit animals, because
that is the very essence of this bill. This bill provides a
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scheme of arrangement that will guarantee
opportunities to further exploit the animals to which I
have referred, and I do not see anything wrong with that
in principle because that is what man has done ever
since man was organised into societies and we had to
sustain ourselves in ways other than by being simply
herbivores. From the moment we started eating meat
we have been exploiting animals, and there is no
embarrassment on my part for that.
In conclusion, I would say that I think it would be much
better if people were encouraged not to participate in
commercial tours organised around the central motive
of making a profit out of the observation opportunities
that exist. It would be better if people were more
encouraged by government to go to the areas of the
state where animals can be seen more naturally. I know
that would be difficult for some people and that the
only opportunity they will have is to be involved in
commercial whale watching or commercial porpoise
and dolphin watching, or indeed seal watching, and that
is their only opportunity. But more people should be
encouraged to do as I have done, because I have had, or
indeed made, the opportunity to seek out those
moments where one is in harmony with nature and can
see animals entirely in their natural element, free of any
interference, coercion and encouragement to display
any behaviours which would be unnatural. I regard
myself to be extremely privileged, and I would regard
all Victorians to be deserving of that same privilege if
only they would get out of the city and have an
adventure down along the Gippsland coast.
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — I am sure there
are many members of this house listening to
Mr Davis’s contribution who would dearly love to be
able to do that when they are not involved in
parliamentary sittings. It is my very great pleasure to
speak in support of the Wildlife Amendment (Marine
Mammals) Bill 2008. In particular I want to direct my
remarks to the objective contained in the bill, which is
to generally improve the management and protection of
marine mammals in Victoria.
Some detailed proposals are contained in the bill which
go to improving the management and protection of
marine mammals. They include providing a mechanism
to limit the number of air-based whale and dolphin
tourism operators in environmentally sensitive areas to
complement the existing regime for sea-based tourism.
There are also specific proposals to boost wildlife
officers’ emergency management powers, giving them
the ability to direct a personal vessel to cease
approaching within or move up to 500 metres away
from a whale or dolphin for the purpose of ensuring the
welfare of the whale or dolphin or the safety of a

WILDLIFE AMENDMENT (MARINE MAMMALS) BILL
Tuesday, 19 August 2008

COUNCIL

person. Further provisions empower authorised officers
to approach whales and dolphins at closer than the
minimum prescribed distance when necessary. The
proposals also include the removal from legislation of a
redundant power for the issuing of licences for the
taking or killing of whales in the course of commercial
fishing operations.
These amendments are all proposed to be made to the
Wildlife Act 1975. This very important act has been
much amended over the years since it was first enacted.
I refer to some previous amendments to that act which
today’s amendments build on in the interests of the
protection of whales and dolphins in particular. This
legislation also relates to a period of my life as a young
person. I was particularly influenced by an organisation
called Project Jonah, which was established around
1975. People in the organisation were concerned about
the whaling that was still taking place at that time from
a whaling station in Albany in Western Australia. Many
long campaigns involving public education took place
in the interests of addressing concerns about that
ongoing whaling. At the commonwealth level that
activity resulted in the Frost inquiry into the taking of
whales, and ultimately the report of that inquiry resulted
in the then Liberal federal government taking action to
prevent whaling in commonwealth waters, which was
closely followed up in 1981 by a then Liberal Victorian
government enacting amendments to the Wildlife Act
in Victoria to prohibit the taking of whales in Victorian
waters.
In 1985, again at the commonwealth level, a Senate
select committee report on whales and dolphins
addressed concerns about those animals being kept in
captivity. That debate led to a great deal of debate about
what provisions should exist to either allow or prohibit
the keeping of whales and dolphins in captivity and the
capturing of whales and dolphins for that purpose. By
then the Cain Labor government had come into office
in Victoria, and in 1988, during a period when I had the
very great privilege of working as a ministerial adviser
to the then Minister for Conservation, Forests and
Lands, Joan Kirner, amendments were considered,
including in this place further amendments to the
Wildlife Act to prohibit the live display of whales and
dolphins and to outlaw their capture in Victorian
waters. At that time The Nationals opposed those
amendments to the Wildlife Act, but the Liberal and
Labor parties put the amendments through.
The amendments we are considering in this bill build
on many actions across political parties over a very
long period of time in the interests of better protecting
whales and dolphins and also in recognition of the great
attraction that they hold for so many people and the
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better management of those interests that people want
to pursue in terms of viewing whales and dolphins. I
was reminded of this not so long ago, not in Gippsland
but in the south-west of Western Australia. During an
all-too-brief period I had the opportunity to go
bushwalking in the south-west of Western Australia,
and on one occasion I walked for many hours along the
top of some cliffs, from which I was able to observe
and hear a pod of whales moving along the ocean at the
base of those cliffs at about the same pace that I was
walking. It is an extraordinary experience to be that
close to whales and dolphins for any period of time, and
there is no question that they have an enormous impact
on people and that people are attracted to having that
experience. The amendments contained in the bill will
ensure that whale watching by aircraft is properly
managed in a way which is not going to be damaging to
the welfare of whales and dolphins. I welcome the
statements that have been made in the debate which
have indicated support for those amendments, and I
commend them to the house.
Mr VOGELS (Western Victoria) — I also wish to
make a few brief comments on the Wildlife
Amendment (Marine Mammals) Bill. I represent
Western Victoria Region in this house. Basically it
starts not far from the Werribee River and goes all the
way to the South Australian border, so there is an
extensive coastline in the area I represent. The tourism
industry obviously is very focused on that coastline. We
all understand in this day and age that the Great Ocean
Road is probably one of the world’s icons. We
regularly get visitors there from all over the world. For
Warrnambool it has been fantastic, particularly over the
past 10 years, because whale watching has become one
of the big things tourists do when they get to
Warrnambool. Logans Beach is now world renowned.
It has a great platform and great facilities that are a
credit to the Warrnambool City Council and the tourism
people there.
I was listening with interest to Philip Davis talking
about visitors on his property. Like Philip, I run —
actually, my kids do now; I do not actually do much at
all — a farm. Ours is down in the Western District. As I
was born in Holland, we regularly get overseas visitors.
Dad was the 15th in his family and mum was one of 10,
so I have lots of cousins. When they come to Australia
they make sure that they visit their relatives. They have
probably seen a kangaroo in a zoo or something like
that, but there is nothing like seeing real life in the wild.
On our property we have, I am sad to say, too many
kangaroos. They are breeding very well — and I think
eating quite a lot of grass that our dairy cows should be
eating! We also have koalas, wombats and birds. Ten
per cent of our farm is actually locked up as old growth
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forest and because of that there are a lot of native
animals around.

As I said, the Liberal Party supports this piece of
legislation, and I wish it a speedy passage.

If you actually watch nature at work, which you do
when you grow up in country Victoria, you know that it
can be a cruel, cruel world out there for native animals.
Just beside our farm we have a wetland, which we put
in probably about 10 years ago. We now have a
beautiful dam with lots of birdlife, including swans, and
we even have kingfishers back. It is interesting at this
time of the year to see ducks nesting. They usually
come out with 9, 10 or maybe a dozen ducklings. You
watch them grow up and by the time they get to the age
where they can fly away there are usually only one or
two left. The ducklings are grabbed by foxes, or when
they are swimming on the dam you will see a hawk
circling overhead and eventually it will pounce on one.
No matter how hard the mother duck and the drake
work to try to save their little ducklings as they are
growing up, they usually finish up with one or two that
survive out of a dozen. That is nature at work and you
cannot really interfere with that.

Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I would like
to speak just briefly in support of this bill. Unlike the
previous speaker, Mr Vogels, I represent an electorate
that is actually landlocked. Unfortunately, it does not
include any ocean. I know that Mr Vogels represents
quite a beautiful part of Victoria in terms of the ocean
that edges it. I have a daughter who is a couple of
months off finishing her marine biology degree. When
your children get involved in things it is amazing how
much interest you take yourself.

Going back to what this bill is about, which is
protecting our whales, seals and dolphins from too
much ecotourism, as members have heard, the
opposition supports that. I think we would be stupid not
to support it. As I said, ecotourism brings millions of
tourist dollars into the Western District, which I
represent. Having talked to the tourism operators, I
know that they also support this bill. I notice that about
four or five years ago, when the wildlife legislation first
came into the house, there was some concern among
some of the tourism operators around Warrnambool
who believed that it would affect their industry and that
they would not be able to get as close to the whales as
they used to be able to at Logans Beach et cetera.
However, I have not heard any complaints since, so it
seems to me that that legislation has been working, and
this bill is taking it a bit further.
In conclusion, I just want to say that we need to be
careful that we do not go over the top with protecting
our wildlife. Sometimes it concerns me when we bring
in a bill to create another national park or state park, but
particularly a national park, where we lock out all
human activity. Then it seems to get overrun with feral
animals and noxious weeds, which is to the detriment
of the future of that national park. It seems that usually
5, 10 or 15 years later it burns down, because the tracks
that were in there have become overgrown — the
human activity that actually looked after it has been
kicked out of the place and it has been overrun by
noxious weeds, vermin et cetera.

I would like to commend this bill, particularly as it
makes sure there will be further controls in the tourism
industry as it applies to whale watching and dolphin
watching. This bill extends the controls to seal
watching. A very practical aspect of the bill is to
encourage and assist the tourism industry by increasing
the maximum period of the tourism operator permit
from 2 to 10 years. Reducing red tape is a very practical
thing.
Getting back to the provisions of the bill dealing with
protections around whale watching and dolphin
watching, a lot of the extra protections are to do with
tourism in the air, which has not been taken into
account before. I suppose as fellow mammals we would
not appreciate helicopters continually hovering around
in close proximity to us. I think this part of the bill
makes a lot of sense.
Only a couple of weekends ago I travelled down to
Warrnambool to visit my daughter for a couple of days.
Like Ms Pennicuik, I visited Logans Beach in the hope
of seeing the southern right whales, which
unfortunately were not there. Because I knew I would
be speaking on this bill, I made a point of finding out
the meaning of the term ‘southern right whale’. The
‘right’ refers to it being the right whale to hunt. Once
when I was visiting my daughter and I was walking
along the main beach of Warrnambool I was lucky to
see a southern right whale with a calf. It is just a
fantastic experience to be close to these magnificent
creatures. We are so lucky that we have them coming to
our coastline. On that note, I commend the bill —
which makes sure that we are not interfering with them
and deterring them from staying around — to the
house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
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Third reading
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and Trade) — By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In so doing I thank all honourable members for their
contributions to the debate.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

UNCLAIMED MONEY BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 June; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to rise this afternoon to
speak on the Unclaimed Money Bill, which is a fairly
important piece of legislation for a lot of people who do
not realise they are beneficiaries of it. That is one of the
challenges of dealing with a bill like this.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I encourage Mr Barber
and other Victorians to check with the SRO (State
Revenue Office), as they may well be up for some
unclaimed money. It is one of the challenges of
consulting on a piece of legislation like the Unclaimed
Money Bill that, by virtue of the fact that it is
unclaimed money, the beneficiaries of this legislation
actually do not know that they are beneficiaries.
The bill before the house this afternoon is a full rewrite
of the existing Unclaimed Moneys Act 1962, and the
Liberal Party will not oppose it. The registrar of
unclaimed moneys has been appointed as the
commissioner of state revenue, and this legislation has
been drafted in consultation with the commissioner. It
is an update of the existing act. It incorporates a number
of updates and modernisations, and also incorporates a
number of new provisions that are consistent with the
Taxation Administration Act, so there will be consistent
provisions across the acts that are administered by the
commissioner of state revenue.
One of the key changes the bill introduces is to remove
the requirement for parties that hold unclaimed moneys
to advertise those unclaimed moneys in the
Government Gazette. Currently under the existing act a
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party holding unclaimed moneys — and most often this
will occur with a public company that pays
dividends — will find that some of the shareholders on
its share registry may have shifted to different
addresses. When dividend cheques are sent out the
shareholders are not contactable at the addresses listed
on the share register, and consequently the dividends
cannot be paid to the shareholders who own them.
There are a lot of public companies in this situation.
Under the existing legislation these companies are
required to advertise in the Government Gazette the
amounts of money they hold on behalf of other people.
The most recent consolidation of the Unclaimed
Moneys Act in the Government Gazette was in October
2007, and it ran to some 421 pages. It was
predominantly from companies holding money that
they wished to forward on to its rightful owner.
The bill removes the requirement for parties who hold
unclaimed moneys to advertise in the Government
Gazette. In future the registrar of unclaimed moneys
will be responsible for advertising unclaimed moneys
via a more accessible medium, such as its website. It
also gives discretion to the registrar to advertise
unclaimed moneys in other ways.
Members will have seen from time to time articles that
appear in newspapers, particularly the Herald Sun, that
draw the attention of the community to the fact that
there are substantial unclaimed funds held by the
government. That is a legitimate way of bringing to
the attention of the community that there are funds
that have not been claimed by their rightful owners.
The key change in the legislation is the reduction in the
time period in which a party holding unclaimed moneys
is able to retain that before it is paid to the State
Revenue Office. Under the existing legislation a party
holds money for two years. Firstly, it is identified as
being unclaimed money. After a 12-month period there
is a requirement to notify the unclaimed amount that is
held, and the following year the party is required to pay
that to the registrar or the SRO. Under the new
legislation that two-year period will be effectively
reduced to one year, because within two months after
the notification requirement the party will then be
required to pay the funds straight to the SRO. The
effect of this will be a one-off benefit to the
commissioner, or to the government, in that in the first
year it comes into operation unpaid moneys that have
been outstanding for two years will be collected, as will
unpaid moneys that have been outstanding for one year.
During the first year after the legislation comes into
effect there will be a one-off benefit to the government
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by the bringing forward of revenue it otherwise would
not have had for another 12 months.
The bill also picks up a number of provisions out of the
Taxation Administration Act with respect to
investigative powers, or the powers of the registrar to
undertake investigations into parties that hold
unclaimed moneys. The advice I received at the
departmental briefing was that this typically would take
place when the SRO is undertaking taxation
investigations. Under the new legislation they will also
have the capacity to look at matters relating to
unclaimed moneys. They can administer certain
penalties for parties that are in breach of the Unclaimed
Money Act, and there is also capacity for parties
holding unclaimed moneys that are affected by
decisions of the registrar to appeal to the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) or the Supreme
Court, as the case may be. These are sensible provisions
that update the Unclaimed Money Act, and as such the
Liberal Party does not oppose them.
One of the interesting provisions introduced by this
legislation is the capacity for the registrar to pay
unclaimed money to the party that rightly owns it. One
of the anomalies in the 1962 act is that there is no
provision for the registrar of unclaimed moneys to pay
unclaimed moneys to the rightful owner when the
rightful owner is located. While it has been the practice
that the registrar does pay back unclaimed moneys to
the rightful owner when that person is located, there is
no provision in the act allowing for that. It is one of the
important provisions in this bill that there will be a
capacity for the registrar, if satisfied that the person
who has approached them is the rightful owner, to pay
that unclaimed money to that party.
They also have the capacity not to pay the unclaimed
moneys to their rightful owner. The advice from the
government with respect to that matter was that
essentially this would come into place where there is
some type of court order, possibly in relation to a
bankruptcy proceeding, where the money should
rightfully be paid to another person in accordance with
that order. There is some discretion for the registrar not
to pay unclaimed moneys to the rightful owner when
that type of circumstance exists.
The only other comment I make is in relation to
consultation on this legislation. As I indicated earlier,
the beneficiaries of this legislation are, by definition,
not easily identifiable, but there are a number of other
parties in the corporate, legal and banking sectors that
are impacted by this legislation. As part of the
consultation process on this bill, I spoke to a number of
those parties on behalf of the Liberal Party.
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One of the issues raised was the failure of the
government to consult more broadly on this legislation,
and there was some concern within the legal profession
that it had not been discussed with them before being
brought into Parliament. Obviously solicitors’ trust
accounts and various other trustee arrangements give
rise to a number of unclaimed money scenarios in
which this legislation will come into play, and the peak
bodies in the legal profession expressed concern that
consultation had not taken place.
Although I treat this matter in a somewhat jocular
fashion, given that the beneficiaries of the legislation
are not necessarily clear to us, it is a significant area of
legislation. As of June this year the government held
more than $130 million of unclaimed money that is
owed to a large number of Victorians. As the most
recent consolidation in the Government Gazette
indicates, many of the amounts held are no more than
$1000, but a substantial number of Victorians are
rightfully owed this money. The significant amount
of $130 million is held in general accounts, and there
is a further $20 million in round figures held in
superannuation accounts that are unclaimed — so it
is a serious matter. Legislation that improves access
to this money by the rightful owners by requiring
advertising on the internet, making it easy for the
rightful owners to reclaim that money, is important
and welcome. I wish the bill a speedy passage.
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I rise to
support the Unclaimed Money Bill 2008. This bill is
part of the government’s ongoing commitment to
modernise and streamline Victorian statutes and to
reduce the regulatory burden placed on business in this
regard. In this case it is to do with unclaimed money.
What do we mean by unclaimed money? There are a
number of categories, and they are wide-ranging —
unclaimed superannuation entitlements, unpresented
cheques, share dividends, salaries and wages, rent and
bond money and money paid into the courts.
The purpose of the bill is to protect unclaimed money
while at the same time establishing a system that
identifies and locates individuals so that this money can
be provided to the rightful owners. In the period 2006–07
the State Revenue Office collected over $25 million in
general unclaimed money, and to date only $15 million
has been returned to the rightful owners.
The current act was introduced in 1962 and since then
has been amended time and again to streamline
administration, but the bill we have before us today
provides for a more effective advertising regime. It has
greater flexibility and allows for such advertising to go
onto electronic mediums, whereas before it was
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primarily done through the Government Gazette. The
registrar can also place advertisements in major
regional and metropolitan newspapers much earlier in
the process than is currently prescribed. Current
businesses are required to hold onto and administer
unclaimed money for two years, whereas this bill
reduces this to just over one year. This will reduce the
administrative burden on businesses — whether small,
medium or large.
The bill also provides for a more modern compliance
and enforcement regime for the registrar and updates
the powers of investigation to be similar to those in
other acts that relate to unclaimed money or public
money. In meeting its objectives the bill strikes a fine
balance between protecting unclaimed money while at
the same time protecting the privacy of individuals and
seeking to have the money returned to the rightful
owners.
In relation to superannuation, the bill gives effect to an
agreement between the Victorian and commonwealth
governments whereby money is transferred to the
commonwealth. This ensures that there is no double
handling and that there is a single access point —
simplifying the location and identification of rightful
owners in relation to their entitlements.
The bill is a simplification of the administration
surrounding unclaimed money. It increases the prospect
of money being returned to or received by the rightful
owners in a whole range of ways. It protects privacy
and promotes good common sense in what can be an
interminable maze for people seeking out their
entitlements and businesses which hold onto the
unclaimed money. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I also rise
to support the bill. It is worth noting that over the three
financial years from 2004–05 to 2006–07 more than
$32 million in unclaimed money was paid out by the
State Revenue Office, and $15 million of that was in
2006–07 alone. In terms of the overall state
appropriation these are not huge amounts of money, but
to the claimant or the beneficiary of the lost money
these are significant amounts of money — although as
Mr Rich-Phillips has pointed out they are often small
amounts of money.
Given that for some of the claimants the amounts can
be significant, particularly in relation to superannuation,
it is important to get the act right. As a consequence, the
government’s decision was that rather than continue
with ad hoc amendments to the 1962 act it should be
completely rewritten. It is time for the act to be
modernised in a way that will further reduce red tape
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for Victorian businesses. It is important to note that the
types of unclaimed money dealt with by the act are
unchanged, that is: money paid to courts, share
dividends, wages and salaries, interest, unpresented
cheques and, as I have already mentioned,
superannuation.
It is a sensible change to allow the commonwealth to
deal with unclaimed superannuation. It is certainly
easier for fund members to have one port of call where
they can seek to recover lost superannuation, and only
having to deal with one instrumentality obviously
reduces the administrative burden all round.
The bill also removes the obligation on business to
advertise unclaimed money in the Government Gazette.
The registrar of unclaimed money will still advertise the
fact that unclaimed money is lying about, but it will be
done in a more contemporary format. It would be
difficult not to find a more contemporary format than the
Government Gazette. I am not sure how many members
of the community these days are trawling through the
Government Gazette as a matter of course. I note from
the debate in the Assembly that the member for Melton
claimed he was an avid reader of the Government
Gazette. I hope that is a recent phenomenon. It would be
quite disturbing to me to find out that back in the 1970s
when other young people were watching Star Wars —
Episode V: The Empire Strikes Back or the rest of that
trilogy, that the member for Melton might have been
reading through the Government Gazette, but that is a
matter I will take up with him. I am hopeful that it is a
recent phenomenon, certainly going back no further than
his election to the Parliament.
There is also a reduction from two years to one year in
the amount of time that business has to hold or
administer unclaimed money before paying it to the
registrar of unclaimed money, and that is a sensible
change. It will mean that unclaimed money reaches the
registrar in a more timely way and will assist in that
money being returned to its rightful owner. All in all, it
is a sensible bill. It is a modernising bill that reduces red
tape for business, and I commend it to the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and Trade) — By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.
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I thank members for their contributions to the debate on
this very important bill.

we have all experienced when attending that great
ground.

Motion agreed to.

To put it into context, I understand the government has
allocated $12 million to meet the estimated cost of this
project. I understand construction is planned to start
immediately after the 2008 AFL Grand Final —
between Essendon and Fitzroy; I can live in the past
occasionally, Mr Drum! — to ensure completion of the
extension in time for the Anzac Day AFL match in
2009.

Read third time.

MELBOURNE CRICKET GROUND
AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 June; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change).
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — This
is an important but very simple bill that the chamber is
discussing. It is not really a debate. There is support
from the opposition for the Melbourne Cricket Ground
Amendment Bill which amends the Melbourne Cricket
Ground Act 1933 to facilitate the proposed widening of
the southern concourse of the Melbourne Cricket
Ground from gate 1 to light tower 4.
Many people will talk on this bill, and I know that my
colleague in the other place, Hugh Delahunty, the
member for Lowan, made a significant contribution as
shadow minister for sport and recreation. His speech
was wide ranging and included a lot of the history of
the MCG, which continues to expand.
As I said, this bill provides for the widening of the
concourse. It is aimed at improving pedestrian flows
during peak crowd times and in the event of an
emergency situation. Members who attend the MCG on
the odd occasion would have heard announcements
about what to do if there is the need for an emergency
evacuation. The project will widen the concourse by up
to 6 metres, extending over Brunton Avenue, on which
many of us travel around the MCG as it currently
stands.
This is a simple bill that consists of only three pages. In
fact the explanatory memorandum contains more detail
than the bill itself, and I do not want to go over what the
memorandum says. Needless to say, the bill has the
support of the opposition. The project is an important
part of the continuation of the growth of the MCG. I
hope the project gets delivered on time and on budget,
which is often not the case with this government. It
starts projects which end up extending way beyond
their allocated time. This is a simple project that should
be completed. It is important for safety during any
emergency evacuation and during the peak crowd times

With those few words I can only add that I hope the
project will be completed on time and on budget so that
people can again witness in 2009 another thrashing of
Collingwood by Essendon.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will support this bill.
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — I am pleased to
rise in support of the Melbourne Cricket Ground
Amendment Bill. It is a relatively straightforward bill in
that it provides the legislative framework to allow for
the expansion of the southern concourse of the
Melbourne Cricket Ground.
What we have seen from this government is a
significant investment in the whole Olympic Park
precinct with the rectangular sports stadium. We have
seen the great achievements of that magnificent football
club, Collingwood, in that precinct. I know that you,
President, appreciate the great contribution that
Collingwood makes to the sporting culture of this
community.
Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr VINEY — I see Mr Pakula there, and I look
forward to continuing opportunities to see Collingwood
playing against other, lesser clubs such as Carlton in
Melbourne. I make what I think is an interesting point:
that the Melbourne Cricket Ground has been entirely
rebuilt over the last 30-odd years and that entire rebuild
has occurred under Labor governments. We saw the
development of the Great Southern Stand under the
Cain government, and the Ponsford, members and
Olympic stands have all been rebuilt under this
government. The entire Melbourne Cricket Ground has
been rebuilt, modernised and made great under Labor
governments.
The thing about Labor governments is that they build
things. They create things, and they create a future.
Great teams like Collingwood play at the MCG. I know
Mr Madden, who just left the chamber, agrees with me
that it is the enormous crowds these great teams bring
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in that mean we need to undertake this development of
the southern concourse. I welcome this legislation to
facilitate that opportunity. I have to differ with
Mr Dalla-Riva: Collingwood consistently outperforms
Essendon in the great Anzac Day matches — I have
been to a number of them — and it will continue to do
so. This development should be completed in time for
the next Anzac Day match, as he said. I wish the bill a
speedy passage.
Sitting suspended 6.23 p.m. until 8.03 p.m.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Thank you,
Acting President, and also thank you for sitting in the
chair in my place so I can give a brief contribution to
debate on this bill. The Melbourne Cricket Ground has
been a very important venue; it actually put Melbourne
on the map back when it was used to hold the Olympics
in 1956. It is good to see that this bill will enable further
works and improvements to this fantastic stadium. I
think it is topical that currently we have the Olympics
on in China, considering what an important venue the
MCG was in 1956.
I have a bit of an affinity with the MCG and the
Olympics there in that my uncle, Pat Leane, had
represented Australia in two Olympics, one in
Melbourne and the next one in Helsinki in the
decathlon. Since we are webstreaming I told Pat to
listen. His best result was at the MCG when he came
ninth in the 10 events of the decathlon. I have always
thought it is a pretty good thing to be the ninth best in
the world at anything, so I am glad he has got the
opportunity of being able to listen tonight.
I would like to reinforce Mr Viney’s comments and
finish my remarks by saying the MCG is the home
ground of the Collingwood football club, so that should
be enough to say in supporting this bill. It is a very
important venue, and it is important that this work gets
done. It will improve safety procedures if there is an
emergency evacuation. I commend the bill to the house.
Mr PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I also rise
to support the Melbourne Cricket Ground Amendment
Bill 2008. As other speakers have indicated, this is a
straightforward bill that is required because the
Melbourne Cricket Ground Act 1933 actually defines
the area of the Melbourne Cricket Ground, and if the
area is to be extended then an act of Parliament is
required to do so.
The area in question is the concourse which runs
around the perimeter of the ground, and specifically the
southern side of the concourse and the part that juts out
over Brunton Avenue. That part of the concourse is
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very narrow, and it can get extremely crowded. As a
result of the works that the government has completed
on the MCG, the capacity of the ground is back to
around 100 000 people. You often find that a lot of
those 100 000 or 80 000, or whatever number might
attend a given game, leave the ground at the same time,
and not necessarily at the end of the game. Twice this
year alone in Carlton versus Collingwood games there
has been a mass exodus of Collingwood supporters
around the 20-minute mark of the final quarter. With
that many Collingwood supporters leaving the ground
at once, none of us wants to see them hurting
themselves. It is extremely important that the concourse
be widened. I think that you, Acting President, in your
contribution, spoke of mass evacuations. On both of
those occasions I would define that as a mass
evacuation at the 20-minute mark.
I wish the President was in the chamber as we saw the
same thing in the much-heralded ‘100 K at the G’ game
between Carlton and Richmond. Not quite 100 K
turned up but those who did turn up, particularly the
Richmond supporters, were leaving the ground en
masse at the 15-minute mark of the final quarter. It can
get extremely crowded when you have such a mass
evacuation or exodus from the ground. In the interests
of particularly Collingwood and Richmond supporters
not coming to harm when they have to leave the ground
en masse and early in heavy defeats, the concourse
needs to be widened.
Seriously, the works will help with the flow of patrons.
They will make egress a lot easier in the event of an
emergency evacuation. I commend the bill to the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In so doing I thank members for the expeditious way in
which this bill has been dealt with.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
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SUPERANNUATION LEGISLATION
AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 31 July; motion of
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to rise and make a few
comments on the Superannuation Legislation
Amendment Bill before the house this evening. This
bill, like so many of the pieces of superannuation
legislation that come before this Parliament, is
primarily about harmonisation. It is about harmonising
Victorian superannuation schemes with the regime laid
down by the commonwealth government with respect
to managing private sector superannuation schemes and
to a large extent ensuring that the state-operated
superannuation schemes are consistent with the
schemes operated by the private sector under the
commonwealth regime. One of the important reasons
for doing that is that under commonwealth taxation
legislation, properly regulated superannuation schemes
are entitled to concessional taxation arrangements. In
order for the schemes operated by the Victorian public
sector to be accorded similar tax treatment they need to
be largely consistent with the commonwealth
requirements for superannuation schemes. To that
effect this legislation goes further in terms of
harmonising the state superannuation schemes with
commonwealth requirements.
In 2006 the Parliament passed legislation that combined
the previous State Superannuation Fund with the
emergency services superannuation fund to form
Emergency Services and State Super (ESSS). Members
will recall that the previous state super fund was the
largely defined benefits scheme that existed for
Victorian public sector employees until the end of
1992, when the scheme was closed to new entrants. Of
course those members who are continuing in the
Victorian public service and people who have retired
from the Victorian public service continue to enjoy
defined benefit entitlements under that scheme. The
Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme is the
scheme that provides defined benefit entitlements to
members of the emergency services. In 2002 the
decision was taken to combine the administration of
those schemes but not to combine the funds. They
remain separate funds in terms of their financial
structures and the beneficiaries of each scheme retain
their defined benefits as they previously existed, but the
administration of the funds was combined under the
Emergency Services Superannuation Board. This bill
goes further to recognising that combined
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administration arrangement and harmonising the two
funds.
One of the first changes the bill makes is to give
discretion to the trustees of the board to allow members
of the former state super fund to access the
accumulation products available to members of the
emergency services super fund. This again is about
bringing the operations of the ESSS more in line with
commercial superannuation funds by allowing the
board to offer a broader range of products. It is an
appropriate and I am sure welcome amendment that an
increased range of products, the accumulation products,
will be available to the state super members.
The bill also adopts, again in terms of harmonising with
the commonwealth, a new definition of ‘spouse’. The
definition of spouse used in the current legislation is
based on the Income Tax Assessment Act 1936, which
is a commonwealth act. The bill replaces that definition
of spouse with the definition in the commonwealth
superannuation legislation. It is appropriate, if a
commonwealth definition is to be used, that it be a
superannuation definition rather than a taxation
definition. That will ensure that when the
commonwealth amends its definition of spouse, as it
has foreshadowed it will, to include same-sex
relationships and remove any ambiguity with respect to
same-sex relationships, that will flow through to the
Victorian legislation. The change enacted at the
commonwealth level to recognise that people in
same-sex relationships are entitled to have access to
their partner’s superannuation, as is entirely
appropriate, will flow through automatically to the
Victorian legislation as a consequence of adopting the
commonwealth superannuation definition of spouse.
Again in making the fund operate on terms that are
more consistent with commercial funds, the bill allows
the board to contract with third parties for the provision
of financial advice to members of the scheme. This
provision allows the board to offer financial advice to
its members, as happens with private sector schemes. It
will be on the basis of fee for service, so members who
obtain financial advice through the ESSS will be
charged a fee for it. The advice will be provided by a
third-party provider. This is about enhancing the suite
of services that the board of the scheme is able to offer
to its members, which again is consistent with the types
of products that are now available to members of
private sector superannuation funds.
The bill provides that the board, via a mechanism called
specified standards, can allow members to make
binding death nomination benefits in respect of
accumulation products. This is a very important
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innovation in superannuation products. It is one that has
been introduced only recently for private sector
superannuation schemes. It allows an account-holder of
an accumulation fund to nominate to the trustees of that
fund who they would like to receive their accumulation
benefit in the event of their death. There is a limitation
on who can be nominated under a binding death
nomination. It is limited to a spouse or a dependent or
the executor of the estate of the deceased person, but for
the first time it allows a person who has an
accumulation account to nominate a binding
beneficiary of their account. Currently members of
accumulation super schemes are able to make
nominations but they are only a guide for the trustees of
their respective superannuation schemes. Only very
recently have members been able to make a nomination
that actually binds the trustee in terms of who the
accumulation fund is distributed to in the event of the
member’s death. It is a welcome addition to the state
superannuation scheme that that will be available to
members who have accumulation products within the
state superannuation scheme.
The bill also tidies up a number of things. It clarifies
that the board of the Emergency Services
Superannuation Scheme must have regard to the
interest of the contributing employer as well as
employees. Obviously with a defined benefits scheme
that is a significant issue. My understanding is that the
practice has been for the board to have regard to the
interests of the employers as well as the employees, but
the act to date has been silent on that. The bill
introduces a requirement that the board have regard to
the employer’s interest.
It also removes the prohibition on the board accepting
contributions from existing members who have reached
the age of 65. Traditionally 65 has been accepted as a
retirement age in Australia. In the past there have been
restrictions on superannuation funds receiving
contributions from members who are 65 years of age or
over. The bill will remove that prohibition on the board
accepting contributions where it relates to an existing
member. So there will continue to be, as I understand it,
a restriction on new members over the age of 65 joining
the fund, but existing members who reach 65 will be
able to continue to have contributions made to their
fund. Those are the main provisions in respect of the
operation of the fund.
The bill also makes an unrelated amendment to the
Victorian Managed Insurance Authority Act, and this
relates to ministerial directions that the Minister for
Finance makes establishing an insurance scheme or
establishing an indemnity scheme. Under the current
legislation the minister, if he establishes such a scheme
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by ministerial direction, can only establish a scheme for
12 months. The amendments that the bill will make to
the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority Act will
allow the minister to make directions that are valid for
up to five years. It will remove the need for an annual
renewal of those directions. Obviously the operation of
this will need to be monitored so that these are not
ongoing into the never-never, but it provides the
minister with some more flexibility where it is
appropriate that there is an ongoing insurance scheme
or indemnity scheme.
The other main change that the bill introduces relates to
returning members of Victoria Police. This is an issue
that arose mid to late 2006 where, in the lead-up to the
2006 election the Police Association and the
government undertook negotiations, apparently behind
the back of the chief commissioner, with respect to
enterprise bargaining arrangement outcomes for
Victoria Police in 2007, and part of those negotiations
led to an agreement that Victoria Police would accept
returning members. Members who have previously
been a member of the police force in Victoria are
re-hired on a short-term contract up to three years to
undertake policing duties. As a consequence of the
introduction of those short-term contracts for returning
members it has been necessary to recognise that fact in
the Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme with
respect to the death, disability, injury or illness
provisions contained within the existing legislation.
Under the existing Emergency Superannuation Services
Scheme a police officer who is killed, disabled, injured
or suffers illness is entitled to a certain accrued benefit
which is paid depending upon their period of service
and whether they have been a contributing member to
the fund. Under the existing system for full-time or
existing police members, not returning police members,
a member who is a member of the Emergency Services
Superannuation Scheme is entitled to make a
contribution to the scheme in addition to the
contribution that is made by Victoria Police and that
results in their receiving an increased defined benefit at
the end of their service. If a member of Victoria Police
chooses to make a contribution to the scheme and the
contributions are capped at 8 per cent — an individual
member of Victoria Police can contribute up to 8 per
cent of their salary on top of the contribution that is
made by Victoria Police — in the event of their death
or disability they are entitled to a payment that is equal
to 32 per cent of their annual salary multiplied by the
number of years in which they have been employed. In
the case of a person working for a three-year period,
which is consistent with what would occur with a
returning member, an existing member would be
entitled to a payment in the order of 96 per cent of their
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salary if they suffered death or serious disability under
those provisions.

earlier negotiations. However, we did want to note
those particular concerns.

It has been raised with the opposition by the Police
Association that under the provisions of the bill a
returning member is not recognised as a contributing
member to the scheme because they are not a
contributing member to the scheme, and as such their
entitlement to a death or disability accrued amount is
limited to that which is payable to an existing member
of Victoria Police who chooses not to contribute or
make voluntary contributions to the scheme, and this is
limited to 10 per cent of salary for each year that they
work. On the three-year scenario of a fixed-term
contract a returning member will be limited to 30 per
cent of salary, and that is a point that the Police
Association has indicated it regards as totally
inadequate. This is something that was no doubt a
matter of discussion between the Police Association
and the government at the time those negotiations were
undertaken. While we note the difference between
entitlements for a returning member and entitlements
for a continuing member, we let it rest and say that
clearly that is a matter that would have been negotiated
between the two parties at the time those negotiations
took place.

Mr THORNLEY (Southern Metropolitan) — I also
rise to speak in favour of the Superannuation
Legislation Amendment Bill. The bill really has four
primary purposes. Mr Rich-Phillips has already gone
through a bit of the history behind the amalgamation of
the funds so I will not go through that again, but the
first purpose, given that history, is to ensure that
members of the former State Superannuation Fund and
their spouses have access to ESSSuper’s accumulation
and post-retirement products. The second purpose is to
empower the ESSSuper board to be able to contract
with an external party to provide financial advice to the
members. The third major purpose is to ensure that
members with access to the accumulation products
have the ability to make a binding death nomination.
The fourth purpose is a collection or a series of matters
that allow the new flexible work practices which were
introduced into the Victoria Police Workplace
Agreement 2007, which has been referred to by other
speakers, to be put into place.

On the whole this is welcome legislation. It further
enhances the harmony between the commonwealth
superannuation legislation and the way in which our
own state superannuation and emergency services
superannuation funds operate in Victoria. With the
exception of the issue raised by the Police Association,
the Liberal Party believes these are sensible
amendments to the legislation and commends the bill to
the house.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
Greens have also sought advice and feedback from the
relevant trade unions on this piece of legislation, and I
appreciate Mr Rich-Phillips outlining the same
information that we received from the Police
Association. Clearly emergency services workers, by
virtue of their profession, find themselves in hazardous
situations, even life-threatening situations. They
frequently give assistance to people in life-threatening
situations, so we can well understand why they would
be greatly concerned about the death benefit provisions
in superannuation.
However, these and other provisions in the bill are the
outcome of a set of negotiations amongst the parties.
Those negotiations, having been concluded, are now
reflected in the legislation. We are not going to attempt
a second bite at the cherry by seeking to amend the bill
to achieve an outcome that could not be achieved in

The history both of the merging of those funds and the
administrative arrangements that attended to that have
been covered, as has at least a brief overview of the
industrial negotiations which occurred. Mr Barber quite
correctly pointed out that if negotiations have taken
place where various things have been traded by various
parties, then as a general rule it is probably unwise for
others, in particular our good selves in this Parliament,
to start reopening those negotiations and trying to give
away things that were traded presumably for other
matters by a group of consenting adults who had agreed
to a package of benefits and conditions in a bona fide,
arms-length negotiation.
A number of elements of those four primary purposes
in the bill are worth noting. The bill will allow all
members of the former State Superannuation Fund,
including active members and deferred beneficiaries
and pensioners, to access the accumulation products, so
it covers all of those classes of people. The
amendments cater for those officers who retire from the
force and later return on a fixed-term contract. Again,
the amendments try to ensure that whilst there has been
a change in their operational status and other
administrative arrangements, their capacity to access
those financial products is similar to those who are
doing similar work, albeit on different terms, and to be
able to, for example, continue to make contributions
beyond the age of 65. This is an important provision in
a world where we have an ageing population, and
where people see their retirement savings and their
retirement incomes potentially needing to go on for a

SUPERANNUATION LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL
Tuesday, 19 August 2008

COUNCIL

number of decades. Potentially they may wish to be in a
position to contribute to and take advantage of the tax
and other structures that are accorded to those
superannuation products when they are beyond the age
of 65.
The bill puts all the members of the former State
Superannuation Fund and their spouses on an equal
footing with all the other ESSSuper members in their
ability to access those accumulation products, and
allows them to make additional pre-tax and post-tax
contributions to the accumulation schemes. Other sorts
of flexibility that are obviously important — such as the
capacity to rollover or to transfer amounts from other
superannuation funds into those ESSSuper
accumulation products — can only be afforded to
members who have an established relationship with the
scheme as employer-sponsored members or members
belonging to a prescribed class. That does not mean that
people can come in through some of the other
arrangements, not having initiated that through an
employer-sponsored position. Otherwise the conditions
that were gained through those employment situations
would then be available to others.
As I mentioned, in its second primary purpose the bill
enables the board to contract an external party to
provide financial advice to members. That is obviously
a sensible thing. Given the commissions or other forms
of payment that those types of financial advisers
receive, it is obviously a good thing that the fund can
negotiate those services in bulk and therefore get a
reduction in those commissions or fees or other
compensation that would be payable to those advisers.
In order to give the board that flexibility, given the
other elements of the legislative regime, the bill needs
to empower them specifically to do that, and this bill
does that.
Thirdly, I agree with Mr Barber that the binding death
benefit nomination is important, particularly given that
it applies to workers who are in some of the most
dangerous and difficult jobs. They would certainly wish
to have the comfort of knowing that in the event of their
death they have previously been able to make a binding
nomination in respect of their beneficiaries. This is
particularly important for mixed or broken families or
those in more complex family arrangements, as is the
case for so many. Those types of situations can often
lead to disputes and complexity around things like
superannuation outcomes. To enable a member to
define with some certainty in advance of their death
what might occur in those often complex situations is a
flexibility that we want to make sure is accorded to all
of them.
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Mr Rich-Phillips has covered the minor changes to the
Victorian Managed Insurance Authority Act 1996, and
I will not go into those in any more depth. The final
matter concerns the definition of ‘spouse’, and I am
sure other members will speak about this as well.
Mr Rich-Phillips outlined this as a harmonisation issue,
and in one sense it is. It has also been a discrimination
issue, and it is one that we hope will disappear. In order
to give the members of this scheme access to the tax
and other concessional treatments that are available
under the commonwealth legislation, this legislation
has to have similar provisions in respect of the
definition of ‘spouse’ and other matters. We have no
choice but to adopt those provisions if we want to
ensure that members have access to those preferential
financial conditions available under the commonwealth
scheme. We would like to see that happen.
Unfortunately the history is — and it has been well
documented and has been discussed in this house on
several occasions — that the previous federal
government chose, in a temporary lapse of its
membership of the Ayn Rand fan club, not to give
people choice in relation to whom they love. You can
have choice in the workplace, you can have choice in
schools and you can have choice in a range of other
things, but apparently you cannot have choice in the
people you are allowed to love. That is currently the
situation.
The new federal government is looking to change that,
and I just hope its bill will pass through the Senate. I
hope the somewhat more enlightened view held by at
least some members of the federal opposition will
ensure that it passes so people can be treated equally
regardless of whom they love — particularly as it
involves the very important issues of people’s financial
planning and security. We need to ensure that they are
able to look after those whom they love with the
proceeds of their superannuation, as anyone else would
want to look after those they love.
This harmonisation needs to occur to ensure that all
members get access to those preferential financial
conditions, but that can only occur within the limits of
the commonwealth legislation. We certainly hope the
commonwealth Parliament will support the new federal
government’s more enlightened approach to this matter.
With those comments, I commend the bill to the house.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — I am pleased
to speak in support of the Superannuation Legislation
Amendment Bill. The bill deals with the emergency
services and state superannuation fund and serves to
ensure that the scheme complies with federal
requirements. It also makes the changes that have
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become necessary as a result of the Victoria Police
workplace agreement which is currently in place.
The fund is one of the larger superannuation funds in
the country. It has in excess of 150 000 members and
some $19 billion in funds. It is a non-profit
superannuation fund, and its members include members
of the Victorian police force and employees of the
Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board,
Ambulance Victoria, the Country Fire Authority,
Transfield and Advanced Medical Transport, as well as
members of the former State Superannuation Fund,
including many Victorian public service members and
employees of Parks Victoria, the Transport Accident
Commission and VicRoads, among others.
Every day in the course of their work emergency
service workers put their lives on the line for Victorians
in a way that few professions demand, and it is
incumbent on us to look after them in return and ensure
that their retirement savings are secure, safe and
properly regulated. Superannuation is of the utmost
importance for all working people to have a dignified
and hopefully relatively comfortable retirement at the
conclusion of their working lives, and this is certainly
the case for our emergency service workers and other
people working in the public service.
I will watch the unfolding debate about the rate of
superannuation with interest. I certainly welcome that
discussion. The Keating federal government was on the
right track many years ago in its plans to increase
compulsory superannuation from 9 per cent to a rate a
little more likely to provide a decent retirement income
for people. That debate has been on hold for some years
now. I am pleased to see that it is again being
considered.
This bill seeks to amend the Emergency Services
Superannuation Act and some related legislation to
enable members of the former State Superannuation
Fund and their spouses to access ESSPLAN
accumulation and post-retirement products, which they
currently cannot access. The bill will allow for the
Emergency Services Superannuation Board to enter
into arrangements with a private provider. Clause 6 of
the bill will ensure the provision of financial advice to
members. Having a financial adviser on hand is
something that the household budget of many working
families just does not stretch to. If members were able
to access expert financial advice through their
superannuation fund at a reasonable rate, I would
welcome that.
Other features of the bill will facilitate some new and
more flexible workplaces that have been introduced
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through negotiations and under the new Victoria Police
workplace agreement. Emergency service workers who
have recommenced work after having previously left
are often in shorter term contracts, and clause 3 of the
bill will enable them to be eligible for the same death
and disability cover through their superannuation.
Clause 7 facilitates a review of part-time workers’
contributions by providing that irregular hours are also
taken into account. Members of this place are well
aware that the bottom line for part-time workers and
people in less than fixed permanent employment is the
massive disadvantage they experience at the end of
their working lives, because of the much lower balances
in their superannuation accounts.
The bill will permit rollovers and transfers from other
funds and offers ESSPLAN members access to binding
death benefits.
The definition of ‘spouse’ will in the not-too-distant
future be dragged into the 20th century, and maybe all
the way into the 21st century. If members of the
commonwealth Senate are willing, such a change
would enable the very outdated Howard government
view of family to be modernised and updated so that
people are not discriminated against in their retirement
incomes by virtue of their relationships or their
sexuality. That is certainly something I am confident
that all members on this side of the house would
welcome. Members of the former federal Liberal
government did not have space in their minds and
hearts for different types of families, so it is also a
feature of this bill that the definition of ‘spouse’, whilst
linked to the commonwealth Superannuation Industry
(Supervision) Act, will change as that change happens
at the commonwealth level. If that change is adopted by
the federal government, then that change will flow
through automatically to Victoria’s superannuation
acts.
These changes are good for those people who work in
our police forces and in our fire and emergency rescue
services, as well as for those public servants who
administer some of the very important work of
government. I refer to such people as those who work
in organisations such as Parks Victoria, the Transport
Accident Commission and VicRoads. We certainly owe
it to these people to ensure that their retirement incomes
are preserved, that they are not discriminated against on
the basis of their sexuality and that their superannuation
fund is robust and in every respect complies with the
requirements of the commonwealth. With those words I
commend the bill to the house.
Motion agreed to.
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Read second time.
Third reading
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

And not for the first time this evening I thank members
for the speedy way in which they have dealt with this
piece of legislation.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mrs Peulich) —
Order! And I thank the minister for the speedy way in
which he has closed the debate.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 June; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change).
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise and make a contribution to the debate on
the Public Health and Wellbeing Bill 2008. This is an
important and complex bill which has a long history.
The opposition supports the bill in many respects, and it
also respects many of the principles contained within it.
Although we will express some reservations about the
bill, on this occasion we will not oppose it because
many aspects of the bill are worthy.
The bill is a complex rewrite of the Health Act 1958
and other bits and pieces of legislation that surround it.
It seeks to achieve a better system and take a better
approach to the regulation of public health in the broad,
and it seeks to do that in a way that is sensible and
practical. However, a number of questions need to be
raised. I do not propose to raise all of those questions
tonight; that would take the time of the chamber for
many hours, given the complexity of the bill, which is
half the size of a telephone book. I do not propose, as
members do from time to time, to examine every
clause. That would be simply unnecessary in this case.
It would also miss the point that this bill seeks to
provide a broader framework across the top of much of
the micro regulation of health, and does that in a way
that seeks to enshrine a series of principles.
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This bill is the result of a process that began back in the
Kennett government period, in 1998, and in the context
of national compensation policy and other review
purposes. The initial reviews of this act began when
Rob Knowles was the Minister for Health. In 2004 the
government released a discussion paper and called for
public submissions. Several dozen submissions were
received, mainly from local governments and health
organisations. As members will remember, in 2007 the
chief health officer was sacked, in part because of a
series of misjudgements around cases involving the
transmission of HIV infection by a HIV-positive
person. That is just one aspect of this extraordinary and
complex bill that deals with very sensitive pieces of
public health policy and regulation.
As I said, much of the Health Act has been rewritten,
but the essential parts of that act are incorporated —
and in many senses modernised and made more
relevant — into the body of this bill. The Public Health
and Wellbeing Bill is a public health bill which deals
with traditional public health areas, but wellness is also
a significant part of its focus. There are, however, a
number of areas of concern, and I will deal with those
in a systematic way.
The intent of the bill is to introduce a more flexible
public health regulation to Victoria. That is a worthy
aim, and the general steps that have been gone through
are supported. I do want to put on record the
opposition’s concern about the fact that this bill was not
put into a broad enough consultation phase at the end.
While the earlier phases were the result of significant
and broad consultation — and we support that
process — the bill itself is of such complexity and
significance that there are concerns about the fact that it
is only a few short months since this bill first saw
public exposure. I also want to put on record opposition
members’ concerns about the government’s haste in
passing this legislation. Frankly, it is not quite clear to
me why the government feels the need to move in this
way and at this pace. Although it is not a perfect
system, the system of health regulation that has been
built up in Victoria over many decades under
successive governments is a good system and arguably
amongst the best. That is not to say that it cannot be
improved, and many of the improvements that are
incorporated in this bill are generously and strongly
supported by the opposition. However, the haste of the
government in introducing this legislation detracts from
those positive steps because the pace is faster than is
necessary and faster than would be ideal for allowing
key stakeholder groups the access and time to fully
understand its complexity.
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It should be noted that in New South Wales, in the
Public Health Act 1991, a series of similar
extraordinary powers to deal with public health
emergencies were conferred on the minister and not on
officials. This is a chief distinction between some other
jurisdictions where such powers are conferred on
ministers rather than chief health officers. That is an
arguable position; in this state we have a long history of
chief health officers of integrity and capacity. In many
respects that is a stronger position than having ministers
responsible. It is equally true to say that some of these
areas of regulation involve political decisions, and it is
arguable that those political decisions should be made
on some occasions by ministers because public health
and public safety are involved. I am not flagging a final
or fixed position on this matter. In a sense I am flagging
that there is a degree of tension and a point of debate as
to where authority is vested on these occasions. The
vesting of that authority is an important matter of
decision making in terms of getting the best outcomes
in public health terms.
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… to enact a new legislative scheme which promotes and
protects public health and wellbeing in Victoria.

No-one can disagree with that. But what does it actually
mean? The detail in these very complex bills is deep
inside.
Part 2 of the bill is headed ‘Objectives, principles and
application’. Clause 4(1) states that:
The Parliament recognises that —
(a) the State has a significant role in promoting and
protecting the public health and wellbeing of persons in
Victoria —

and so forth. Subclause (2) provides:
In the context of subsection (1), the objective of this Act is to
achieve the highest attainable standard of public health and
wellbeing by —
(a) protecting public health and preventing disease, illness,
injury, disability or premature death;
(b) promoting conditions in which persons can be healthy;

The powers vested in these public officials are
significant and they need to be because in certain
emergency cases, where significant public infection and
so forth is involved, we need to have officers who can
use mechanisms to implement things, often very
quickly, under stress and in uncertainty. In some
circumstances those public officials may have to make
political and health judgements which are not always
ideal but which, for the public benefit, are required to
be made in a public-spirited way and to the best of their
capacity. Detention orders may be issued by a medical
emergency officer. They can be of a maximum duration
of 96 hours, and any extensions must be approved by a
magistrate. In terms of the involuntary medical
examination of a person who may have a notifiable
disease, the chief executive has to seek a magistrate’s
order to detain them for examination. This seems a fair
balance in many respects, but again there is a point of
debate as to where the line is drawn and where the
powers are vested.
There are a number of concerns. Part 8 of the bill
allows the chief health officer to make compulsory
testing orders and provides for the detention of people
believed to be a public health risk, the use of police and
the justice system to enforce orders, and the conferring
of rights of access to private health and medical
records. These are all significant powers that are
required and indeed they are necessary powers in times
of public health emergency, but these matters should be
scrutinised in detail.
I want to come to the purpose of the bill. In a sense its
purpose is simple and elegant — that is:

(c) reducing inequalities in the state of public health and
wellbeing.

Subclause (3) provides:
It is the intention of Parliament that in the administration of
this Act and in seeking to achieve the objective of this Act,
regard should be given to the guiding principles set out in
sections 5 to 11.

I propose to talk about these for some time, because in
many senses they will become the guiding legal
principles of the legislation. Whilst in essence and in
the abstract these are principles that will be widely
supported in the community, it is the balance that is
struck between these principles that is important.
Essentially, because they are incorporated as the
principles of this act, they will become legally binding
and ultimately the balance will be struck by the courts.
Parliament today needs to be under no illusions that it is
making the decision. I am not arguing that this is
wrong, but I am arguing that Parliament needs to be
under no illusions that it is actually enshrining this set
of principles and that ultimately the balance between
the principles will be struck by the courts. As it goes
forward, in the early years case law will be very
unclear. Perhaps previous case law will be of
significance, but ultimately it will not be of
significance.
For the benefit of those in the chamber who are
following this, I am referring to page 20 of the bill.
Clause 5 outlines the principle of evidence-based
decision making. I affirm my strong support for the
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incorporation of this principle in the bill. It is an
important step to focus public health decisions on the
available evidence and use that as guidance in the
decision making of ministers and chief health
officers — and secondary officers as well. In health
care generally, evidence-based medicine is one of the
guiding lights of improvement of standards and focus
on what does and does not work. I welcome the
incorporation of this important principle.
Clause 6 is headed ‘Precautionary principle’. I will
come back to that later, because I think it is the most
controversial of all the principles incorporated here.
Clause 7 is headed ‘Principle of primacy of prevention’,
and provides that:
The prevention of disease, illness, injury, disability or
premature death is preferable to remedial measures.

I think that is a very important principle. Subclause (2)
states:
For that purpose, capacity building and other
health-promotion activities are central to reducing differences
in health status and promoting the health and wellbeing of the
people of Victoria.

Can I just say to the Parliament and to the people of
Victoria that I welcome the government’s incorporation
of a principle of primacy of prevention. This is a very
important step that is long overdue. I believe that in the
1980s, increasingly in the 1990s and on, it was
recognised that preventive medicine and health care is
an important primary objective and a preferable
objective to dealing with conditions as they develop.
The principle of accountability is outlined in clause 8.
Nobody can have a concern about the idea that the
principle of accountability is incorporated in the bill.
That is defined as:
Persons who are engaged in the administration of this Act
should as far as is practicable ensure that decisions are
transparent, systematic and appropriate.

Subclause (2) provides that:
Members of the public should therefore be given —
(a) access to reliable information in appropriate forms to
facilitate a good understanding of public health issues;
and
(b) opportunities to participate in policy and program
development.

These principles are important, but I want to point to
the deeper issue. These principles being legally binding
is both a strength and a weakness, because the courts
will decide what these words actually mean. The term
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‘reliable information in appropriate forms to facilitate a
good understanding’ has a bit of a nanny state ring
about it. Who decides what is reliable? Who decides
what an appropriate form is? Who decides what a good
understanding of public health issues is? These are all
essentially political judgements that in my view will be
cloaked in some legal understanding.
Will this potentially give someone a legal head of
power to get access to important health information?
Yes, it will — and I welcome that opportunity. I think
that will be a powerful point under this central
legislation that will govern health care in Victoria. I
think that will be a valuable step. Having said that, I
ask: who will interpret that? How will it be decided? In
the end, administrative law will decide that. We
understand that, whether it is the Freedom of
Information Act or whatever other act, there are
restrictions. I have some concerns about the guarded
nature of these words, the weasel words, such as
‘reliable information in appropriate forms’, that are in
here.
Clause 9 outlines the principle of proportionality. In the
abstract that is a very reasonable statement, and I agree
with it. It states:
Decisions made and actions taken in the administration of this
Act —
(a) should be proportionate to the public health risk sought
to be prevented, minimised or controlled; and
(b) should not be made or taken in an arbitrary manner.

There is no doubt there is full support for the concept
that decisions:
… should be proportionate to the public health risk sought to
be prevented, minimised or controlled.

This may be a significant protection on some occasions
from disproportionate action and unreasonable actions
taken by health administrators or decision-makers in
certain contexts.
Clause 10 refers to the principle of collaboration and
states:
Public health and wellbeing, in Victoria and at a national and
international level, can be enhanced through collaboration
between all levels of government and industry, business,
communities and individuals.

Crikey! I must say that, whilst in the abstract, everyone
would agree with the principle of collaboration. No-one
is in favour of combat. Everyone thinks collaboration is
a good thing. There is an inherent naivety in these sorts
of statements that will have legally binding effects.
What on earth does that mean? Will it provide a head of
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power for the federal government? I am not sure. Or for
local governments? It is very unclear to me what that
will in the end mean, despite the welcome and
high-sounding words.
Clause 11 refers to the principles applying to part 8 and
states:
Section 111 specifies the principles that are to apply for the
purposes of the application, operation and interpretation of —

the act. I will leave that.
Clause 12 refers to the application of part 6 to areas
outside a municipal district and talks about the details
of geographic application.
I want to return to clause 6, which refers to the
precautionary principle which may well on certain
public health aspects be the most controversial when
applied in an unknown future legal context. It says:
If a public health risk poses a serious threat, lack of full
scientific certainty should not be used as a reason for
postponing measures to prevent or control a public health
risk.

I agree with the precautionary principle when in the
abstract like that, but let us unpack this and try to work
out precisely what it actually means. If it means that
public health officials may need to act on certain
occasions to head off public health risks, I agree with
that. If it means they may need to act in points or
occasions where uncertainty and a lack of full or
complete evidence exists, I agree with that. But what
legal leverage could this sort of precautionary principle
be given? Does this mean that a health official can act
in a way to demand that a public health intervention
should occur? If that is about preventing ill-health, I can
see good reason for that.
I place on the record my thanks for the lengthy briefing
that was provided by the minister and the department,
and the long hours that were spent with not just me but
with the opposition’s shadow Minister for Health, the
member for Caulfield in the Assembly, Helen Shardey,
and a number of other members of the opposition. I
freely and openly place on record my thanks for the
time spent. At that briefing it was advanced that this
precautionary principle would apply where a
government official sought to close down a shonky
food premise. I agree that a lack of complete
information should not prevent a government official
closing down a food premise that may on reasonable
examination lead to a risk to public health, and that a
public health official should on many occasions when
confronted with incomplete but persuasive evidence
step forward and prevent a risk to public health.
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But the precautionary principle could equally mean that
people could be compulsorily vaccinated, or other steps
could be imposed on the community, in the interests of
precautionary steps. These will ultimately be decisions
that are made by courts on the basis of legal actions. It
is my unease with the change in this bill that, whilst
most of these principles I agree with in the abstract, the
balance and the weight that is accorded to these
principles will ultimately now not be the decision of the
Parliament or the people of Victoria. It will be the
decision of a series of court cases that lay out case law
in the future. I am not convinced that the courts always
get the balance right in these sensitive matters. Of
course the decision whether to intervene or to not
intervene in a public health matter is not only a matter
of evidence and public health decision making but also
in some contexts a political decision as well. It is that
level of concern I have about the bill.
It is with mixed feelings that I indicate the opposition
will not oppose the bill. There are many worthy and
encouraging aspects of the bill that I personally strongly
support and of which the opposition is strongly
supportive. There are, however, aspects that would
cause a reasonable person to think carefully about
handing over the balance of powers outlined in this bill.
As I said, it is an important bill. I am, as I have
indicated before, disappointed that the government has
not given a proper and full opportunity for the broadest
public disclosure.
A government member recently said to me, ‘There will
be plenty of time’. I said to that person, who shall
remain nameless because they are well intentioned,
‘Very few people in my electorate of Southern
Metropolitan Region know or understand this bill. Very
few health providers, very few people in public
hospitals, very few people in primary health care and
very few people at the community or environmental
medicine level have an understanding of what this bill
will do’.
Ultimately the consultation on the details of the bill has
been within a very narrow band. I am always concerned
when the consultation on what I call foundational
change, which is what this bill proposes, has not
elicited broad community support and understanding of
what the bill will actually do.
With those comments I indicate again that the
opposition will not oppose the bill. There is much in the
bill that is worthy. It is a process that began under the
former Kennett government through the then health
minister, the Honourable Rob Knowles. The process
has gone through several layers of consultation, but in
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my view the government has erred in not fully
consulting the community on the final form of the bill.

disability, premature death and to improve the general
health of the community.

Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — I rise to
speak in support of the Public Health and Wellbeing
Bill. The purpose of the bill is to put in place new and
updated legislation that promotes the public health and
wellbeing in Victoria. The bill amends eight acts and
involves consequential amendments to some 25 other
acts.

Clause 4 sets out seven guiding principles that need to
be taken into account by authorities in administering the
health system. These are to make decisions on the basis
of evidence that in the face of serious risk to public
health, authorities should always act to protect the
public even when there is not full scientific information
available. It is always better to prevent diseases, injuries
or disabilities from occurring rather than taking
remedial measures after the fact. Authorities should
always make sure that their decisions are transparent
and that there is opportunity for the public and for
professions to scrutinise decisions and to have access to
information. Authorities should make sure that the
actions they take to protect public health are in
proportion to the risk they are trying to manage or
ameliorate, and they should always work
collaboratively with government departments, industry,
business, communities and individuals.

As Mr David Davis said, the bill was developed against
a background of work presented in the 2004 discussion
paper and the 2005 policy paper, both entitled Review
of the Health Act 1958, and the resulting consultations.
The extensive research and discussion aimed to develop
a public health act that was modern and that could
provide a legal framework for a health system that was
capable of providing and developing health in the
community.
The bill deals with a large number of issues that relate
to governance, powers and responsibilities of various
authorities, the management and control of public
health risks and the health impacts of certain services.
The bill is an update of the 50-year-old Health Act, and
a number of the provisions in the bill are a re-enactment
of the previous legislation, but there is also a significant
refocus and the introduction of a range of new
measures.
Health is one of the Brumby government’s top
priorities, which is why in the 2006 state elections we
committed to invest in rural and regional hospitals and
to recruit and train more doctors in country Victoria. I
remind the house that over the last year or so some
three more doctors have been placed at the Wonthaggi
Hospital in my own electorate of Eastern Victoria
Region. We committed to invest in country health
services — $21 million was provided for the Latrobe
Community Health Service — and we committed to
expand rural ambulance services. Warrigal and
Wonthaggi are two examples of where that has
happened in recent times.
The minister’s second-reading speech states that for the
first time in Victoria’s history the bill enshrines the
state’s role in protecting public health and wellbeing.
This is set out in part 2 of the bill, which deals with the
general objectives, principles and application of the
legislation. Clause 4 states that in passing the bill the
Parliament recognises that the state has a significant
role in promoting and protecting the public health and
wellbeing of all Victorians, and that this involves taking
action to improve health and reduce inequalities, to
reduce the incidence of disease, illness, injury and

Part 3 of the bill covers the responsibilities of the
secretary of the department, the responsibilities of the
chief health officer and the functions of local municipal
councils. Under this legislation councils continue to
carry out a wide range of responsibilities to maintain
public health standards such as immunisation programs
and putting together public health and wellbeing plans.
Under part 4 of the bill, the minister is empowered to
establish consultative councils. These are made up of
experts in particular areas the minister thinks need to be
looked into. Consultative councils are created with a
particular investigative brief or prescribed function.
Section 44 of division 3 of the bill provides for the
establishment of the Consultative Council on Obstetric
and Paediatric Mortality and Morbidity to inquire into
Victoria’s maternal deaths, stillbirths and the deaths of
children, as well as into the incidence and causes of
obstetric and paediatric morbidity.
Part 5 of the bill requires the minister to prepare a
public health statement every four years, and the first of
these is to be ready by 1 September 2011. The plan
needs to identify the public health and wellbeing needs
of Victorians and to contain an examination of data that
shows the health status and wellbeing of the
community. The plan also needs to present the
objectives and policy priorities for the health and
wellbeing of Victorians. This part of the bill empowers
the minister to conduct public inquiries and impact
assessments, and it spells out the details of how this
needs to be done.
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Part 6 of the bill makes local councils responsible for
addressing local health and wellbeing problems in the
community in relation to things like water policy and
management, animals, rubbish, noise and suchlike.
Where a community member lodges a complaint, the
council must follow up and take appropriate action. If it
does not do that, the complainant is able to have the
matter heard in the Magistrates Court. Under this part
of the bill councils are also responsible for addressing
nuisance issues arising from land not properly managed
and also for registering certain kinds of businesses that
may pose a community health risk. Those businesses
are listed and recorded in the legislation itself.
Part 7 of the bill relates to the regulation of cooling
towers, and I think members will remember how the
issue of cooling towers and the outbreak of legionella
some years ago was a major public health issue in
Victoria. It took considerable effort on the part of health
authorities to get on top of that problem. The section of
the bill that deals with cooling towers is extensive, and
it covers the full range of issues: registration, renewal
and the development of risk management plans, safety
reviews and audits. While these are all of a very
technical nature and are spelt out in the bill, they are
very important — as Victoria learnt some years ago.
Part 7 also deals with the regulation and control of the
use of pesticides and the issuing of pest control
licences.
Part 8 of the bill is concerned with the management and
control of infectious diseases, and this part sets out the
guiding principles that underpin the state’s approach to
these complex and dangerous issues. I recall that the
house debated these matters in relation to other
legislation some weeks ago. Certain responsibilities are
given to the chief health officer to enable him or her to
instigate examinations and testing of persons suspected
of having contracted an infectious disease. Part 8 also
regulates the process to be followed when examinations
or tests are carried out on individuals and details what is
expected of a person who is suspected of having
contracted an infectious disease or who has been in
contact with people who have an infectious disease.
This part of the bill gives the chief health officer the
power to make a public health order where he or she
decides that the health condition of an individual could
lead to a public health risk. It is to the credit of the
Minister for Health that this part of the legislation
protects the rights of individuals who are under this
kind of examination, and it gives them the right to
appeal certain decisions. A separate section in the bill
deals with people whom a doctor believes may be
HIV-positive and permits the doctor to order tests to be
done in those cases. This part also sets out a range of
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obligations for medical practitioners to observe in order
to protect the rights of patients in those situations.
The remaining parts 9, 10, 11 and 12 of the bill deal
with the powers of local government officers and of the
chief health officer to respond to risks to public health
and with various provisions relating to the powers of
authorised officers regarding review and appeals
relating to offences and legal matters.
As I said at the outset, this bill updates and modernises
Victoria’s legislative health regime. It emanates from a
model that emphasises the treating of illness through
prevention and the protection of people’s wellbeing
before they become ill. This is sound and well-timed
legislation, and I commend it to the house.
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — I state
from the outset that the coalition does not oppose this
legislation, but it does have some reservations and
concerns.
This bill seeks to replace and update the Health Act
1958 which has been in place for over 50 years and has
served our community well. It relates to public health
and safety in particular. The bill attempts to strengthen
the legal framework by providing a contemporary
approach to public health and safety matters, in
particular strengthening Victoria’s capacity to respond
to a medical health emergency. It also attempts to
provide a mechanism for a decisive and quick response
to an emerging health crisis while protecting and
safeguarding the rights of individuals who may be
affected.
An initial discussion paper reviewing the act was
originally released in 1998 in the context of a national
competition policy comprehensive regulation review
process. As a result some fairly significant amendments
have been made to the act. In 2004 the current
government released a discussion paper and called for
public submissions. A number of submissions were
made, mainly from local government and health
organisations.
This led to a draft policy paper being released in
September 2005 which outlined the government’s
general approach to this new policy. Contained in this
policy are 240 recommendations — so it is a
considerable rewrite of serious complexity — which
are to be considered in the drafting of this new
legislation. Several dozen responses and submissions in
relation to the recommendations were made early in
2006. Nearly two and a half years later we have a new
piece of legislation before us which has appeared,
unfortunately I believe, without any further consultation
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and without the benefit of a draft to be considered by
those who will actually be working in the field and
implementing the provisions in this bill. Those who
have made submissions to the policy paper have had no
real opportunity to have further input or to seek to make
amendments to the bill before us today.
This bill incorporates much of the current Health Act,
but it seeks to rewrite and contemporise it, which is not
a bad thing. After all, in 1958 the AIDS virus had not
emerged as a health issue — it became the issue that it
is today in the 1980s. The bill attempts to modernise the
act in a number of ways by making it relevant to
contemporary needs and practices, including changing
the name of the act to the Public Health and Wellbeing
Act as opposed to the Health Act. The ‘wellbeing’ part
of the bill’s title appears to be an attempt by this Labor
government to jazz up the title with jargon.
Mrs Peulich — To make it funky.
Mrs PETROVICH — It may well be doing that,
Mrs Peulich. In practice the bill contributes very little to
the wellness aspect alluded to in the title. If anything, it
relates more to the preventive measures.
A significant public health issue that affects us all is the
importance of health inspections and proper hygiene
standards for cafes, takeaway food providers, fast-food
outlets and restaurants. The public has a right to feel
comfortable that the proper vigilance and appropriate
checks are in place. When we go out to these places we
should have surety that a high standard of hygiene and
health is afforded to us all.
The bill is about ensuring that these measures are in
place, and it also relates to the more serious issues
surrounding epidemics, pandemics and possible
biosecurity issues. Councils have played an important
role in this for many years by developing municipal
health plans which relate to local legal issues, health
services provided by councils, monitoring of food
handling, immunisation services provided by
community health services and a plethora of other
services. It is only appropriate that the legislation be
updated to have sufficient procedures and powers to
enable us to act in an emergency — to have the
capacity to react quickly and appropriately when
circumstances require.
We do not oppose the new powers. It is important to
note that there are sufficient powers to deal with cases
such as that which occurred in 2007, when the chief
health officer, Dr Robert Hall, was sacked in part
because of poor judgement in withholding information
which could have prevented further transmission of the
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AIDS virus by a HIV-positive person who was
deliberately transmitting the disease. As a result of this
case and directly relating to the provisions in the
proposed legislation, another review was undertaken
which dissected the way the Department of Human
Services dealt with HIV-infected people who put others
at risk. This review concluded in February 2008, and I
believe it was considered in finalising this bill.
The commencement provision allows the bill to be
implemented over a period of time with the possibility
of sections being proclaimed before the default
commencement date of 1 January 2010. There is a
significant time period before this bill will be
implemented, and I believe there will be a staged
approach. This would enable us to have additional and
adequate time for the remaking and remodelling of
regulations, should this be required. If it is necessary to
do some remodelling because of the lack of
consultation we have experienced, we will have the
capacity to do that. Additional work may also be
required to develop protocols between agencies
involved in the application and enforcement of the new
legislation, councils and Victoria Police; these are
examples to be considered.
The second-reading speech describes the bill as
providing a:
… population health framework that is focused on prevention
and is sufficiently flexible to enable swift and effective
responses to emerging new threats to public health, as well as
well-known risks to public health.

For all its bells and whistles, this is an update of the
Health Act, and it only deals with public health issues
in traditional health areas. The general purpose of the
bill is that of modernising the Health Act and bringing
it into the 21st century.
When forming policy it is important to look at the big
picture, and the needs and welfare of the broader
community should always be considered. I believe it is
important not to lose sight of the rights of the
individual. Civil liberties should be protected and
maintained. It is not always the case that more and
more regulation being imposed on communities is an
improvement; sometimes simple is better. In this case
the implementation of further regulation will not
necessarily assure us that the right decisions are being
made. I think this is especially the case if there are not
processes and checks to ensure that the Victorian
community is protected against infectious disease and
that the rights of the individual are upheld.
I am personally concerned that because of the apparent
lag time between the inception of this bill, which goes
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back nearly 10 years now, the consultation and the bill
being introduced, councils — particularly country
councils — will not be prepared for the bill and will not
have the required budgets. Some of them may not even
have the required staff. Councils, the Municipal
Association of Victoria and the Victorian Local
Governance Association should all have been given an
up-to-date briefing and another opportunity to
comment. Two years is too long between consultations.
I also have concerns about the great expansion of the
power of an unelected public official, the chief health
officer. In some cases there may be a restriction of civil
liberties. The balance in all things must be achieved,
and this bill needs careful scrutiny to make sure that
this occurs. The rights of the individual should be
protected, as should the civil liberties of all members of
the community.
Part 8 of the bill provides for compulsory testing orders
by the chief health officer under clauses 113(2)(f), 117
and 123; the detention of people believed to be a public
risk; the use of police and the justice system to enforce
orders under clause 134(3); and the conferring right to
access private health and medical records. These
matters are of concern to me. It is only too easy to
damage a reputation or breach privacy unless all the
appropriate checks are in place.
The Victorian AIDS Council argues that the bill goes
too far in some areas. It believes things such as sharing
of information, state access to medical records and
compulsory testing may compromise the charter of
human rights and responsibilities.
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the isolation pretty tough going. There is no easy fix for
this, but over a long period of time not enough money
has been put into the training of and support for
doctors. Greater support needs to be afforded to these
vital members of country communities.
Whilst I have no real objection to the modernisation of
the Health Act, it does nothing to address the issues of
doctor shortage. It does nothing to address the lack of
emergency facilities in many country hospitals and
nothing to address overcrowding and the waiting lists
behind the waiting lists. Maternity facilities crucial to
country families and facilities teeter on the brink and
are relying on the goodwill of country doctors to keep
them running. Closures put pressure on the next
provider, the next hospital down the line, which has to
pick up the fallout. It seems to be just a shuffling of
deckchairs. While we say one hospital provides an
emergency service and the next one down the line
provides maternity services, there does not seem to be
any real gain in service provision.
This bill does nothing to address these issues or issues
such as ambulance response times. There simply are
not enough ambulances in country Victoria and
response times are getting up there. Communities are
relying on those ambulances because they do not have
any emergency departments in close proximity. I could
elaborate on the problems of hospitals and their
facilities all night, but I will not.

It is a concern to me when we see how easily lives and
outcomes can be impacted upon. An example of this
occurred recently when there was contamination in
DNA testing which has impacted on a number of
criminal cases. There is the potential to impact on
individual rights when such contamination occurs.
Human error and the sharing of information is a
dangerous combination. I hope this is not just another
symptom of this Labor government’s continued
franchising and outsourcing of health services to a
range of people other than qualified medical
professionals.

However, I will say that we have overcrowding and
professional services being offered out of portable
buildings in hospital grounds in Bendigo. We need a
new hospital there. The hospital is a great tribute to the
early part of the century, but it will not be able to
continue to serve a population which has now hit
100 000 people. On weekends, the emergency
department is like a war zone. Families and alcohol and
drug-affected people being mixed in together is a recipe
for disaster. The maternity facilities are at capacity. The
oncology unit has a number of chairs. It is great that we
have an oncology unit in a regional centre like that, but
there is simply no room in that facility for relatives or
those people waiting alongside loved ones who need
support during their treatment. There are some real
issues.

Whatever happens nothing will hide the fact that we are
short of doctors. GPs are not being trained in sufficient
numbers to meet demand. This is becoming
increasingly apparent in country Victoria where an
ageing and overworked undersupply of rural doctors is
facing long working hours and increasing waiting lists.
Those who choose to go to the country rapidly find the
workload, the diversity of work presented to them and

Super-clinics have been promised amongst much
fanfare. I would like to note two in particular. The one
in Wallan has no foreseeable starting date and a
significantly underfunded budget. It has been funded
with $1 million — that will not even buy the block of
land we have to put it on. The Sunbury super-clinic has
been superseded by the Goonawarra Medical Centre, a
privately run facility. The super-clinic has not started
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yet and already another facility has taken over its role.
The clinic is also significantly underfunded, by at least
$2 million.
There are examples of great communities working
together to make sure they have their hospitals in place.
The Mansfield District Hospital provides maternity
services to that community as well as a range of other
services. It has recently fundraised and replaced the
hospital roof. This is the hospital that provides
maternity services for both Alexandra and Mansfield.
These are just a few brief examples of areas of real
need not being addressed. I could go on.
Whilst I do not oppose the bill, I would like to
acknowledge that there is a huge area of need which is
currently not being addressed. There is a demonstrated
need to contemporise the Health Act in ways that have
been highlighted here tonight by other people. On that
basis I will not oppose this legislation. I would once
again like to reiterate that there has not been enough
timely consultation done on this bill. I fear for those
who will be impacted by the changes and those who
have to implement the legislation. In closing I would
like to compliment the shadow Minister for Health and
member for Caulfield in the Assembly, Helen Shardey,
for her research and the work done on this extensive bill
in a very short time frame.
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I rise to make
a contribution in support of the Public Health and
Wellbeing Bill 2008. It is a thorough review of the
Health Act. If this bill is passed, it will replace an act
that is now 50 years old. I take this opportunity to
congratulate the Minister for Health, Daniel Andrews,
and his staff for the drive they brought to this exercise
to bring about a greater modernisation of public views
of how public health needs to be contextualised.
For the first time we are enshrining in Victorian health
legislation the state’s role in promoting and protecting
public health and wellbeing while continuing to prevent
the spread of infectious diseases. The bill contains a
number of new powers to promote health and wellbeing
in Victoria, such as requiring the preparation of state
public health and wellbeing plans every four years, with
the first plan to be produced by 1 September 2011.
Secondly, the bill enables the Secretary of the
Department of Human Services to conduct a public
inquiry into any serious public health matter. Thirdly, it
enables the minister to direct that a health impact
assessment be carried out of the public health and
wellbeing impact on the importance of health
proposals. That in itself is an important initiative.
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The essence of the bill essentially refocuses the health
system to one that puts a lot more importance on
preventive measures. It focuses on the wellbeing of
individuals but at the same time contextualises health
and wellbeing within our community. This will be done
through the promotion of primary health care and
reorientating the health system so it is more robust and
can face ongoing and increasing challenges. All of this
will be evident in the local area health agreement plans.
I would argue that this positions the health system to
meet the key new challenges it is facing. These include
issues in health that go to the matter of ageing and the
pressure all the ageing issues have on the health system.
Other health issues that are not age specific include
chronic diseases such as diabetes. We have also seen an
increasing incidence of obesity, and within the younger
ranks of our community as well. We are also seeing
skill shortages within the health professions area. None
of this is new, but this reorientation will provide greater
flexibility, I would argue, to meet those challenges, as
well as an ability to face the ongoing funding pressures
that the health system is constantly under.
This focus the government has is not new. In fact it was
stipulated in the Premier’s statement of legislative
intent earlier this year. The statement was quite specific
in mentioning the promotion of public health and
wellbeing and the preventive element of it, whether it
be a quantitative shift or a qualitative shift. All of this
requires a new mindset to be adopted by all of those
who are connected with the health system, whether they
be doctors, nurses or aides. Whilst many in that
category already understand it, we also need to have
administrators providing a supportive framework to the
professional health carers who have guiding principles
that will enable them to make decisions more precisely
in a well-thought-out process that will follow the
primary objectives of the act. It also goes to the need to
reorientate the focus of general community members,
whether they be patients or members of families of
patients, and a preventive and primary care mindset that
is supported by a team-based framework and, as I said,
administratively supportive.
This approach to health and wellbeing is a philosophy,
but it is also underpinned by a number of vital Brumby
Labor government initiatives — things like the
Premier’s Active Families Challenge, which I have had
a personal involvement in at the Port Fairy
Consolidated School and the Colac Primary School.
The children understand not just the intent of the
challenge but also the process surrounding it. Families
get involved, not just students, and there are
competitions within families to ensure that they have a
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common goal to improve their family’s physical and
mental health.

such as public hygiene and issues such as responses to
outbreaks of legionnaire’s disease.

Over the years we have seen the Go for Your Life
programs and their success in a number of areas of our
communities. It is also important to mention the
recently announced $600 million work health initiative,
which is about educating, screening, discussing, sorting
out early intervention and getting people to seriously sit
down and not just talk about health in the workplace
but to be actively involved in looking at and working
on their health. It is not just about talking about fads, it
is about long-term education to assist people in
assessing their health and also developing healthy
habits. This program will be rolled out over the next
few years, and it is set to reach close to 3 million
workers here in Victoria.

During the development of this legislation the
government released a series of discussion papers; in
turn it received submissions and released a draft policy
paper. However, things were derailed because we found
there was lack of clarity in the role of the chief health
officer. A calamitous situation arose because the chief
health officer, Dr Robert Hall, unfortunately withheld
information, which ultimately led to his sacking. The
public, through this process, was at great risk because
of the withholding of the information that could have
prevented the deliberate transmission of HIV infection
by an HIV-positive person. If I had the time, there is
much that I could draw into this subject that was
covered in lurid detail in the press. This incident led to
the key provisions of the legislation before us. Central
to this legislation is the review that examines the
processes that are in place in the Department of Human
Services in its dealings with HIV-positive people who
place others at risk. It is a relief to see this review taking
place.

The bill also contains a regime for vaccination in which
preventable disease management is highlighted. For
example, the introduction of immunisation status
certificates for primary-aged schoolchildren will be
issued so that parents and medical providers have
evidence of where a child is up to in the immunisation
cycle.
It is not my intention to go to the specifics, as Johan
Scheffer went thoroughly and eloquently through the
specific parts of the huge bill before us, but in summing
up I would like to say that the bill represents a
significant review of the current act. One could argue
that it is more than just a major rewrite, it is a massive
intervention in the philosophy of how we perceive
health and wellbeing in this state. It is a rewrite and a
reorientation that meets the challenges of the public
health system now and into the future, and it recognises
the new challenges and new approaches necessary to
bring about better health and wellbeing for all
Victorians. I commend the bill to the house.
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Whilst I will not be opposing this bill, as I set out to
make some comment on the major reforms I will also
highlight a number of concerns. The bill endeavours to
replace and update the Health Act 1958, particularly in
relation to public health and safety matters, be they
small scale — such as the health inspections conducted
in cafes, restaurants and shopping malls — or right
through to large-scale health events in response to
biosecurity matters and massive epidemics.
The bill is commendable, because it is essential that
Victoria’s public health framework has the capacity to
respond to the health problems of this century alongside
the traditional types of responses to public health issues,

However, whilst the bill’s title does encompass the
concept of wellbeing, for me it is far removed from
what I would see as a holistic response to the wellbeing
of a population from a preventive medicine perspective.
In fact it is disappointing and clearly it is something that
is just put in to appease certain sensitivities from certain
groups.
Collectively, however, we are concerned that this bill
will mean that the powers of unelected public health
officials are expanded; and because we have an abiding
concern about the role of the chief health officer, it
could also lead to intrusion into people’s lives and the
potential to trammel the rights of individuals. This is
uppermost in the raft of concerns that we, as Liberals,
have and these values that we hold dear.
On the question as to whether the government has got
this delicate balance of public good and civil liberties
right, the jury is still out. We hope the government is
responsive to making refinements as this legislative
program and its regulatory framework is introduced.
We believe the minister, not unelected officials, should
assume the responsibility for public health emergencies,
and clearly this is a little bit of duckshoving, to use the
vernacular. It is a classic example of wanting to be a
few steps removed from where accountability lies, and
that is characteristic of this government.
One aspect of this bill that does need highlighting is the
specific power of the chief health officer to confer
rights of access to private health and medical records
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and to allow the resultant sharing of this information
with both state and commonwealth authorities. If
something goes wrong on a very small scale it has the
possibility to expand and possibly get out of control.
People’s information could be distributed nationally —
never to be able to be brought back under control or
guidance. My concern here is that if the empowered,
non-elected decision-maker equipped with these new
powers gets it wrong, this bill absolves them of the
consequences of their poor judgement, albeit that that
poor judgement might have been exercised during a
medical emergency. People might make poor decisions
when under a lot of pressure; however, I think it should
be enshrined in this legislation that the accountability
does prevail.
Furthermore, there is nothing in this bill that protects
Victorians from the dangers of an incompetent
appointee in the future. The Liberal view is that a
statutory appointment of such importance to public
health in this state should be endorsed by cabinet and
not be delegated to the head of the Department of
Human Services. Unfortunately, the massive tome that
is this 264-page bill was not released for proper
consultation prior to its introduction. This is a really
unfortunate move on behalf of the government and
something that I think it will regret.
In closing my contribution I would like to say that
members of the opposition are really fortunate to have a
shadow minister of the calibre of Mrs Helen Shardey,
the member for Caulfield in the other place. I
congratulate her on the work she has done in dealing
with this voluminous bill and the degree of consultation
that she has undertaken.
It is probably a worthy point at this time to introduce
some of the guidelines that actually prevail in other
jurisdictions, and I draw the attention of members to
some material which was taken from the internet on
25 June. It points to the management of legionella
bacteria in other jurisdictions. I refer to some of the
guidance and regulations provided in this information
by the government of the United Kingdom through its
Health and Safety Executive that the government might
look to as it starts its regulatory framework, and in
particular to one example which goes to the extent of
saying:
… that microbiological monitoring for wet cooling
systems —

those sorts of cooling towers that we see extending
from the tops of buildings —
using a dip slide, should be performed weekly. The guidance
now also recommends that routine testing for legionella
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bacteria in wet cooling systems be carried out at least
quarterly —

optimally, weekly, but at least quarterly —
and more frequently when a system is being commissioned,
or if the bacteria has been identified …

It might be useful as we move through this debate to
introduce some of the comments that were made about
the man on a mission to spread HIV, and I refer to a
report by Sarah-Jane Collins in the Age of 20 June
2008. She talks about a man whose name I will
withhold who faced — and this is part of the problem
where the chief health officer got things wrong and
these are the consequences — and, extraordinarily,
pleaded not guilty to 34 charges, including deliberately
infecting a person with HIV, attempting to infect a
person with HIV, and rape. It says:
In his opening address —

the prosecutor —
Mr Rochford detailed —

this man’s —
alleged sexual behaviour, painting a picture of a man on a
mission to infect others with HIV. He told the jury that —

this man —
met many of his sexual partners through gay websites and
organised ‘conversion parties’ to make HIV negative men
positive.

The rationale for people with this mindset was that they
would have a larger pool of people to draw upon to
engage in relationships with. Against a background like
that, I hope the government remains vigilant and takes
up some of the recommendations offered after massive
research on behalf of the opposition, especially the
shadow minister. I commend the bill to the house.

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

Water: irrigators
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I wish to raise
a matter for the Minister for Water regarding fixed water
charges tied to unallocated irrigation entitlements in
northern Victoria. My request is for the minister to
waive fixed fees on infrastructure and storage for all
undelivered irrigation water entitlements in the 2008–09
season.
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This is a matter of urgency given that allocations in
northern Victoria’s Goulburn, Murray, Loddon,
Campaspe and Broken irrigation systems remain at
0 per cent, which is a worse predicament than
experienced at this time last year. As at 15 August 2007
Goulburn system irrigators were allocated 15 per cent
of their high-reliability water shares, while the Murray
system had a bridging allocation of 5 per cent of
high-reliability water shares. The outlook then was for a
50 per cent allocation in the Goulburn system by
15 February 2008 if conditions remained dry, and a
15 per cent allocation in the Murray system by
15 February 2008 if conditions remained dry. Currently
for the 2008–09 season all northern Victorian irrigators
have zero allocation and Goulburn-Murray Water is
predicting an allocation of only 17 per cent for the
Goulburn system by 15 February 2009 if conditions
remain dry, and an allocation of just 3 per cent for the
Murray system by 15 February if conditions remain
dry.
The situation now is clearly worse than it was this time
last year, and irrigators who have been ground down
financially, mentally and emotionally by almost a
decade of drought simply cannot afford to pay fees for
unallocated water. In addition to this year’s water fees
and charges, irrigators will also be required to pay back
25 per cent of the water charges that were deferred in
the 2006–07 season. While they are facing a zero
allocation, at this stage the government will require
them to pay for 125 per cent of their fixed fees and
charges. This is made up of 100 per cent of this year’s
fixed fees and charges and 25 per cent of the deferred
debt from 2006–07.
Last year the state government granted irrigators some
respite with the announcement that it would pay up to
the first $1000 of water bills for all irrigators and stock
and domestic farmers who received less than 40 per
cent of their water entitlements as at 1 December 2007,
and an additional 50 per cent rebate on the balance of
bills above $1000.
The expense of paying fees for unallocated water is
something that has the potential to significantly
undermine the health and wellbeing of many farmers
and their families because of the intolerable financial
pressures many would be facing. Given the severity of
the ongoing drought and the abysmal outlook for the
upcoming season, the Brumby government must
expand the level of assistance provided to Victoria’s
drought-affected irrigators and agree to waive all fixed
fees on infrastructure and storage for the undelivered
portion of irrigators’ entitlements for the 2008–09
season.
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National parks: prospecting
Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — Tonight I wish to
raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change. It concerns
prospecting in parks around different parts of the state.
By way of background to this, when this house debated
the box-ironbark national park legislation there was an
amendment to that particular bill which allowed for
prospecting in some of the box-ironbark national parks
subject to management planning. The Prospectors and
Miners Association of Victoria has been seeking to
have a meeting with the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change to talk about the possibility of putting
into place provisions for those particular national parks
which are the same as are in place for the box-ironbark
parks.
The Prospectors and Miners Association of Victoria has
been continually frustrated by the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change misunderstanding
the intentions of its efforts. What it wants to do is sit
down face to face with the minister and talk through
some of these issues. It has mentioned particularly that
prospecting would be desirable in the Grampians, the
Alpine and Yarra Ranges national parks and Lerderderg
State Park, believing those particular parks hold some
prospects for prospectors in terms of their search for
valuable minerals.
My request for action tonight for the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change is for him to give an
undertaking to meet with the Prospectors and Miners
Association of Victoria to further explore the possibility
of prospecting in some of these national parks, subject
to appropriate management plans.

Apollo Bay P–12 College: funding
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Education,
and it relates to the Apollo Bay P–12 College. The
Apollo Bay P–12 school has 275 students, obviously
ranging from those attending their very first days of
school right through to those completing their Victorian
certificate of education. The school offers its students a
very high level of teacher access, particularly in the
senior years with its smaller class sizes and fantastic
staff.
In the 2004–05 state budget this government invested
heavily in the school with the modernisation of its
facilities, including art, information technology, music
and science rooms and materials, which provide an

ADJOURNMENT
Tuesday, 19 August 2008

COUNCIL

excellent learning environment for the students. I
opened those facilities late last year.
However, there are a number of existing buildings,
including the library, that require attention. I am aware
that the school has identified the need for a second
stage of modernisation, for which I believe assistance
from the minister would be helpful. I ask that the
minister attend the Apollo Bay P–12 school or ask the
Parliamentary Secretary for Education to attend the
school and meet with its principal to assess the needs of
the school for the future.
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had been knocked from his bike. Although it was not
serious, he was certainly not going to be riding his bike
any time soon.
This problem can perhaps be remedied through some
diversion of traffic, but the only real solution is to build
all stages of the Dingley bypass or the Dingley arterial.
This road is not designed for the purpose that it is
currently being used for. I presume VicRoads, in
conjunction with the local council, has tried to use
streetsweepers. You cannot do that in an area that is
predominantly agricultural and horticultural and has
tips and unsealed shoulders.

Dingley bypass: future
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Roads and Ports, Mr Pallas. It is in relation to an issue I
have raised on several occasions in the Parliament to do
with the failure by the government to build all stages of
the Dingley bypass or the Dingley arterial, in particular
the problems caused by the South Road extension,
which has pumped an enormous amount of traffic onto
Old Dandenong Road, which is unsuited to carrying
high volumes of traffic and large trucks.
I have mentioned before that the road is a single lane in
each direction, has unsealed shoulders, undulating
curves and lots of tips. The surface of the road is
covered in dirt, and if you get a bit of drizzle, it is an
absolute disaster waiting to happen. It services
agricultural and horticultural land and market garden
areas. Locals have put together a petition.
Unfortunately it is not worded in a way that enabled me
to table it, but basically it says:
We, the residents, business owners, employees, customers,
suppliers, friends and families of Old Dandenong Road
between Kingston Road and Boundary Road would like to
submit a petition to VicRoads and the City of Kingston —

and I will be forwarding it to them —
to have this section of Old Dandenong Road reduced in speed
from the current 70 kilometres an hour to 50 kilometres an
hour.
This is predominantly a rural stretch of road surrounded by
farms and horticultural activities. The road itself —

and it goes on to explain what I have just summarised
earlier.
In particular Ms Kell Savage outlines the number of
accidents involving residents and people who run these
farms on a daily basis. Coincidentally, two days after I
went to pick up the 250 signatures on this petition from
Ms Savage, whose family owns one of the market
gardens, she emailed me to say that her 12-year-old son

I have this issue raised with me time and again. If there
is a fatality — and there are accidents virtually on a
daily basis — the government will have blood on its
hands. I ask it to please do something before an
innocent life is lost.
I call on the minister to commit to building all stages of
the Dingley bypass. Ms Munt and Mr Hudson — the
members for the two adjoining seats of Mordialloc and
Bentleigh in another place — have been able to boast of
the achievements of the government, but the South
Road extension is a total bungle that is causing
horticulturalists and market gardeners significant stress
and cost on a daily basis and placing many lives in
danger. I call on the minister to do something before it
is too late.

Gaming: smoking ban
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Gaming.
Anybody who has listened to debates in this Parliament
or to members of this government would think that
Victoria has a ban on smoking in gambling venues.
Throughout his speeches the Premier often mentions
the ban on smoking in pokies venues. He is pretty sure
of himself and makes bold statements such as ‘We have
banned smoking in gaming machine areas’, and the
gambling minister has echoed the Premier’s assurances
on this fictitious ban to legislate to ban pokies in
outdoor areas where smoking may occur. He has
actually described it as:
… a proactive measure to ensure that gaming venue operators
and the casino operator are not able to reduce the
effectiveness of smoking bans that have been introduced in
Victoria by locating gaming machines in outside areas.

Unfortunately the smoking ban has many holes in it.
New smoking areas are being approved in pokies
venues, including one in Moonee Valley. There is
nothing that local councils can do about this, and the
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Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal is ruling in
favour of them.

6500 refund inquiries and complaints in the last
financial year.

I would like to draw the minister’s attention to a recent
VCAT decision, Traill v. Moonee Valley City Council,
which was handed down on 17 July this year. The
decision gives the Moonee Valley Racing Club
permission to build a smoking area inside a gaming
area. There is no confusion about the location of the
new smoking room; the decision describes the terrace
as being:

Many shoppers are not aware of their right to a refund
when they make a purchase. They really need to be on
the lookout and on the watch for retailers who may not
have legitimate refund policies — for example, it is
illegal for a shop to display a sign saying ‘No refund on
sale items’, or to print that sort of message on a sales
receipt. Some retailers presume that sale items are of a
lesser quality than full-priced items, which is not true. It
is very important that retailers understand that sale
items need to be treated in the same way as other items
that are purchased at other times.

… within an area currently used as part of the gaming lounge
of the building. The terrace would be located internal to the
existing building —

the word ‘internal’ is underlined and in bold, so it is
quite clear; and —
this area would have direct access from the gaming lounge …

The VCAT ruling explains that:
Part of the roof above would be removed to create an opening
to the sky —

to get around the laws on indoor smoking. It also notes
the ‘clear views from the gaming area’. This accords
with the Moonee Valley council officer’s report that
noted:
The applicant has indicated that this courtyard … includes
windows facing the gaming machine room to enable patrons
to watch the gaming machines whilst enjoying a cigarette.

Moonee Valley council considered the application, but
was not able to find sufficient reason to refuse it,
because the smoking bans are so weak as to be
ineffective. Rose Iser, who is a Greens councillor at
Moonee Valley, voted against this application, but
unfortunately she was in the minority.
The point of banning smoking in pokies venues is to
make the gambler walk away. The action I ask of the
minister is to create an effective ban on smoking in
gaming venues.

Consumer affairs: retail refund policies
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Consumer
Affairs. The matter concerns refund rights on goods
that are purchased. Refunds are a major issue, both for
customers as well as businesses, especially during busy
shopping periods such as the one we are experiencing at
the moment with the end-of-season sales as well as
during stocktaking and Christmas sales. I understand
that Consumer Affairs Victoria has received more than

Consumers have the right to return faulty items if the
buyer did not know they were faulty at the time they
were purchased, if the items do not do the job the buyer
believed they would do, or if the items do not match the
description of the sample the buyer was shown at the
time they purchased the item. I know that Consumer
Affairs has taken the refund policy seriously and that its
inspectors can conduct unannounced inspections.
The specific action I seek from the minister is that he
extend the Roadshow trial that Consumer Affairs
Victoria conducted on refund rights in rural Victoria. I
ask that that trial be rolled out more broadly,
specifically to rural and regional Victoria and
particularly in my electorate of Northern Victoria
Region. That program should incorporate a very strong
message about consumers’ rights in relation to refunds
for goods that have been purchased and that people in
businesses be made aware of their responsibilities in
relation to goods sold during sales.

Public transport: Bentleigh and Prahran
electorates
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — The
matter I raise for the attention of the Minister for Public
Transport concerns public transport funding in the
lower-house electorates of Bentleigh and Prahran.
Recently in Bentleigh I held a very successful forum on
public transport. What was most surprising to me was
how unsafe people feel when travelling on public
transport. In particular they said that there are not
sufficient straps to help support them when standing
within train carriages, and both men and women said
how uncomfortable they felt when they were tossed
around within these carriages. People said that they did
not like being pushed up against members of the
opposite sex. Safety was an issue according to
everybody who attended the forum, and many of them
expressed concern about the level of overcrowding,
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particularly on the Bentleigh line, and about the lateness
and tardiness of trains.
I welcome Connex’s $10 million pledge to address
problems throughout Victoria, but I do not think
enough has been allocated to services in Bentleigh and
Prahran. Connex has acknowledged that the state of
public transport in the Bentleigh and Prahran
electorates is unacceptable, but just acknowledging that
there is a problem is not sufficient; these issues of
concern need to be addressed properly.
In May Connex announced its pledge of $10 million to
fix problems, but our residents are still experiencing
substandard services. The lateness of trains not only
means that people do not get to their workplaces on
time but more importantly it also means that when they
are coming home from work the lateness of the trains
encroaches on their family life. This is resulting in
significant stress. At the public transport forum people
mentioned that they were particularly concerned about
this. The people in Prahran, particularly those who use
the South Yarra station, have a major problem with
express trains. One in four trains is supposed to be
express, but in reality three out of four are express,
because they are too full to be able to stop. Connex is
cognisant of this, but something needs to be done about
it. The action I seek is that, as a matter of urgency, the
minister reveal how much funding has been allocated to
improve public transport in the electorates of Bentleigh
and Prahran and exactly what that money is being spent
on.

Woori Yallock Creek: stream flow
management
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change. Access to water and finding the
balance between urban, agricultural and environmental
requirements and uses is difficult. I have been contacted
by nursery owners and other holders of water diversion
licences from the Monbulk area. These licence-holders
draw their water mainly from the Woori Yallock Creek,
which forms part of the Yarra River catchment.
The licence-holders I have met with are concerned that
their interests, and by consequence the businesses they
operate and the communities they support, have been
compromised for the benefit of Melbourne’s urban
water requirements and environmental flows, leaving
them behind in third position.
Stream flow management committees with
representatives from different stakeholders, including
the growers, are supposed to manage water resources in
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an equitable and sustainable manner. However,
Melbourne Water has put in place stream flow triggers
whereby water can and cannot be taken from the Woori
Yallock Creek by licence-holders. Melbourne Water
says the trigger levels have been set using historical
stream flow data from both the implementation and
subsequent lifting of bans on the taking and use of
water. There is no reference to consideration of the
additional water that Melbourne Water has drawn from
the Yarra catchments in recent times to top up
Melbourne’s supply and how that decision was made or
to the stream flow management committee.
The licence-holders tell me that they do not consider
their concerns about access to water have been
adequately considered. One way to alleviate this
concern would be to expedite the establishment of the
stream flow management committee for the Woori
Yallock catchment. This would give licence-holders a
seat at the table and an input into the debate about water
allocation from the catchment.
The growers and nurseries of Monbulk and the broader
area contribute significantly to the employment in and
the economic activity of the area. They take their
obligations to the broader catchment seriously and
deserve to have input into decisions that affect their
businesses and livelihoods. We have a farcical situation
where these growers have not been permitted, in recent
times at least, to draw water from the Woori Yallock
catchment, but that catchment helps to provide water to
Melbourne. If these growers had their properties linked
to the Melbourne Water supply system they would have
better access to water than they do now, even though
currently the river goes right through their backyards.
As I said, that is a farcical situation.
I ask the minister to expedite the establishment of the
stream flow management committee for the Woori
Yallock catchment.

VicForests: harvesting and haulage contracts
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Treasurer. This week one of two
green timber sawmills operated by Hallmark Oaks Pty
Ltd at Cann River has been forced to stop production
because VicForests has cut off its wood supply.
Proprietor Bob Humphreys has put the nine employees
at the mill on cleaning-up work until the end of the
week; then they will be out of jobs until the mill is able
to secure a supply of wood. The second Hallmark Oaks
mill has about a week’s supply of wood before it faces
the prospect of ceasing operations, with more job
losses. Cann River’s mainstay employment is in fact
sawmilling. This is a devastation for the town — not
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just those employees but all those who depend on them
and also the small businesses there in the town.
The reason for this happening is that the second round
of tendering for timber harvesting and haulage contracts
is still proceeding — as a result of VicForests having
made a hash of the tender process — with VicForests
holding a gun at the heads of the contractors. In July
VicForests withheld awarding 35 per cent of the
contracts on offer and has put them up for tender again,
with a closing date in mid-September. While the
tenders remain open, clearly there is a threat hanging
over the contractors.
VicForests is making the most of its advantage, forcing
the contractors to meet its commitment — that is, the
VicForests commitment — to deliver wood to mills
over the border at Eden. This wood, harvested from
Victorian forests, is a Victorian resource bypassing
mills on the Victorian side of the border in East
Gippsland. Bob Humphreys has watched in disbelief
the spectacle of truckloads of wood rumbling through
Cann River on the way to Eden as the timber supply to
his mill has run out.
That is typical of the mismanagement of VicForests and
its patently arrogant and shabby treatment of the timber
industry in Victoria. It is a situation the government
apparently endorses, to the detriment of a mainstay
industry in East Gippsland.
I therefore ask the Treasurer, who in fact is responsible
for VicForests, which is apparently operating without
proper ministerial oversight or accountability, to act on
the question of wood supply to the Cann River mills to
enable full production to resume and to reinstate the
jobs of people in the timber industry at Cann River.

Ambulance services: Beaufort
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — My adjournment
matter is for the Minister for Health and concerns calls
to improve the Beaufort ambulance service. Beaufort
has about 1100 residents and is one of numerous
country towns with a sizeable population that have no
permanent ambulance officers. Volunteers who operate
the ambulance service at Beaufort have basic first aid
training and in times of medical emergencies and under
sometimes very difficult circumstances put in a
tremendous effort.
The Beaufort ambulance was called out 188 times last
year, including for 176 medical and accident
emergencies. When the volunteer service is
unavailable, Beaufort residents must rely on an
ambulance coming from Ararat, Ballarat or Avoca —

Tuesday, 19 August 2008

all at least 45 kilometres from Beaufort, or at least half
an hour away. Ambulance and paramedic shortages in
Ballarat and Ararat mean that patients can be forced to
endure lengthy life-threatening delays before an
ambulance can attend. There are many elderly residents
in the Beaufort district, and it is critical that they have
access to a quick-response ambulance when needed.
Beaufort is also a high accident zone where the
north–south Skipton–Lexton road crosses the Western
Highway. In the event of a road accident, time-critical
ambulance retrieval and first aid is a priority in
minimising serious injury or saving lives.
The shortage of ambulance officers across the state
means paramedics in regional centres are working
excessive and dangerously high levels of overtime,
causing unprecedented reports of fatigue and stress in
overworked paramedics. In a recent survey ambulance
officers said they had been so physically exhausted that
they had fallen asleep at the wheel, and others have
made errors with patients’ treatment and medication.
Provision was made in the May budget for 100 new
paramedics, well short of the 350 needed to address two
statewide shortages. The Grampians region has been
allocated 11 of these positions, 5 each for Ararat and
Stawell and 1 for Horsham, but there are none for
Beaufort.
Beaufort needs two of the newly created positions so
that its ambulance service can help meet the growing
demand for local emergency retrieval along the
Western Highway and ease the excessive workloads in
Ballarat and Ararat. Although recruitment is under way,
not enough trained paramedics are willing to work
under current wages and conditions, and just one
position has been filled in the Grampians region. Even
if the 100 new positions are filled, that will be of little
relief to overworked paramedics as the Brumby
government fails to adequately address wages and
working conditions.
My request is for the minister to recognise the need to
upgrade the Beaufort ambulance service by providing
two permanent paramedics and to fully address the
statewide shortages of paramedics.

Housing: Croydon
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is directed to the Minister for
Community Services. I heard the story of Malcolm
from a member of a group of Christian volunteers who
serve a real need in the pleasant and affluent suburb of
Croydon. Every night they run a soup kitchen for
homeless people like Malcolm.
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Malcolm, who suffered from a mental illness, was
forced to live in his car in the car park adjacent to
St Paul’s Anglican Church, where the soup kitchen
operates from. Tragically, on 28 June Malcolm was
found in his car and it is assumed that he died during
the preceding night. Because that was his permanent
abode, Malcolm had set up a system of lighting and
heating to run off a portable gas cylinder. Apparently
the flame went out and that resulted in Malcolm being
gassed in the confined space of his car. In memory of
the man known as Malcolm, and also as Adam, it needs
to be stressed that he always put others ahead of
himself, considering that they were worse off than he
was. What a cruel irony, then, that he has succumbed to
an effect of his plight of homelessness!
Of course the suffering of Malcolm is repeated across
this city and state every night. What makes his story
and subsequent tragic, lonely death so disturbing is that
it was entirely preventable. Because they are homeless,
such individuals have no voice during elections.
Tonight I am his voice. For far too long this
government has failed to adequately address the needs
of people like Malcolm. This government has
dillydallied around and still resists applying an
appropriate funding regime — first, to identify such
people, and second, to provide emergency housing for
them in the first instance and affordable housing for
them in the longer term.
The shortage of crisis accommodation in Melbourne’s
east is extreme. Rooming houses, devoid of
accountability and awash with their inherent problems
that result principally from the mentally ill having to
deal with the trauma of cohabiting with people often
freshly released from the criminal justice system, are
not the answer either. Therefore I ask that, after
undertaking an immediate and thorough review of the
circumstances that led to the death of Malcolm, the
minister provide emergency funding for victims of
seemingly perpetual bureaucratic oversight to ensure
that others who are currently at extreme risk survive
this winter.
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air. Concern was raised some weeks ago when calls
were made to staff late one afternoon asking them to a
meeting the next day at 11.00 a.m., and that is when the
axe started to fall. It was announced that the piggery
would close at the earliest opportunity and experiments
and research were to be curtailed. As a result of that,
jobs would be lost.
At the state chemistry laboratory it was a major shock
when they were told they would be relocated to Tatura.
While I am sure that Tatura is a delightful place, we
would have to agree that it is fair hike from Werribee
and would be very upsetting for those staff who have
made their homes in that general vicinity.
The agricultural and science activities are to be
curtailed, and the staff face redundancy. There is one
chap I have been made aware of who has been working
there for 35 years and who finds himself perhaps to be
thrown on the scrapheap. At the moment the situation is
that morale is at rock bottom. Some of the management
have called in counsellors to help staff face the
difficulties they are currently going through. We hope
that the land the state research farm is currently on is
not bound for subdivision, as it would be a tragedy if
this great Victorian icon was lost for the sake of a few
dollars.
I ask the minister to review current management
practices at the state research farm and to ensure that it
has a strong future in Werribee and continues to make a
strong contribution to Victoria for many years to come.

Toolangi research station: future
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Agriculture
and concerns the humble potato, which has become the
latest victim of the Brumby government’s knee-jerk
politics.

Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Agriculture
that concerns the future of the state research farm at
Werribee. I am sure the house is aware of the wonderful
history of the state research farm and the great
contribution it has made to Victoria — in particular to
agriculture in Victoria.

Many Victorians probably do not know about the
Toolangi potato research station, but it has
single-handedly changed the way we eat potatoes. The
potato is Australia’s largest vegetable crop, accounting
for just under 20 per cent of our vegetable production
and worth almost half a billion dollars a year. The
annual per capita consumption of potatoes is
62 kilograms a year. For those of us who do the
shopping we know that the humble potato has spread its
wings, and we are now able to choose from a large
variety of potatoes depending on how we are going to
cook them.

At the present time the future of the state research farm
would appear at the very least to be somewhat up in the

It all started in the 1990s when, along with food guru
Stephanie Alexander and Rita Erlich from The Age

Werribee research station: future
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Good Food Guide, the research station hosted a
statewide potato day which received international
media coverage and launched a whole new image for
the potato. Today some of the most popular fresh
market varieties of potatoes include sebago, coliban,
nadine and desiree potatoes. For the processed frozen
market — primarily frozen chips — there are russet
burbank, ranger russet, kennebec and shepody, and for
packet chips mainly atlantic, denali and trent are used.
What many of us probably do not know is that the
Toolangi potato research station is responsible for
introducing these different varieties into our current
market. But unfortunately the chips are down for this
internationally acclaimed research branch.
Ms Pulford — It is appalling.
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on 27 May, Mr Drum on 27 May, Mr Rich-Phillips on
28 May, Mr Thornley on 29 May, Ms Lovell on
29 May, Mrs Kronberg on 29 May, Ms Lovell on
10 June, Mr Pakula on 10 June, Mrs Petrovich on
11 June, Mr Hall on 11 June, Mr Guy on 12 June,
Mr Koch on 24 June, Mrs Peulich on 24 June,
Ms Tierney on 24 June, Mr Drum on 24 June,
Mr Pakula on 24 June, Mr Finn on 24 June, Ms Tierney
on 25 June, Ms Darveniza on 25 June, Ms Hartland on
25 June, Mr Rich-Phillips on 25 June, Mrs Coote on
26 June, Mr Somyurek on 30 July and Mr Kavanagh on
31 July.
In relation to the first matter raised by Wendy Lovell
for the Minister for Water relating to irrigators and
fixed fees and charges, I will refer that to the Minister
for Water.

Mrs PETROVICH — It is appalling, Ms Pulford.
The Brumby government announced two weeks ago
that this important potato-breeding operation will be
moved to Knoxfield. The Parliamentary Secretary for
Agriculture and local member, the member for
Seymour, Mr Hardman, deserves to be roasted at
200 degrees for allowing this to happen in his own
backyard.

Peter Hall raised a matter of prospecting in parks
around the state, and I will refer that to the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change.

According to my discussions with the industry,
Knoxfield is totally inappropriate. One of the key
benefits of Toolangi is its high altitude, which keeps
many insects away and allows it to be isolated from
disease and infection. On the other hand, Knoxfield is a
research centre for disease. Surely even Mr Potato Head
can work out that the two should not be mashed
together. The risk of cross-contamination is huge, and it
is a risk that just should not be taken. According to this
government’s spin, this decision was made in
consultation with the industry. My sources say: not true.
They do not know anyone who was consulted.

Inga Peulich raised the matter of the upgrade of roads
around the Dingley area and Old Dandenong Road, and
I will refer that to the Minister for Roads and Ports.

In the International Year of the Potato, I ask the
minister as a matter of urgency to actually listen to our
potato growers, to preserve the important role of the
Toolangi potato research station, and to overturn this
ludicrous and ill-thought-out decision.

Responses
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
have 34 written responses to the adjournment debate
matters raised between 12 March and 31 July by:
Mr Dalla-Riva on 12 March, Mr Atkinson on 8 April,
Mr Rich-Phillips on 10 April, Mr D. Davis on 15 April,
Ms Lovell on 15 April, Mr Rich-Phillips on 16 April,
Ms Hartland on 17 April, Mr O’Donohue on 17 April,
Mr Hall on 7 May, Mr Leane on 8 May, Mrs Petrovich

Gayle Tierney raised the matter of the Apollo Bay P–12
school and the modernisation of its facilities and some
other needs, and I am happy to refer that to the Minister
for Education.

Colleen Hartland raised the matter of smoking bans in
gaming venues, and I will refer that to the Minister for
Gaming.
Kaye Darveniza raised the matter of refund rights and
inquiries around that by consumers, and I will refer that
to the Minister for Consumer Affairs.
Andrea Coote raised the matter of public transport in
the Bentleigh and Prahran areas, and I will refer that to
the Minister for Public Transport.
Edward O’Donohue raised the matter of water use by
licence-holders in the Woori Yallock Creek area. I will
refer that to the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change.
Philip Davis raised the matter of the Cann River mill
and its relevant wood supply. I will refer that to the
Treasurer.
David Koch raised the matter of the Beaufort
ambulance service. I will refer that to the Minister for
Health.
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Jan Kronberg raised the matter of Malcolm and the
soup kitchen in Croydon. I will refer that to the
Minister for Community Services.
Bernie Finn raised the matter of the state research farm
in Werribee. I will refer that to the Minister for
Agriculture.
Donna Petrovich raised the matter of the Toolangi
potato research station. I will refer that to the Minister
for Agriculture.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house now stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 10:35 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. R. F. Smith) took the chair
at 9.34 a.m. and read the prayer.
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government to remove legal protection for children before
birth in Victoria.
Unborn babies are the most vulnerable and defenceless
members of our society and, as such, need the full protection
of Victorian law. Abortion kills unborn children and often
permanently damages their mothers.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
rejects any move to decriminalise abortion in Victoria.

By Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
(571 signatures)

Received from Assembly.
Laid on table.
Read first time on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Treasurer).

Planning: residential zones
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Planning: residential zones

The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council the Brumby Labor
government’s high-rise, high-density planning laws which
will:
1.

set a minimum building height of three and four storeys
to impose high-density and high-rise developments on
most residential areas;

2.

remove the right of residents to be notified, to object to
and appeal to VCAT against inappropriate development;

3.

strip councils of planning controls over local
commercial and business activity centres, with the
planning minister appointing three of the five members
of the soon-to-be established development assessment
committees in order to fast track high-density and
high-rise developments in our shopping hubs (the first
target areas being Cheltenham, Cranbourne, Dandenong,
Frankston, Glen Waverley and Narre Warren).

To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council proposals in the
state government’s new residential zones discussion paper, to
remove third-party appeal rights for Victorian citizens in
relation to development including:
1.

the right to be notified of a development

2.

the right of appeal against a development

3.

the right to object to a development

And further, the new residential zones discussion paper’s
plans to set a minimum height of three and four storeys in two
of the three new zones.
Your petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
of Victoria immediately reject any proposal to remove
third-party appeal rights that currently exist for all Victorians
and reject any attempt to mandate minimum height levels of
three or four storeys in low-density areas which will
significantly change town and urban character across
Victoria.

By Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan)
(900 signatures)
Laid on table.
Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan).

Abortion: legislation
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council proposals within

The petitioners therefore respectfully request that the
Legislative Council of Victoria demands that the Brumby
Labor government and Minister for Planning, Justin Madden,
scrap Labor’s new planning policies which will cram more
high rise into local streets, aggravate traffic congestion and
open our planning system to possible abuse and corruption.

By Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(218 signatures)
Laid on table.
Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan).

Euthanasia: legislative reform
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council serious concerns
about the Medical Treatment (Physician Assisted Dying) Bill
2008 and any regime which allows voluntary, active
euthanasia and urges:
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1.

members of the Legislative Council to not proceed with
passing laws which allow the taking of life of another;

2.

support for ensuring access to palliative care and pain
management to all those Victorians who need it;

3.

consideration is given to international research which
demonstrates that when pain is removed or alleviated,
the desire to live is reinstated among those who suffer
chronic pain;

4.

acknowledgement of cases where even individuals who
sign an agreement to voluntary euthanasia do and have
changed their minds when faced with death;

5.

draw attention to the tragic and illegal ‘euthanasing’ of
hundreds of people including many elderly patients in
public hospitals who have never agreed to voluntary
euthanasia in jurisdictions which have a voluntary
euthanasia regime, such as Holland.

The petitioners call on the members of the Legislative
Council of the Victorian Parliament to vote against this bill
which will legalise euthanasia in Victoria.

By Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(475 signatures)
Laid on table.
Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan).
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research officers David Baker and Lawrie Groom, and
committee administrative manager, Kate Woodland.
Without their tireless support it would have been
impossible to complete this report within the given
time.
The terms of reference for this inquiry included:
identifying and prioritising vehicle safety technologies
for reducing the number of crashes and/or the
seriousness of injuries sustained in crashes; comparing
the rate of fitting of these leading-edge technologies in
Australia with other developed countries, including
Europe, the USA and Japan, and identifying
impediments to encourage their adoption; reviewing the
level of manufacturers-importers de-specification of the
vehicle safety technologies commonly available
overseas to vehicles imported and sold in Australia; and
recommending strategies for encouraging vehicle
manufacturers to fit leading-edge safety technologies to
vehicles sold in Australia and increasing the public’s
demand for these latest technologies.
Historically Victoria has had a strong road safety
record — one that was recognised internationally and
was the envy of other states of Australia. Currently this
is not the case. Victoria led the world in the
introduction of seatbelt legislation, and we are all very
familiar with that, but in the last three decades
Victoria’s leadership and levels of vehicle safety have
fallen behind standards set by other developed
international economies.

Vehicle safety
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) presented report,
including appendices, together with transcripts of
evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be printed.
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In doing so I wish to indicate to the house that the
reference for the inquiry into vehicle safety was given
to the Road Safety Committee on 1 March 2007 for
conclusion by 31 August 2008. The inquiry was
conducted by the committee chairman, John Eren, the
member for Lara in the Assembly, and committee
members Craig Langdon, the member for Ivanhoe in
the Assembly, Terry Mulder, the member for Polwarth
in the Assembly, Paul Weller, the member for Rodney
in the Assembly, my upper house colleague Shaun
Leane and me as the deputy chair. Importantly, we
were resourced by executive officer, Alex Douglas,

The published report is extensive, well researched and
informed, culminating in some 250 pages. As part of
the process the Road Safety Committee received
35 submissions, conducted extensive public hearings
and undertook an intensive international study tour
during August 2007, visiting vehicle and component
manufacturers in Japan, the USA and Europe.
A major concern of the committee related to the many
safety options being bundled and not made individually
available — for example, the bundling of safety
technology with leather trim, CD players and other
luxury items, whereas electronic stability control and
side-curtain airbags are recognised as having a potential
to save lives and reduce serious injury in over 30 per
cent of accident cases.
The report was far ranging, and classed under motor
vehicles were motorcycles and heavy vehicles. Two
major concerns were evident in the production of the
report, the first being the ‘stars-on-cars’ program. This
program is not dissimilar to that used in relation to
whitegoods products, and it reflected shortfalls within
the current Australian design rules. The committee was
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of the belief that guidelines under the Australian New
Car Assessment Program should be given greater
consideration, and further, to ensure that Australia
keeps pace with safety developments internationally,
the committee recommended that Australia adopt the
United Nations Economic Commission for Europe
regulations. That is now internationally recognised as
one of the best safety guidelines for motor vehicle
development now in the market place.

like to make a brief contribution on the tabling of this
report. I start by thanking the chair of the committee,
John Eren, who is the member for Lara in the
Assembly, the deputy chair, David Koch, and the other
members of the committee for working on what is an
important report. I also thank the officers of the
committee, led by the executive officer, Alex Douglas,
the research officer, David Baker, and Kate Woodland,
the committee administrative officer from late last year.

The second concern related to the Premier’s unforeseen
announcement of Victoria’s road safety strategy Arrive
Alive 2008–2017. This saw the mandating of both
electronic stability control and curtain airbags in new
motor cars from 2012. Although the strategy says from
2011, the specific date is 31 December 2011, and
consequently 1 January 2012 will be the incorporating
date.

This is an important report in that there are really three
main ways to improve vehicle and road safety. The first
is to make safer roads, the second is to have safer and
more educated drivers, and the third is to have safer
cars on the road, and that is what this report is all about.
It has looked at the technology that is available now and
will be available in the near future to improve vehicle
safety in the future.

The committee collectively expressed its concern that
the Premier took this course midway through the
reference without any consultation and attempted to
pre-empt the committee’s report. I have several grounds
for saying that. Firstly, the existing strategy was in
place until the end of 2008, by which time, as I said
earlier, this report will certainly be handed down.
Secondly, it only picks up on new cars, not drivers of
vans, light commercial vehicles or motorbikes. Thirdly,
the considerable resources expended by the Road
Safety Committee on this reference were made
redundant prior to the conclusion of public
submissions. This has created an unforeseen precedent
that has the potential to undermine future references
directed by this Parliament.

Along with its recommendations the important thing
about this report is that it is quite a simple guide to what
technologies are becoming available. I would like to
touch on two that are mentioned in the report, and there
are a number of new technologies coming out. One that
was comprehensively looked at was lane departure
technology. This means there is a radar unit on the side
of the vehicle that continuously monitors lane marking
and if you veer outside the lane that you are in an alarm
will alert you. In 2007 there were 178 fatalities in
Victoria as a result of crashes involving vehicles that
were travelling on the opposite side of the road. If this
technology can contribute to reducing that number it is
well worth looking at.

The committee appreciated the industry’s participation
in the inquiry and the many submissions made. The
committee also noted the vehicle industry’s concern
about the recent mandating of vehicle safety
technologies. The industry has expressed the belief that
it will be difficult to meet the time frames afforded
under the Arrive Alive strategy.
This is a comprehensive report, and I encourage all
members to obtain and read a copy to more fully
understand the road safety technologies now available.
In closing I again thank my colleagues and the
committee’s executive staff, very capably led by Alex
Douglas and our principal research officer, David
Baker. I thank them especially for our international
study tour that had a very comprehensive itinerary
covering many important, progressive industry
technologies in an extremely short time frame.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — As a
member of the Road Safety Committee I would also

Another technology that is mentioned in the report is
intelligent speed assistance. This is where a global
positioning system electronically maps speed zones. In
any speed zone in the state you can be advised if you
are exceeding the prescribed speed limit for that zone.
There is a bit of work to be done, and one of the
committee’s recommendations is that VicRoads should
finalise an electronic map of Victorian speed zones.
That is an important recommendation, and the
committee would encourage VicRoads to do that as
soon as possible so that maybe this technology can be
introduced.
The committee had a discussion around one of the
recommendations and how the technology could be
advanced. Given that repeat drink drivers have to use
breathalyser interlocks to start their cars, we could get
to the point where repeat speed offenders have to have
similar technology in their cars so that they will not be
able to speed; their cars will not allow them to exceed
the speed limits. They will be able to override that by
putting their feet down flat to get out of dangerous
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situations, but other than that they will not be able to
speed. That is something we can look at in the future,
and that is what this report is all about — future
technologies that we can utilise.
The only thing on which I disagree with Mr Koch —
and we did not disagree on much in the report — is that
I think it is a good thing that the Premier announced
that electronic stability control and side curtain airbags
will be introduced at the end of 2011. A lot of the
witnesses talked about the golden bullet. They said,
‘This is the golden bullet for accidents with cars going
sideways, which contribute to a great number of our
fatalities’. Electronic stability control can keep cars
from going sideways by utilising different braking
systems on each wheel. I commend Arrive Alive 2 for
mandating this technology for new cars produced in our
system. A lot of work had already been done on the
prevention of head injuries by side curtain airbags
before the preparation of this report, and the report
comprehensively covers that. I understand that
Mr Koch’s preference was for this reference to have
been completed before the announcement, but, as we
discussed at the time, the Road Safety Committee is not
the fount of all knowledge — and we proved that when
during that discussion one of us asked what ‘fount’
means! There are people in government and in all sorts
of organisations looking at introducing technology in
certain ways while references are being considered. I do
not think we need to wait for anyone before the
government introduces technology that could save lives
on our roads.
In finishing, I urge people to look at the report. As I
said, it is a simple guide to the technology that is
available and is coming. I thank the rest of the
committee members for working together on this
report, and I thank the executive again.
Motion agreed to.

PAPER
Laid on table by Clerk:
Ombudsman — Report on Probity controls in public hospitals
for the procurement of non-clinical goods and services,
August 2008.
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Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — The
government’s current million-dollar transport
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advertising campaign is more of the same flashy
spruiking seen by Victorians for what it really is — a
campaign from a government fixated on patting itself
on the back. Splashing millions of taxpayer dollars on
prime time television and full-page newspaper
advertisements does nothing to fix crumbling and
congested transport infrastructure, nor does it do
anything to fix poorly maintained schools, public
housing or police residences.
At the recent launch of new trains in Ballarat the
Premier and the Minister for Public Transport could
have ridden the train there and back with the shadow
Minister for Public Transport and member for Polwarth
in the Assembly, Terry Mulder. Instead they chose a
chauffer-driven limousine ride, demonstrating that they
are too good for those who use public transport.
Victorians want better and safer roads, more police
patrolling trouble spots, greater access to public
transport, particularly in regional and rural areas,
affordable living costs and reduced government red
tape. They want substance, not spin, and major
announcements for routine recurrent expenditure
already allocated in the budget. Instead of pushing the
line that government advertising is good for us, the
Premier should end this wasteful abuse of taxpayer
money and get on with delivering services to Victorians
on time, on budget and without the glamour.
Re-announcements, official openings and overseas
jaunts might give ministers something to do, but
Victorians want action, not more spin, after seeing state
revenues double over the last eight years.

Women: military sex slaves
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — I had
the privilege last week of meeting Gil Won Ok and Jan
Ruff O’Herne. These women are what were referred to
as ‘comfort women’ during the Second World War. In
fact the title they use is ‘military sex slaves’. Having
read stories and books about situations does not prepare
you for when you actually meet women who have not
only suffered but have taken on the most amazing fight.
The Japanese government will not acknowledge what
happened to these women, let alone apologise.
Gil Won Ok is Korean. She was abducted at the age of
12; she was raped repeatedly over a six-year period,
suffered venereal disease and was forcibly sterilised.
Jan is of Dutch descent, and was at the time living in
Indonesia. At the age of 18 she was forced to work in a
Japanese military brothel for four months. Both women
still have nightmares about their treatment, 60 years on.
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In the past 15 years, military sex slaves, many of them
in their 80s, have fought to make the Japanese
government acknowledge what happened to them.
Unfortunately we still see rape used as a way of
humiliating a population, as in Bosnia and Rwanda. I
have to say I have met some amazing people in my life,
but these were the strongest and bravest women I have
ever encountered. I urge governments around the
world, including our own, to acknowledge that rape is a
war crime and to apologise to the victims.

Vietnam veterans: commemoration
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — It is
with great honour that I raise an issue that is very dear
to the President’s heart. On 10 August 2008 I had the
honour to represent Premier Brumby at the Vietnam
Veterans Association north west sub-branch’s
commemoration of the 40th anniversary of the battles
of Coral and Balmoral at a very moving service held at
the Maygar Barracks in Broadmeadows. These battles
were major military operations involving Australian
troops during the Vietnam War.
During the mini-Tet offensive mounted by Vietcong
and North Vietnamese forces in May 1968, the
1st Australian task force deployed two battalions to an
area north of Bien Hoa city to disrupt the approach of
enemy forces towards the capital, Saigon. During this
time several fire support patrol bases were established
to provide cover for foot patrols. One of these fire
support bases was named Coral, and on 13 May 1968 it
was attacked, but the Australian troops were able to
force back the North Vietnamese after heavy fighting.
The battle lasted over 2 hours; 11 Australians were
killed in action and 28 were wounded. Over the
following four weeks the two fire support bases, Coral
and Balmoral, were subjected to further attacks with the
focus by the enemy being on Balmoral on 26 May. As a
result a total of 26 Australian soldiers died.
Australia’s military involvement in the Vietnam War
was the longest in duration of any war in Australia’s
history. From the time of the arrival of the first troops in
1962 until the final withdrawal of Australian soldiers in
December 1972 almost 60 000 Australians served in
Vietnam. Of these, 521 died as a result of the war, over
3000 were wounded and no doubt thousands more
suffered and continue to suffer physically and
psychologically. I take this opportunity to express my
sincere thanks to all Vietnam War veterans for their
service and dedication to keeping Australia safe.
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Brimbank: councillors
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — If I were a
believer in reincarnation, I would have to ask what
dreadful deeds the people of Brimbank had committed
in a past life to deserve the lunatics who currently
control their city council. If nothing else, Brimbank
City Council is an example to all of what happens when
Labor is allowed unfettered power at a municipal
level — perhaps we could just as easily add state and
federal levels as well. Brimbank council is a hive of
everything representative government should not be.
The majority of councillors could not give an airborne
rodent’s rump about the residents of Brimbank or their
duty as councillors. In Melbourne’s west, it is the Labor
way. Of course, it is not just the councillors letting the
people down.
The state government will not lift a finger to protect
those afflicted by the Brimbank council. Apart from the
obvious situation of Labor mates looking after Labor
mates, the Brumby government is terrified to initiate an
inquiry into Brimbank, because it just does not know
onto which ministerial desk such an investigation will
lead. In Brimbank there is gossip aplenty about which
minister owns which councillor and vice versa. The
council is a political cesspit, and this level of corruption
demands the full force of a wide-ranging, independent
anticrime commission inquiry. The people of Brimbank
and those Labor hacks who allegedly represent them
both deserve nothing less.

Sport: Eastern Metropolitan Region grounds
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I want to
congratulate James Merlino, the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs, on an important
announcement he made last week in that 20 sporting
grounds in the east will be converted to summer grass.
These grounds are in six different councils and the
conversions will start next month.
I want to congratulate Rob Sharpe of the Eastern
Football League, who did a great job in pulling this all
together in such a short time, and Yarra Valley Water,
for its flexibility in making sure that there will be water
up-front. The great thing about this particular grass is
that it usually only needs about 10 per cent of the water
needed by winter grasses that are traditionally used on
grounds.

Upwey High School: volleyball team
Mr LEANE — On another matter, I would like to
thank the Upwey High School year 9 girls for
challenging the Premier, me and a number of other
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MPs to a game of volleyball last week. The Upwey
girls are all state representatives and quite good players.
They were a bit nervous in the first game when we
were quite a few points ahead of them, but
understandably so because we were looking pretty
good. Unfortunately skill, youth, fitness and all that sort
of stuff prevailed in the end. These girls are off to New
Zealand soon to represent the state. We wish them well
and thank them for the game.

John Ilhan Memorial Reserve, Westmeadows
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — Last year a
significant Australian tragically died. Perhaps even
more significant was that he was only 42 years old, yet
during his short time on this earth he achieved so much
and has left such a positive legacy for the community.
The government, in partnership with the Hume City
Council, will revitalise the Barry Road Reserve in
Westmeadows and name it the John Ilhan Memorial
Reserve.
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Because of those failures Labor wants to remove
third-party appeal rights, something that has never
happened before in Victoria. Labor wants to destroy the
urban character of many suburbs — outer suburbs,
inner suburbs, middle suburbs, new suburbs, old
suburbs. It wants to mandate high-rise and high-density
development right across our city.
There is a place for high density, but it is not in every
cul-de-sac, it is not in every lane, it is not in every street
and it is not in every shopping strip, but that is what we
are going to get under Labor’s new residential zones
policy. I take this opportunity to commend the Planning
Backlash groups for standing up for what they believe
in and for taking a stand against development that
threatens urban character in suburbs where it is not
appropriate. I commend the many hundreds of
Victorians and the many thousands of Melburnians who
are now rising up against the new residential zones
policy.
Hon. J. M. Madden interjected.

Mr Ilhan was in some ways similar to several members
of this house and of the other place. He was a child of a
migrant family who came here to start a new life. He
was a person who worked extremely hard, made a
success of his life and then went on to benefit the
community through a broad range of activities, most of
which he never wanted publicised, being the modest
man that he was. Like Eddie McGuire, John Ilhan was
a great promoter of our northern suburbs, and that is
one reason why the Premier, in his then role as
Treasurer, appointed him as an honorary ambassador
for Melbourne’s north.
The government and the City of Hume will each
contribute $250 000 towards building a synthetic
surface soccer pitch at the reserve. The venue is home
to a number of sporting teams featuring both males and
females, and this development will assist them to
expand their sporting activities within the community.
It is also a further example of the Brumby
government’s commitment to community and to
healthier lifestyles.

Planning: residential zones
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — I want to take
this opportunity to place on record my appreciation of
the many hundreds of concerned Victorians who signed
the petition tabled today under my name in relation to
the Labor government’s new residential zones policy
discussion paper. The new residential zones have arisen
from the population estimation failures of Melbourne
2030 and this government, as well as Labor’s chronic
inability to plan ahead for our city’s needs.

Mr GUY — The policy the minister says we should
all be careful about criticising. ‘Be careful’, he says.
We have every right to criticise Melbourne 2030. It is a
dog of a policy, and it is destroying the urban character
of our suburbs. He is presiding over it, and this
government will bear the electoral cost for its failures.

Western Port Greenhouse Alliance: climate
change report
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — In June this
year the Western Port Greenhouse Alliance released its
final report entitled Impacts of Climate Change on
Settlements in the Western Port Region — People,
Property and Places. Local governments Bass Coast,
Frankston, Cardinia, Mornington and Casey form the
Western Port Greenhouse Alliance and are actively
engaged in and support the work of the alliance.
This remarkable report is the product of a research
project conducted for the Western Port Greenhouse
Alliance by Peter Kinrade of Marsden Jacob Associates
and Benjamin Preston from the CSIRO in conjunction
with a project steering committee and reference panel
comprising 32 members all up. The project was funded
by the Australian and Victorian governments.
The report notes that while most research and public
debate has been concerned to understand what is
happening in the global and local climate and why,
increasing attention is now being focused on how we
should respond. The challenge is to build a better
understanding of how local scale implications of
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climate change can guide our adaptive decision making.
Key climate change issues in the area covered by the
participating municipalities include the impacts
associated with coastal inundation, intense rainfall and
inland flooding, fire weather conditions, changes to
average and extreme temperatures, and changes to
average rainfall.
The report says we need to look at the impacts on
low-income earners and the elderly as well as the
challenges relating to land-use planning, emergency
management and volunteer support, and to identify the
opportunities which will emerge. I understand that
participating councils are now developing their own
risk assessments upon which to build practical, adaptive
strategies. The report is groundbreaking.

Olympic Games: Australian athletes
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased today to compliment our athletes in Beijing.
Australia has every reason to be proud of the
performance of our athletes, male and female, in a
whole range of different sports, particularly our
swimmers. They have made a remarkable effort, and
the women swimmers have done particularly well.
Track and field competition is also a source of national
pride today.
Today I want to draw the attention of the house to the
achievements of some of our rowers. One who is
known to me and others in the Liberal Party is David
Crawshaw. He and Scott Brennan led from the outset in
their remarkable race, and there was a tense final
200 metres before they claimed gold ahead of Estonia
and Britain. That fantastic race of the skulls is
something that Victorians, particularly those in the city
of Boroondara, can be proud of. Many in the Liberal
Party who know Mr Crawshaw from his time as a
staffer for a former federal sports minister will be
equally proud of his performance at the Olympics. It is
good to see those in Australian rowing teams, both the
men and women, getting the remarkable results that we
have seen. The efforts of Victorians are being
recognised internationally, and we in the chamber and
the rest of the community can be proud.

Rail: Gippsland line
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — A couple of
weeks ago I had the pleasure of joining the Premier and
the Minister for Public Transport to travel on the new
expanded train service to Gippsland. There are an
additional 70-odd seats on the trains on that line. They
are necessary because this government’s investment in
the regional rail system is such a success. It contrasts
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starkly with what happened on that rail line under the
previous government, which closed the rail line to
Bairnsdale. Now patronage on the rail line is 45 per
cent higher than it was when we came to government.
There has been a 45 per cent increase in patronage on
the rail line as a direct result of a substantial investment
in the rail system and an improvement in the frequency
of the service. Now the government is increasing the
capacity and reducing the fares. All this investment has
been so successful that we are seeing a boom in
patronage. As a regular user of that rail service from
Gippsland to Melbourne, I find it is very welcome,
because until quite recently people have not been able
to get a seat because it has been so popular.

SCHOOLS: CATHOLIC SECTOR
Debate resumed from 30 July; motion of Mr HALL
(Eastern Victoria):
That this house calls on the Brumby Labor government to
increase the funding provided for Victorian students in
Catholic schools using a needs-based formula from the lowest
per student funding of any state in Australia to funding at
around 25 per cent of the costs of educating a government
school student.

And Ms DARVENIZA’s amendment:
That all the words after ‘That this house’ be omitted with the
view of inserting in their place ‘acknowledges the important
contribution which the Catholic education sector provides in
the state of Victoria and calls on the government to continue
to support this contribution through —
(1) the non-government schools financial assistance model;
(2) the needs-based capital assistance funding for
non-government schools;
(3) providing access for teachers to professional
development and curriculum planning materials;
(4) access for low-income parents to the education
maintenance allowance; and
(5) assistance to families through the School Start bonus.

Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — A
free, public, secular and democratic education system is
fundamental to a just and democratic society. The first
and foremost educational responsibility of government
is to fund and support at a level to sustain excellence a
public education system that is available to all people.
These are the principles on which the Victorian Greens
education policy is founded. It is our strong belief that it
is the role of state governments to fund public schools,
and that is the practice. It is the primary role of state
governments to support government schools and to
fund and resource those schools in such a way that
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every child in the state of Victoria has access to quality
education. It is partly for this reason that the Greens
will not be supporting the motion in Mr Hall’s name to
increase the funding for Catholic schools to 25 per cent
of the funding required to educate a student in a
government school.
I would say that the contributions made to the debate in
this chamber by members of the Liberal-Nationals
coalition during the last sitting week did not make a
compelling case for the 25 per cent figure that is in the
motion. They did not talk about the fact that the
primary role of the state government is to support
government schools, and they did not talk about equity
across the education system. They avoided mentioning
substantial increases in commonwealth funding to
independent schools. Non-government schools get the
majority of their funding from the commonwealth.
According to the latest figures, it is 50 per cent. The
funding is based on the socioeconomic status of each
school community and is calculated as a percentage of
the AGSRC (average government school recurrent
cost). In 2004 the maximum of that percentage was
70 per cent and the minimum was 13 per cent. Catholic
schools have had their funding set at a flat rate of
56.2 per cent of the AGSRC, which is quite high, and
that is across all Catholic schools, whether they be
parish schools or wealthy Catholic schools. The
Liberals and The Nationals did not make distinction
between systemic, parish or local Catholic schools and
the more wealthy schools. They just called for 25 per
cent for all Catholic schools, and we know that wealthy
Catholic schools have substantial facilities of the sort
that are not available to children in the government
school sector.
I mentioned that commonwealth funding to
independent schools has been rising and that it rose
very sharply through the years of the Howard
government, so much so that amongst the Organisation
for Economic Cooperation and Development countries
Belgium is the only country that funds its private
education system at a higher level than Australia.
In 2006 the Australian Bureau of Statistics released a
report entitled Australian Social Trends 2006, which
states that, taking into account all sorts of expenditure
and all sources of funding, on average the expenditure
on non-government school students is close to the
average spent on government school students. It also
states that government funding of government schools
has increased by 2 per cent from 2000 to 2004 and that
government funding of non-government schools in the
same period increased by 6 per cent — that is, three
times as much. These figures can be accepted at face
value, but the issue is not whether the Victorian
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government should increase funding for Catholic
school students by a certain percentage but whether the
current funding models for commonwealth and state
schools are appropriate.
Commonwealth and state school funding cannot be
separated, because that funding becomes a pool of
money that is available either to government schools or
to non-government schools. It is inappropriate for the
coalition to be concentrating on the state government’s
contribution to the Catholic school sector without even
mentioning commonwealth contribution to that sector,
which becomes part of the pool of money available to
that sector. The question is whether that produces a
school education system that is equitable, transparent
and accountable. I think the evidence before our eyes in
Victoria, and in fact in all states of Australia, is that it
does not produce that. We do not have a system that is
equitable, transparent and accountable, and there are
widening gaps between educational opportunities.
I will spend a little bit of time looking closely at the
issue of school funding. At the very best when you are
looking at the commonwealth funding formulas and at
the different computations that the states use in funding
government schools and the small contributions they
make to the non-government sector, bearing in mind
again that it is the commonwealth government that
primarily funds that sector, at the very least it can be
said it is confusing and difficult for anyone to see with
any clarity just who gets what. There is no way of
knowing with any surety whether this 25 per cent figure
that the Liberal–Nationals coalition is putting
forward — and it is an arbitrary figure — would
increase or decrease equity across the system, and that
is what we should be looking at. This was encapsulated
in December last year in an article by Andrew Dowling
on Australia’s school funding system. In that article
Mr Dowling describes the following:
The current funding system is not held in particularly high
regard by education commentators. Australia’s system of
school funding has been variously described as containing
‘considerable deficiencies’ … ‘quite remarkable difficulties’
which makes it ‘very frustrating’ … ’unsatisfactory’ …
‘deficient’ … a ‘failure’ … ‘exceedingly complicated’ …
‘inequitable and inefficient’ … ‘irrational’ … ‘unhelpfully
complex and exceedingly opaque’ …

The article also states it has:
… no constitutional, educational or logical grounds … The
end result is that members of the education community, much
less the general public, have no clear idea what individual
schools actually receive from both levels of government, nor
if their income is appropriate to their needs.

This is not a very good state of affairs, and it makes it
very difficult to support any motion which is
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advocating an increase of funding to one sector over the
other; and it must be borne in mind that the primary
role of the state government is to fund the state
education system, which educates the majority of
Victoria’s students. Mr Dowling makes the point, and I
agree:
… that education should be made more transparent in order to
hold those responsible for it accountable thereby ultimately
improving the service.

It has to be said that the transparency and accountability
of the independent education system warrants
improving. Its financial accounting is not open and
transparent and available to the public. The Catholic
sector, for example, receives funding from both levels
of government. There is some targeted funding, but the
rest of it is just given to the sector and it decides how it
is distributed.
Just last week I had a constituent contact me in my
electorate office. That constituent is one of the parents
on the school council of a Catholic school. This parent
has been asking for the financial statements of that
school as a member of the school council, as there are
concerns about how some of the funds of that school
are being spent, but has been unable to get those
financial accounts. We need transparency; we need
accountability. That is not what we have. It is not just
me saying that: it is widely said by academics and
commentators on the education system that this is a big
problem.
There is also the issue of equity. I know Mr Hall was
talking about equity. I have given notice in this
chamber foreshadowing that I will be presenting a bill
to the Parliament to remove the inequities under the
Equal Opportunity Act whereby religious schools and
small businesses are able to discriminate in their
employment practices on any attribute despite its being
listed in that act. It is strong Greens policy that all
schools that receive public funding should be subjected
to the same level of accountability, transparency and
non-discriminatory staff recruitment and student
enrolments practices — that is, if you are going to take
public money you should be accountable and
transparent and non-discriminatory, and that is not the
case either.
Mr Dowling’s article also discusses how funding
models, in particular the socioeconomic status (SES)
for allocating dollars to non-government schools, is
disadvantageous to government schools. Mr Dowling
talks about that at length. I will not take up time in this
debate by reading it, but I do urge people to read the
article because it goes to some lengths in outlining how
the application of that SES funding model is
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cumulatively and in an ongoing way disadvantaging the
government school sector.
Mr Hall mentioned that fees in Catholic schools are a
couple of thousand dollars on average. I have checked
this, and this is the case in parish schools, but regional
colleges are much more than that — $4000 to $6000 —
and the wealthy, so-called exception schools are
$12 000 to $17 000 in fees. A look at the Xavier
College website confirmed this. The discrepancy in
facilities between these schools and government
schools is glaring. Is the Liberal–Nationals motion
proposing that funding to students in these schools also
be increased? Mr Hall spoke about the balance being
about right between public and private education. I
think this is debatable. Government school enrolments
have fallen from 73 per cent in 1981 to around 65 per
cent now. Catholic school enrolments have risen very
slightly in that time. Other independent school
enrolments have increased from 4 per cent to 13 per
cent. This reflects the increased funding to the
independent school sector under the Howard
government.
There is much commentary about the effect this has on
government schools, which are the backbone of a fair
and equitable education system. Also having a fair,
equitable, accessible and excellent high-quality public
education system is the keystone of democracy. The
terms ‘private’, ‘public’, ‘independent’, ‘government’
and ‘non-government’ are interesting terms, because
they do not quite reflect reality. As we all know, the
private schools get significant public funding, so they
are not just private schools. But in many ways they act
as private schools; they act in a private way. They
receive public funding, but they are not publicly open
and accountable in the way they should be. Many
commentators are saying the funding and other aspects
of the education system need to be much more open,
transparent and accountable than they currently are. I
would say it is highly debateable whether some
particular types of private schools which advocate
discriminatory practices should receive any public
funding or be permitted to operate as schools at all. The
Exclusive Brethren comes to mind.
Mr Hall also spoke about parental choice. ‘Choice’ is a
word that is bandied about a lot. I would say that people
do not have to pay fees, but if they can, they may
choose to do so. Families on low incomes do not have
that choice, and they are dependent on the public
education system. A strong public education system is
the backbone of the community, of a working, fair and
equitable society. Make no mistake about that — it is
the public education system that underpins that. Many
people would choose their local government schools if
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they were well resourced and not undermined by a
public perception of being inferior, because it is much
more convenient for people to use the local school,
which means they do not have to drive long distances in
the congested traffic that we have, or travel long
distances on crowded trains, which particularly
secondary school students have to do. So for those
reasons it is not possible for us to support the motion
put forward by Mr Hall.
The amendment put forward by Ms Darveniza, which
basically replaces Mr Hall’s motion with a different
motion, just refers to five different programs which the
government has in place to assist non-government
schools, and the Catholic sector in particular.
Ms Darveniza made the point, in rebuttal to some of the
points made by Mr Hall, that the Catholic education
system does enjoy quite a lot of in-kind support that is
available to government schools and government
school teachers, such as professional development,
curriculum planning, access to the broadband deal that
the government has with providers for schools, and tax
incentives provided through the federal system.
However, the motion put forward by Ms Darveniza is
just a rollcall; it is a list of some ad hoc and not
necessarily transparent, equitable programs — they are
not equitable if you are looking across the whole
education system — that the government has in place.
These types of measures are different in every state so
that across the country there is a hodgepodge of funding
measures and new programs for this and that, targeted
at this and that, that can be seen as partly political in
nature, which just add to the confusion of our education
system funding. They just add to the red tape in that
system and to the lack of transparency, accountability
and clarity as to who gets what, who needs what and
who should get what. So for those reasons the Greens
will not be supporting the motion or the amendment.
Mr KAVANAGH (Western Victoria) — I rise to
support this motion by Mr Hall and congratulate him on
bringing this motion to the house. I would like to say
first that as someone who attended Catholic schools and
taught at one Catholic school, in my opinion Catholic
schools are doing a very good job in Victoria, not only
for their students but for the entire community, with
relatively few resources. The general standard of
academic achievement in Catholic schools is quite high,
particularly given that Catholic schools overall cater to
quite modest socioeconomic backgrounds, while at the
same time these schools also pursue their primary task
of moral education.
The story of Catholic education in Australia is in my
opinion a great and inspiring one. The Democratic
Labor Party was instrumental in obtaining financial
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assistance for Catholic schools and other
non-government schools. That is a contribution of
which I am proud. Before there was any government
financial assistance — that started around the late 1960s
in Australia — Catholic schools had very few resources
to complete their huge task. I recall as a 10 or
11-year-old taking the weekly school fees each week in
a small envelope. The weekly school fee was 20 cents
for me and my younger brothers. So they were
obviously running on the smell of an oily rag.
What they had though, rather than money, was sacrifice
by many people, contributions of work and donations
from many supporters, not only parents but other
people in the community, and of course by teachers,
particularly by religious teachers, who worked for
probably a plate of corned beef and cabbage a day.
Although this group of people did great things in
Australia, I do not know of any other group that has
been so thoroughly vilified. They devoted their lives to
the education of young Australians, and I would like to
express my thanks and admiration for them and the
sacrifices that they made.
Ms Pennicuik made many comments about Catholic
schools, but I do not think she quite gets the point —
for example, to talk about Catholic schools and then to
refer to Xavier College is quite misleading. Xavier is
hardly typical of Catholic schools in Victoria. My
understanding as a former Catholic schoolteacher is that
Xavier is not even in the Catholic education system; it
is actually an independent Catholic school.
Ms Pennicuik said that schools should be secular. There
is a widespread view developing that the Greens’ kind
of philosophy is not exactly secular and that it
represents a kind of New-Age spiritual movement
along religious lines. To the extent that Ms Pennicuik’s
demand that schools be secular means that we should
not be pushing the Greens’ agenda, perhaps I would not
entirely disagree.
However, there were other comments made in the
debate. Ms Pennicuik would like people to understand
funding for schools better than they do. I would too,
because there is the wrong impression among a lot of
people in Australia — probably the majority — that
Catholic and independent schools are getting the
majority of government funding in Australia. As
Ms Pennicuik pointed out, they do very well out of the
commonwealth, but they do not very well at all out of
the state, which is the main level of government in
terms of financing schools in Australia.
As for Ms Pennicuik’s demand that Catholic schools
stop discriminating in employment factors, I do not
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think there is much discrimination in Catholic schools
in employment factors. However, it seems reasonable
to me that a religious institution should be able to
discriminate on religious grounds — that is, to have
teachers who believe what they are teaching — just as,
for example, the Greens are entitled to preselect for
election people who believe in the Greens political
philosophy.
Ms Pennicuik’s idea seems to me to say that the Greens
should not be allowed to choose people to stand for
election on the basis that they agree with the Greens, or
is the point that only the Greens are allowed to
discriminate on the basis of political opinion and other
people are not allowed to discriminate — for example,
Catholic schools on the basis of religious opinion? Is
Ms Pennicuik’s rule to apply to everybody or only to
everybody except the Greens political party, as it has
been called in this house a few times? I support
Mr Hall’s motion, with the reservation that perhaps it
does not go far enough.
Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — I welcome the
opportunity to make a couple of comments in reply.
Firstly, I thank those who have contributed to the
debate. We have had some varying views on this
matter, and I think it is healthy if we discuss the sorts of
differences we have as well as the issues we have in
common with respect to any motion, but particularly
this one, which relates to Catholic education. Again I
thank those members who contributed.
In response to a couple of issues raised during the
course of the debate, the first thing I said when I
introduced this motion was that I hoped the discussion
would not stray into the argument about whether
non-government schools should receive funding from
state governments. Generally people did not stray into
that area, they acknowledged that the Catholic
education system plays an important role in the total
system of education that we have in Victoria. Apart
from Ms Pennicuik’s comments, contributors to this
debate recognised that fact. As I said in my opening
comments three weeks ago, this is more a matter of
how much rather than if state governments should
contribute to Catholic education.
Ms Pennicuik strayed into that area and half suggested
that a state government should not be funding
non-government schools, but her substantial comment
was that there should be some sort of distribution of
funding if the state government is going to fund
Catholic schools between those that are in need and
those that are wealthy. She suggested that the motion I
moved just went to the issue that all Catholic schools
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should receive an increase in funding to 25 per cent of
the average cost of educating a child in a public school.
I want to reiterate to Ms Pennicuik and those who agree
with her sentiment about the funding issue that the
motion I moved — and I will read it again — states:
That this house calls on the Brumby Labor government to
increase the funding provided for Victorian students in
Catholic schools using a needs-based formula …

That is the view of the coalition in Victoria: it should be
on a needs-based formula, so consequently there will be
some consideration of the appropriate ability for
Catholic schools to raise their own funds. With respect
to a blanket 25 per cent increase of funding across the
board, I rule that out because simply the motion talks
about distribution on a needs basis.
I also want to comment about the amendment proposed
by Ms Darveniza. Although the amendment lists five
areas in which the state government contributes to
Catholic education in Victoria, there is nothing new in
that. What she said might be well and good, and we
appreciate the contribution state governments make to
Catholic education, but we strongly believe that for
equity reasons — again it is a term used by
Ms Pennicuik — it should be distributed on a
needs-based formula. That is exactly what this motion
says.
Going back to Ms Darveniza’s amendment, the five
areas she has listed will simply mean that the status quo
will apply. I cannot see anything in the amendment
moved by the government to suggest that this is
anything other than exactly what happens now. There is
no foreshadowed increase to government funding. All
of Ms Darveniza’s points are just a reiteration of the
processes now in place without any commitment to
increased funding for the Catholic education system.
In closing I want to remind the house that more than
one in five — that is just over 22 per cent — students in
Victoria go to a Catholic school, so Catholic schools
have an important role to play in the education sector.
Parents make a big contribution towards the cost of
running those schools, but we in the coalition believe it
is incumbent upon state government to at least match
the increasing cost of educating a child whether they be
in the non-government or the government school
system. About 185 000 students attend Catholic
schools, so about 185 000 — or slightly less perhaps —
parents and families are involved in this too. The
impost on parents of providing full fees for the
operation of Catholic schools is great.
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This, we believe, is a reasonable balance. We should
look at the average cost of educating a child in a public
school and then allocate 25 per cent of that cost for the
assistance of the Catholic education system. Following
the debate three weeks ago a radio journalist asked me,
‘Exactly why should we fund Catholic schools or
indeed any other non-government school?’. There are a
couple of reasons for that — equity is an issue. If you
look at it from a purely economic point of view, if
every one of those 185 000 students went into a
government school it would cost the state three or four
times the amount that it currently provides to assist with
education in the Catholic school sector.
We need to be cognisant of that and keep in mind that
what we are talking about here is a reasonable level of
support from the state government to another school
system. We in the coalition think the 25 per cent figure
is appropriate, and it is what the motion urges the house
to adopt.
I ask members to consider the comments I have made
in reply when making their determination. Because the
reasoned amendment appears to provide no more or no
less we say it is the status quo, which is not satisfactory.
Something needs to be done to assist the Catholic
education system, and the decision of members on this
motion will indicate whether we should be doing more
for the Catholic education system or less. The coalition
will be voting against the reasoned amendment. Again I
urge all members to support the motion before the
house this morning.
House divided on amendment:
Ayes, 19
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms (Teller)
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Madden, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Pakula, Mr

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

Noes, 21
Atkinson, Mr
Barber, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr
Hartland, Ms

Kavanagh, Mr
Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs (Teller)
Lovell, Ms
O’Donohue, Mr
Pennicuik, Ms
Petrovich, Mrs
Peulich, Mrs
Rich-Phillips, Mr (Teller)
Vogels, Mr
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Amendment negatived.
Motion agreed to.

MANUFACTURING: GOVERNMENT
STRATEGY
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
move:
That this house —
(1) notes that on 21 December 2006 the Minister for
Industry and Trade promised in an answer to a question
without notice the ‘release and implementation of a
number of manufacturing industry strategies and action
plans, including a Victorian manufacturing strategy’;
(2) notes that despite repeating that promise and setting an
implementation date of January 2007, in the Department
of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development’s
Strategic Directions 2005–08 and Annual Business Plan
2006–07, the minister has to date failed to deliver the
manufacturing strategy which is now 600 days behind
schedule;
(3) condemns the minister for his failure to fulfil his
promises thereby contributing in substantial part to job
losses within the Victorian manufacturing sector; and
(4) calls on the minister to release a manufacturing strategy
complete with measurable targets and objectives by the
end of August 2008.

This is an important motion because we have seen this
government time and again — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I believe Mr Dalla-Riva’s microphone is not
working.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — This motion is really
reinforcing where this government is. This has been an
ongoing situation with the Minister for Industry and
Trade. He made a statement in this chamber in response
to a question without notice from one of his own
government members.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! One moment please. I believe the microphone is
now working.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — I will not repeat what I have
said.
Mr Vogels — You are streaming.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — I thank Mr Vogels. I am
now streaming. This notice of motion is a response to
the Minister for Industry and Trade in this place who
promised in an answer to a question without notice the
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‘release and implementation of a number of
manufacturing industry strategies and action plans,
including a Victorian manufacturing strategy’. Shortly
thereafter the minister presented a ministerial statement
dated December 2006. On page 4 of this statement —
and I will read it for Hansard — the minister said:
The approach we are proposing is proactive and dynamic …

I would hate to see how proactive and dynamic the
government is, because he goes on to say:
To address the challenges in the manufacturing sector, the
government will in coming months release and implement a
number of manufacturing industry strategies and action plans
including:
A Victorian manufacturing strategy that will build on the
highly successful Agenda for New Manufacturing,
recognising the emerging global and local developments
that are so profoundly affecting the manufacturing
sector.

Those are his words, not mine.
Mrs Peulich — So profound.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — So profound. They are so
proactive and so dynamic that we are now into
something in excess of 600 days since he made that
announcement. If we are serious about being a Council
that holds members to account for what they say and
what they propose to implement, this motion should be
supported by all members in this chamber. If we do not
condemn a minister for making a statement in this
chamber that he is going to do something for the benefit
of a particular industry — a portfolio he represents —
and then he does do it, we are really going down the
gurgler. If we do not do that, it means that any minister
from any side can come in here, make a statement
about what they propose to do and it just does not
matter, even if it runs into 600 days, 700 days or
800 days. If we do not hold this government and its
ministers to account in respect of what they propose
and what they promise in this chamber, we might as
well go home. Every other time a minister gets up and
says they are going to do something in the coming
months and they do not do it — and we are now up to
600 days, which is a few more days than a couple of
months — we need to condemn that minister for their
failure to fulfil that promise.
This is not a motion we have taken lightly; it is a
motion that is serious in what it says. We know that the
manufacturing sector has an enormous amount of
pressure on it, and we know that because of those
pressures the minister ought to take it more responsibly
and more seriously. That is why this motion has set a
time line for the strategy to be implemented. We are
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saying that enough is enough. In the motion we are
saying, ‘Deliver it with measurable targets’ — not the
spin, not the rhetoric, but measurable targets and
objectives — ‘by the end of August 2008’. It will be
interesting to hear what members on the other side say.
I am sure they will get up and talk about job growth and
how wonderful things are.
I want to put it into some context. We have seen
recently in a report that was presented nationwide that
there has been a decline in jobs — in fact there has been
a growth in job losses — and the unemployment rate in
Victoria is now well above the national average. This
indicates that if you do not have any plan of action for
what you are meant to be doing, eventually things are
going to fall apart. We have seen in the recent
Visa-VECCI (Victorian Employers Chamber of
Commerce and Industry) survey of business trends and
prospects that 68 per cent of Victorian manufacturers
are pessimistic about the future, compared with the
national average of 59 per cent. Some 61 per cent of
Victorian businesses expect the state’s economic
performance to be weaker over the next 12 months,
compared to just 14 per cent only one year ago. This is
a government that has got its feet well and truly off the
accelerator.
Government members cannot continually come in here
and talk about what the government is going to do and
then fail to deliver on those promises. That is what this
motion is about. It is a very clear motion. It is about the
minister being held to account on a promise that was
made over 600 days ago. Government members will
have the opportunity to say whatever they like about
what they intend to do. We need only go back to the
budget in May and what the minister said at that time.
He promised that in the coming months a
manufacturing strategy would be delivered — I believe
he used the words ‘coming soon’. Where is it? If you
come into this chamber and say things about what you
intend to do, then do it — do not just talk the rhetoric.
I will be interested to hear other members’
contributions to the debate on this very simple but
important motion. This is about holding a minister to
account for his performance in doing what he says he
will do. The manufacturing industry is crying out for
support from the government. It is not waiting for the
Rudd government to hand down the Bracks review, for
other events to occur or for the economy to improve —
it is not putting its head in the sand and hoping things
will get better.
I go back to what I was saying before about the budget.
I have a press release headed ‘Budget — Theo
Theophanous’ that is dated Tuesday, 6 May. It says:
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In industry and trade the Brumby Labor government is taking
action to ensure future growth of Victoria’s manufacturing
industries and we will soon deliver a comprehensive industry
and manufacturing strategy, preparing our industries for the
global challenges ahead.

There has been a series of events. On 21 December
2006 the minister made a commitment to deliver a
manufacturing action plan very soon. In the same
month he made a ministerial statement — not just a
statement or a press release — saying the
manufacturing strategy would be delivered within a
couple of months. In May this year we were still
waiting, and he said, ‘We will soon deliver a
comprehensive industry and manufacturing strategy’.
This is not a motion I have moved lightly. I do not wish
to labour my point too much, other than to say that if
we do not hold a minister to account on promises he has
made and not kept, then we might as well pack up and
go home — because otherwise no minister in this
Parliament can be held to account for what they say but
do not do in their areas of responsibility.
I urge members to support the motion. It is a very clear
motion. I have presented sufficient evidence, and there
is sufficient evidence available on websites and in what
the minister has said in this place to justify this motion
getting the support of everyone in the chamber. I hope
members will listen fervently to what other members in
this chamber have to say and in particular to what
Labor members say to justify why the Minister for
Industry and Trade should not be condemned for his
failure to deliver the very important action plan that he
promised over 600 days ago.
Mr THORNLEY (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise
to oppose this motion. It is a pretty low ebb that we
reach when the shadow minister for industry and state
development, Mr Dalla-Riva, who has no policy at all,
brings before the chamber and the public — —
Mr Dalla-Riva — It is not a motion on me.
Mr THORNLEY — It is certainly not, because you
do not have a policy. Let me help the shadow minister
by explaining how these things work. On a day-to-day
basis you do the work, then periodically you pull it
together and release a new statement. The shadow
minister may not have noticed this, but a few things
have changed in this country recently, and when things
change you need to respond to this. That is what the
Liberal Party did not do when it was in power; that is
why we inherited an industrial graveyard from it. It
refused to change. It sat there in charge of the country
for 30 years, left tariff barriers up high, left its mates in
charge doing nothing at all and left us with an industrial
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graveyard. We spent the last 20 years fixing that up,
and this government has been part of that.
You do the work, and every few years you pull that
work together, respond to how things have changed,
talk about how you will adjust the settings and then go
back to work. The shadow minister may not have
noticed, but in December 2006 we started moving
towards a change of federal government. I realise he is
not very happy about this change — although the rest
of the country is — but having a federal government
that provided no support for manufacturing and a Labor
Party opposition that said we should still make things in
this country, it probably made sense to see where that
federal government was going before adjusting the
settings. In the meantime we kept doing the work.
Mr Dalla-Riva interjected.
Mr THORNLEY — I am not sure if the shadow
minister understands how this works, but the federal
government sets the tariffs and the funding policies.
The federal government is conducting reviews of the
automotive industry; textiles, clothing and footwear;
aviation; innovation; and trade. There is not much point
in us shouting into the wilderness, ‘We are going to
change our settings now’, when the environment in
which we operate is in the middle of change. A much
more useful thing to do is engage with that process, as
the Labor Party has and the Liberal Party has not.
We have made submissions to every one of those
reviews, whereas the Liberal Party has made
submissions to one — on aviation — which was mainly
to complain about what we were doing. Where was the
Liberal Party’s response to change? Manufacturing is
all about response to change, and when we have change
which needs a response — when the federal
government’s settings on the automotive industry,
innovation, trade and textiles, clothing and footwear are
changing — the Liberal Party does not even put in a
submission. It does not respond to change at all. This is
the party of the industrial graveyard. It has the hide to
complain about the fact that the state government
chooses to respond to the change of federal
government. Once those reviews are done, we will be
in a position to talk about how our settings will fit
within the new environment, and that is exactly what
we will be doing. In the meantime, we do the work.
The opposition produces isolated examples of situations
where jobs have been lost. We are all disappointed
when jobs are lost, but we also know that we are going
through a massive transformation in our manufacturing
sector from the industrial graveyard that the opposition
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left us to a modern, competitive and productive sector.
That is why, despite the fact — —
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr THORNLEY — Your idea of manufacturing is
very interesting. Here is an example of how on top of
that manufacturing portfolio the opposition is: when it
talks about the isolated examples of plant closures, it
throws in the closure of Starbucks venues. I was trying
to work out why the shadow minister was wearing the
American flag on his tie today, and I have figured it out.
He is here to lament the loss of Starbucks. I am very
disappointed that Starbucks has closed, as I am sure the
customers and particularly the workers are. But the
shadow minister for manufacturing, exports and trade
and Leader of The Nationals in the Assembly,
Mr Ryan, uses as an example of our alleged failure in
manufacturing the fact that Starbucks made some
decisions in Seattle about what it was going to do with
its retail outlets. That is how committed opposition
members are to manufacturing — they think Starbucks
is a manufacturing operation. They cannot count on the
fingers of one hand before going into something that is
about retailing.
Mr Dalla-Riva — What are you talking about?
Mr THORNLEY — Mr Dalla-Riva should read his
shadow minister’s press release. Right in the middle of
it is Starbucks. That is why Mr Dalla-Riva has that tie
on.
We on the other hand understand what manufacturing
is about. Despite the isolated examples the member
opposite has delivered, manufacturing jobs in this state
have increased. In August 1999 there were
327 400 manufacturing jobs. In May 2008 there were
346 500. That is about a 5.8 per cent increase. Let us
compare that, for Mr American Tie here, with the
American performance, where America lost about
20 per cent of its manufacturing jobs. In a world that is
changing, we are responding, moving away from the
industrial graveyard and moving into a place where we
actually have a modern, competitive manufacturing
economy. That will necessarily see, at various points in
time, some operations fail. That is how capitalism
works. The important thing is that you have more
operations succeeding, that you are creating more jobs,
that those are better jobs and that productivity drives
competitiveness in a very competitive global economy.
That is exactly what we have done.
Those figures, which show a modest increase in
manufacturing employment, mask two even more
important underlying trends. The first is the
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transformation from the industrial graveyard to an
elaborately transformed manufacturing environment.
Elaborately transformed manufactures in this state have
gone up 36 per cent since the opposition was last in
office. Given that employment has gone up 5.8 per
cent, you can see how much transformation is taking
place.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, Acting
President, you may not have noticed — given that you
have been distracted in the chair — however, I would
like to draw your attention to the fact that the member is
strictly reading his speech, which has obviously been
prepared by his public relations company. I draw this to
your attention and ask that you enforce the President’s
earlier advice to members.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Pakula) —
Order! I have observed the member’s contribution in
the chamber. I do not believe he has been reading. He
has been referring to notes. The member is aware of the
ruling about reading, and from my observation he has
not crossed that line.
Mr THORNLEY — I was quoting statistics, and I
thank the member for drawing further attention to those
statistics. I understand that she would not be reading
them or quoting them, because opposition members
have not looked at them. They have not looked at the
numbers and have not looked at the facts. They have
not looked at what has happened in manufacturing
employment, or they would not have framed this
motion. They have not looked at what has happened to
the transformation in manufacturing with elaborately
transformed manufacturing. They have not looked at
the fact that in the last 12 months elaborately
transformed manufacturing has grown a further 6 per
cent despite the increases in the Australian dollar.
Despite the increases in global competition, elaborately
transformed manufacturing continues to grow. Despite
those challenges, we have attracted $11.3 billion in new
manufacturing capital investment in this state since we
took over.
When you talk about the transformation of
manufacturing you talk about the fact that 50 per cent
of all business research and development (R and D) is
in the manufacturing sector — 14 per cent of gross
domestic product and 50 per cent of business R and D.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Pakula) —
Order! I advise Mrs Peulich that enough is enough.
Mr THORNLEY — When members opposite ran
the industrial graveyard that number was less than 20.
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That is how much this sector has transformed in the
face of global competition and in the face of a
massively rising Australian dollar.
Let us talk about the background to this in terms of
what the opposition has been proposing. It is a very
short conversation, because it has not been proposing
anything. I would have thought that if someone cared
about manufacturing, they would have put out more
than two press releases since they were appointed the
shadow minister in February. I would have thought that
you might have policies. You might have policies on
business costs, you might have policies on
infrastructure, you might have policies on innovation,
on skills and retraining, on workplace safety and on
tariffs and trade. I know the opposition has a policy on
tariffs; we will come back to that one in a minute. You
would have a policy on industry attraction. You would
have a policy on export facilitation. You would have a
policy on savings so that you build the capital base
necessary to invest in these industries. We have been
taking action on every one of those fronts, and
members opposite do not even have a policy — except
on tariffs.
I will freely admit the opposition has a policy on tariffs.
When our government made a submission to the Bracks
review of the automotive sector, and some decent
analysis was done by Dr Nicholas Gruen that made the
point that a further reduction in tariffs would not lead to
any further benefits in terms of the trade system and
that therefore there was not much to be gained by that
further reduction in tariffs, members opposite opposed
it. They did not oppose it when they were in
government, but they oppose it now. The only material
change I can see in the opposition’s policy is that it was
in favour of those tariffs when it was in government
and now it is in opposition it opposes them. I am all
right with that.
There are strong arguments for a low-tariff regime. Our
party is the one that brought a low-tariff regime into
this country as part of a balanced package to transform
manufacturing from an industrial graveyard to an
export-orientated, highly productive and competitive
manufacturing sector. We are still going through that
transformation, but nothing that members opposite have
put forward takes us any closer to that. The only policy
they have ever had is a flat earth on tariffs and a race to
the bottom on wages. It is the only policy the
opposition has ever had: leave everything else static,
have a race to the bottom on wages and somehow that
is going to protect manufacturing jobs.
That is not what happened under its leadership. What
were the great policy innovations of the Kennett
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government? There were not any. It stood still. The
Howard federal government stood still. There was
massive growth in elaborately transformed
manufactures under the Hawke and Keating federal
governments, but nothing at all from Howard. Where
were the opposition’s submissions to the reviews by the
federal government? There was nothing at all.
What we have here is a group of people who have no
policy of their own, who have produced no press
releases, who have made no contributions, who are not
even aware of the fact that manufacturing jobs are
growing, who think that manufacturing includes
Starbucks — their version of manufacturing is that it
includes Starbucks — who are not talking to the peak
business bodies, who are not spending time with the
Australian Industry Group and who are not talking with
the unions, because they dare not. I was talking to the
unions about cars last week. We actually talk to people
in business. They do not know who opposition
members are. If members opposite waved across
Collins Street, people in business would think they
were buskers. They have never met them — members
opposite do not talk to the people who actually run
these businesses. They do not look at the transformation
that is occurring. They do not work out how they can
change it. All they do is say that this minister said
something in December 2006 before the entire world
changed and before the entire federal government
policy changed. As John Maynard Keynes said, ‘When
the facts change, I change my position’. What does
Mr Dalla-Riva do?
The facts have changed. We have an entirely new
federal environment, and every single one of these
policy settings is going to change. We did the work to
keep elaborately transformed manufacturing growing,
to keep manufacturing jobs growing, to keep
manufacturing exports growing, despite a strong rise in
the Australian dollar, and we responded to that change.
We responded to those reviews, and we will be in a
position when that review process is complete and the
new operating environment that we work in is complete
to talk about what the next generation of settings will be
after that. We will keep doing the work. Periodically
you have a review and you give new headline settings
as to where it goes.
That is why this motion is a complete waste of time.
The opposition does not understand anything about
manufacturing. These are the Starbucks manufacturers
over here — the people who have not been able to
manufacture more than two press releases in six
months, who do not know the difference between a
manufacturer and a retailer, who made no submissions
to any of the major reviews on this area and who
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continue to not do the work. That is why I oppose the
motion.

increased costs associated with trying to do the right
thing.

Mr VOGELS (Western Victoria) — I rise to
support the motion moved by Mr Dalla-Riva, which
clearly points out the failure of this Labor government
and of the Minister for Industry and Trade in relation to
the manufacturing policy which was promised
600 days, or two years, ago and which we still have not
seen.

I intend to confine my contribution on manufacturing to
agriculture and the importance of agriculture in the
Victorian economy. When the Kennett government lost
power in 1999 food and fibre exports from Victoria
stood at about $7 billion, and they were on target to be
$12 billion by 2010. According to the Department of
Primary Industries’ Victorian food and fibre export
performance report, the figure in 2004–05 was still
$7 billion — some six years later not a dollar had been
added to it!

Victoria used to be the state to do business in if you
were into manufacturing. Why was this so? We had
cheap power and water, and we therefore led
manufacturing in Australia. Thanks to Labor Party
policy since 1999 these competitive advantages have
basically disappeared. According to the government’s
own predictions, water bills will more than double over
the next five years. Electricity prices are set to rise by
17 per cent in 2008, and they will also double over the
next few years. Gas prices will rise by 7 per cent in
2008 and soar into double-digit figures as we move
forward.
Why is this so? The hypocrisy of the issue really gets to
me. Under Kevin Rudd, with the full support of all
Labor premiers, we are punishing our cheap sources of
energy by forcing them to put in all sorts of emissions
controls to make sure that CO2 gases et cetera are not
polluting the atmosphere. We do not have a problem
with that — actually we support that — but what
hypocrites we are when we stand up and force our own
energy providers to do all these sorts of things, but at
the same time we are exporting as much coal as we can
to China and India et cetera — countries that will
eventually become our competitors. If we really believe
that less and less of this coal should be used because of
the damage it is doing to the environment, we should
also be saying to the other side of the world, ‘Hang on,
we are going to stop increasing coal production because
it is having an enormous effect on the atmosphere’. The
global atmosphere does not differentiate between where
the CO2 emissions are coming from — whether they are
coming from Victoria, from Australia or from China. It
is interesting to note that when I was in China a year or
two ago I was told that a new coal-fired power station
was being opened in China every week as a result of
using Australian coal. In the meantime here we are
trying to do the right thing by reducing our CO2
emissions, but that is at a huge cost to our
manufacturers because manufacturers use a lot of
power and power prices have an enormous effect on
manufacturers. As I said, we are selling coal, uranium
and gas at bargain basement prices to our competitors
overseas, while our manufacturers have to pay the

In that period Victorian dairy exports were valued at
over $2 billion, with Victoria accounting for 81 per cent
of Australia’s dairy exports. Victorian meat exports
were valued at $1.3 billion, accounting for 17 per cent
of Australia’s meat exports. Victorian grain exports
were valued at $695 million, accounting for 11 per cent
of Australia’s grain exports. Victorian wine exports
were valued at $532 million, with Victoria accounting
for 20 per cent of Australia’s wine exports. The value
of Victorian wool and fibre products stood at
$1.3 billion. I could go on with other farming
products — pork, fruit and vegetables et cetera — but
the point I make is that Victoria has stood still since the
election of the Labor government in our food and fibre
exports. Basically it has not gone up one single dollar.
Tens of thousands of jobs are out there in country
Victoria in the manufacturing industry. In the region
where I come from it is great to see the value adding
that goes on by our manufacturers in, say, dairy
products. The farmers produce the milk which goes to
the dairy factories, and it is turned into whey, skimmed
milk, cheese, butter and so on. A lot of value adding is
done locally, which is fantastic for the rural economy.
However, these manufacturers are finding it difficult to
compete because of the cost of electricity. At home, just
on our farm, electricity prices for running the dairy
have increased from approximately $12 000 to $13 000
in 1999 to something like $38 000 to $39 000 per
year — that is, they have tripled in those nine years.
This government has failed to deliver the infrastructure
needed to make sure our manufacturers can get on with
the job, can employ people and keep regional and rural
Victoria going strongly. As I said, dairying is Victoria’s
largest food export industry. Last year it exported
nearly $3 billion worth of product. The Victorian dairy
industry has about 6000 farmers and they employ
approximately 70 000 people, and it is the lifeblood of
country Victoria.

MANUFACTURING: GOVERNMENT STRATEGY
3146

COUNCIL

I would like to finish on this point. The Victorian dairy
industry is the biggest exporter out of the port of
Melbourne. One of the things that is driving up costs
once again, which makes it difficult for these
manufacturers, is the fact that to send a container of
dairy product out of the port of Melbourne was
approximately $39 but it has gone up to $73. Why is
this so? A lot of the reason is the expense of the channel
deepening. We all support channel deepening, but I find
it interesting that once again this government can never
get its figures right. In 2001 we were told the channel
deepening would be about $230 million; in 2004 it had
gone up to $337 million; in 2007, a couple of years
later, it was going to be $763 million; in 2008 we are up
to $969 million — it is increasing by approximately
$200 million per year. By 2010, if you extend it out, it
seems that channel deepening will be well over
$1 billion — probably around $1.3 billion.
We have talked before about job losses in country
Victoria. The ones in the agriculture industry we recall
include Don Smallgoods, with a loss of 420 jobs; the
Department of Primary Industries has just put off
70 people; and over 100 people have lost their jobs at
the Dartmoor sawmill. After two years the minister has
failed to produced the strategy and action plan which all
manufacturers need to see what the government is
doing and proposes to do to support our manufacturing
industry. I therefore support the motion moved by
Mr Dalla-Riva.
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I rise to
oppose the motion. I do not intend to take the house
through the importance of manufacturing and the
importance of vehicle manufacturing to this state and
this country — suffice to say that the manufacturing
industry is incredibly important to our economy, our
exports and to maintaining a highly skilled, developed
workforce. It is important in terms of providing jobs
and job security, and it is important to be at the cutting
edge of technological breakthroughs and to take
advantage of the subsequent flow-ons from them to
other industries.
Given all that, one would have thought that it would
have been a glimmer of hope to have a bipartisan
approach to manufacturing in this country and the
vehicle manufacturing industry, because there are
commonly held facts that are undeniable. Unfortunately
that is not the case, and the reason for that is quite
simply that the opposition has no commitment to the
manufacturing industry and in particular to the vehicle
industry. This government and the federal government
are committed to vehicle manufacturing. Mr Rudd, our
Prime Minister, said around the time of the election that
he did not want to wake up in a country where we did
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not make things any more. He has held to that
statement. In fact he repeated those comments last
Friday when the report of the Bracks inquiry was tabled
by the government.
We have not walked away from that, and we have not
walked away from manufacturing or the car industry.
We have been rolling up our sleeves and working out
the best ways to assist to take manufacturing and the
vehicle manufacturing industry into the next
generation; to be there ready for the challenges; and to
tackle the issues of climate change, carbon emissions
and of the emerging economies of China and India. I
have not seen anything from the opposition to show it is
even thinking about positioning those industries so that
we can compete effectively. We are about making sure
that manufacturing is here to stay. We are also about
making sure that we have a AAA rating and that it is
here to stay. We also want the Maritime Union of
Australia to be here to stay, and of course
manufacturing needs to be here to stay.
We do not treat the manufacturing industry like some
loose football rolling around a football ground. We are
a government that seizes that ball; we seize it, we tackle
the issue and we run with it. We make sure that we
have a future, not just in terms of this generation but
also future generations. The opposition has no regard
for manufacturing. As the previous government speaker
in this debate has mentioned, there have been very few
comments by the opposition either in press releases, in
this house or in the Legislative Assembly when it
comes to manufacturing. There is an absolute paucity of
comment.
Since being elected to this chamber I have heard some
quite aggressive comments about workers in the
manufacturing industry. Workers have been abused
essentially for taking industrial action to secure their
$25 million in workers entitlements because their rogue
employer, who is based in South Africa, continually
gets pulled before the Industrial Relations Commission,
makes commitments, gets back on the plane and
reneges again. For all of that, all we get from the
opposition benches are statements that the employees
are conducting themselves in a shocking fashion.
At the same time, however, the opposition continues to
try to parade as some authority on the manufacturing
industry, and in particular on the vehicle manufacturing
industry. I just cannot see any substance. I see
one-liners; I see press releases that are just about media
grabs without substance. The opposition demonstrates
time and time again that it does not know about the
industry; it does not understand it; it is not connected to
any of the stakeholders in the industry. The opposition
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has no interest. All it wants is to have its members get
up and attack a particular minister, or to have a look at a
piece of paper, while we get on with the business.
We are about wanting to see the redirection of the car
industry. The green car fund is an excellent initiative,
and an excellent example of what federal and state
governments can do when they work together for the
common good of this country. It is remarkable to see
how hard this government works on investing and
attracting new investment in manufacturing. If you are
not connected to the stakeholders, or have not had a
direct experience in manufacturing in this state, I would
argue that you probably would not know about it.
Clearly I have had that history and that experience, and
I know for a fact that Invest Victoria and Regional
Development Victoria (RDV) work tirelessly in terms
of attracting investment.
Let us be clear about it, it is incredibly difficult. It is
difficult to attract new investment with new companies
for new manufacturing because, as we all know,
companies have the opportunity to choose. They can
choose China over us. They can choose India over us.
In fact there are many places they can choose over
Victoria, Australia. It is really tough, but it is not
impossible, and there are opportunities to seek out that
investment and secure it. RDV and Invest Victoria are
continuously, across government departments, adopting
a whole-of-government approach to the ongoing future
of manufacturing.
As I said, there has been an absolute paucity of
comment or contribution from the opposition benches
in terms of ideas and commitment when it comes to
manufacturing. When Mr Davis was the shadow
minister he put out approximately two press releases —
in July 2007 — again with throwaway lines, and he had
the audacity to offer gratuitous advice to Ford at the
time. Again there was no vision and nothing to offer the
industry; there were just personal attacks.
Mr Dalla-Riva has asked a number of questions without
notice, one of which implied that the new engine plant
at Toyota Altona was a bad idea. He also made two
90-second statements. One was in June 2006, when he
congratulated the then federal minister for industry,
Ian McFarlane, for assisting the car industry to the tune
of $7.2 million. Then as recently as this year he
criticised this government for its decision to grant the
industry $35 million from the green car fund. Clearly
the Liberals need to have a serious think about their
approach to manufacturing. They desperately need to at
least get some consistency, and they need at some point
to get some rigour into their approach to industry
policy.
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There is a good case to say that this house should
condemn the Liberal Party for its total lack of
understanding of and commitment to this key industry
in Victoria that is very important to the Victorian
economy. People have the right to be angry about this
issue. The absolute disregard of this important industry
just does not carry weight in any area. Government and
industry stakeholders do not get very many
opportunities to search for and seek areas of common
ground to redirect the industry. We are at that very
critical point in time in Victoria’s history and in this
country’s history, but that side of the chamber does not
even recognise that fact. This is a golden opportunity to
make sure that we have an ongoing, viable
manufacturing sector.
The opposition gives no indication of understanding
this. It could not even be bothered to put in a
submission to the Bracks review. How poor is that? I
am on the public record as saying that the opposition
knows only one thing about the vehicle industry, and
that is how to find its way to the Hyatt for an industry
dinner. I stand by that, because it is not plugged into the
industry in any way, and its continued behaviour in this
incredibly important area renders it not just irrelevant
but totally irresponsible in the highest degree.
I welcome debate on manufacturing and on the future
of the vehicle manufacturing industry in this state and
in this country, but this motion just attempts to attack a
minister. We are worthy of much more, and I call on
the house to reject this motion.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to rise this morning and
make some comments in support of Mr Dalla-Riva’s
motion on manufacturing. Manufacturing is an
important industry in the south-east. In fact the South
East Melbourne Manufacturers Alliance, which is
based in Dandenong in my electorate and with which I
have been pleased to have an association, as did
Mr Dalla-Riva when he was shadow minister for
manufacturing and export, reports that 43 per cent of all
of Victoria’s manufacturing is based in the south-east.
Manufacturing is a significant employer. More than
40 000 people in the South Eastern Metropolitan
Region are employed in manufacturing. It is the single
largest industry group in the south-east. Over the last
20 years we have seen manufacturing evolve in the
south-east. In the 1980s it was home to very large
manufacturers. Nissan had its plant at Clayton, and
General Motors had its plant at Dandenong, where it
built Commodores. Since then we have seen those
large, very heavy manufacturers move out of the region
to be replaced by a number of smaller, higher tech
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manufacturers. Manufacturing in the south-east,
although it has evolved, continues to be a significant
employer and contributor to the local economy, and it is
deserving of support from this government and this
Parliament.
In the last 30 years we have seen manufacturing evolve
across Australia. In 1975 — going back to the earliest
detailed data from the Australian Bureau of Statistics
(ABS) — manufacturing in Australia accounted for
almost a fifth of the Australian economy, or 17 per cent.
The most recent data, the March 2008 quarter national
accounts data, shows that manufacturing in Australia
now accounts for just a tenth of the national economy,
just 10 per cent. It has gone from a fifth to a tenth over
a 32-year period. The significance of manufacturing in
Australia has declined.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS — I heard Mr Barber’s quiet
interjection about service industries, and he is quite
correct. The growth of service industries and the
financial sector over that period has been enormous.
The significance of manufacturing to the Australian
economy is less than it once was, but for those people
employed in manufacturing and those investing in
manufacturing it is still a significant industry sector.
Although it has declined in relative terms, it is not an
industry that is dying. It has continued to grow over that
period, albeit at a slower rate — about 1.5 per cent per
annum on average over the last 30 years — and is still a
growth industry for Australia. It is important that we
have the right policy settings in Victoria to ensure that
this state gets a fair share of the manufacturing pie in
this country. That is something that has been in decline
over the last eight years.
In 1999, during the period of the change of government,
Victoria accounted for 32 per cent of Australia’s
manufacturing output. Victoria was the largest
manufacturing state in this country. We have now seen
that position lost to New South Wales. In fact Victoria’s
share of manufacturing output in Australia is now down
to 28 per cent. Victoria is no longer the leading
manufacturing state in Australia; the New South Wales
manufacturing industry is now 12 per cent larger than
Victoria’s. There has been a seismic shift in the relative
importance of Victoria as a manufacturing state
compared to New South Wales, and indeed compared
to other states. We have heard from the Treasurer from
time to time about the two-speed economy in Australia,
obviously and primarily based on what is happening in
the resource states. What has happened in
manufacturing over the last eight years cannot be put
down to the two-speed, resource-based economy; it

Wednesday, 20 August 2008

represents a conscious shift by manufacturers in this
country to base themselves elsewhere in Australia in
what is apparently a more attractive environment for
them.
Most worryingly, we have seen in the investment
figures a significant decline in the level of
manufacturing investment in this state. In 1999 Victoria
attracted more than one in three dollars of total capital
expenditure on manufacturing — 34 per cent of all new
capital spending on manufacturing plants came to
Victoria. The most recent ABS data shows that that is
down to under 25 per cent. We have gone from a third
to less than a quarter of all manufacturing investment in
the country coming to Victoria. That has been a
sizeable shift away from Victoria as the preferred
manufacturing destination in this country. That is going
to have repercussions in following years, when we will
see Victoria’s share of manufacturing output decline. If
we cannot attract the capital investment, we will not see
the flow-on benefits in output and employment in
Victoria. It is a worrying trend that has evolved over the
last eight years, and it is something that needs to be
addressed if Victoria is to continue as a significant
manufacturing state in Australia.
That is why this motion is important. It calls on the
Minister for Industry and Trade to release the
manufacturing statement he promised 600 days ago.
This statement, when the minister releases it, cannot be
a statement about picking winners, because history has
shown that governments are bad at picking winners —
and dare I say that Labor governments are particularly
bad at picking winners.
The statement must set the parameters for the
manufacturing sector in this state. We recognise that
significant investments will be made on the
fundamentals in the state, fundamentals such as the cost
of energy and the cost of resources about which
Mr Vogels spoke during his contribution. Fundamental
issues such as the state taxation scheme, the industrial
relations environment and the availability of skills in
this state are all factors that will impact upon the level
of manufacturing investment that Victoria attracts and
consequently the level of manufacturing employment
and manufacturing output that Victoria will enjoy in the
coming years. It is important that Victoria gets those
fundamentals right.
We recognise — and Mr Thornley alluded to this
during his contribution to the debate — that Victoria,
and indeed Australia, is not going to be competitive in
manufacturing on price alone. There are enough
high-volume, low-cost economies to our north in the
Asia-Pacific region to mean that Victoria will not be
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able to be competitive in manufacturing on price.
Where Victoria will be competitive is in producing
goods that are innovative, that are different to those
produced elsewhere in the region and elsewhere in the
world and that are better than those produced elsewhere
in the world. To produce better and more innovative
goods we need capital investment in the sector and we
need investment in skills. These are both areas in which
government policy can be used to encourage the
investment in the state that is required to get those
benefits.
It is important that this statement come forward from
the Minister for Industry and Trade. We need to know,
and the manufacturing sector needs to know, what the
government’s policy settings in manufacturing are
going to be, so that we can be assured of those required
investments in skills and those required capital
investments to ensure that this sector prospers in
Victoria.
I call on the minister to release the statement he
promised 600 days ago, and I encourage the house to
support the motion moved by Mr Dalla-Riva this
morning. This is an important motion on an important
issue, and it deserves the support of this chamber.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
In calling Mr Leane might I offer him my very warmest
birthday wishes as well.
Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — Thank you
very much, Acting President. I know that coming from
you, you genuinely mean it. I rise to — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Finn) — Order!
I do hope that is not reflecting on the Chair, Mr Leane. I
would be very careful, birthday or not, if I were you.
Mr LEANE — I understand, Acting President, that
the President did give me a get-out-of-the-shower-free
card today, and I have decided to use it now.
I rise to oppose this motion. I understand
Mr Dalla-Riva’s political ends inasmuch as he believes
it is a good thing to talk down manufacturing in
Victoria and to attack the minister; however I believe
Victoria does a great job competing in what is a global
market. I am sure members of the opposition would
understand that this is a global market and a free
market. I suppose they would also defend the right of
owners and boards of manufacturing companies to
move their capital around the world if they think it is
attractive to take advantage of some of the cheap labour
prices they can access in some parts of the world.
Under the conditions of a very competitive global
market Victoria is clearly holding its own. I do not
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think the minister and this government should be
condemned; rather, they should be commended for the
assistance they have given to manufacturing.
I would like to touch on an important point: that a
by-product of this government’s investment in
infrastructure is the creation of manufacturing jobs.
This government has invested four times the amount
the previous government invested in buildings and
infrastructure. Members of the opposition freak out
about debt-funded investment, and I will get to that
issue later. The do not believe in building anything, but
this government has a great track record in actually
building things such as schools and road projects such
as EastLink. We are also investing in rebuilding the
Royal Children’s Hospital and in building a
desalination plant, and people will want to work on
those projects.
I am trying to think of what the previous government
achieved in building infrastructure. I know it built a
shed in Spencer Street that gets used quite a bit, but it
fades into insignificance when compared to the
achievements of this government. Investing in building
projects and roads creates work and leads to
manufacturing jobs.
To understand that we only have to think of the
manufacturing companies involved in these
undertakings, such as BlueScope Steel, which
manufactures steel products for those projects, and
Olex Cables, which manufactures the electrical cables.
A. G. Coombs manufactures air-conditioning ducting
for these projects, and Ramset produces the fixings.
Imagine manufacturing levels if what is being invested
in those projects was only a quarter of what it is. The
opportunities for people to work in those manufacturing
jobs would be greatly diminished.
Opposition members come in here time and again and
talk about debt and government spending even though
those debt levels are lower than when they were in
government — which goes to show how they harp on
about it. Opposition members freak out about
debt-funded investment, but that investment provides
returns to the state by creating work.
Besides maintaining the state’s AAA credit rating, this
government has built infrastructure. This investment
also assists manufacturers in being able to move their
products. A perfect example of this in my electorate is
the EastLink project: manufacturers are being attracted
to the EastLink corridor, and local councils such as
Maroondah and Knox are quite excited about the
possibility and the reality of that happening.
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My final point is that the Victorian public needs to
understand that the election of a Liberal government
will mean the loss of many manufacturing jobs.
Mrs Peulich — Oh, yeah.
Mr LEANE — It will. It will mean the loss of a lot
of construction jobs. It has been proven. We have built
four times the amount of infrastructure and invested
four times more than the previous government. When
they are in government, members of the opposition do
not build things because they do not believe in it. They
believe in sitting on a big pile of taxpayers money, not
using it. The government opposes this motion. It is a
nothing motion, and we urge members to vote against
it.
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — It is quite
astounding to hear Mr Leane talk about some reverse
born-to-rule mentality — that is, that only the Labor
Party could possibly be worthy of running the
manufacturing industry in this state. How are members
of the Labor Party able to cope with having so much
wisdom on one side of the chamber? It must be a truly
monumental task for such a wide-ranging group of
individuals.
I find it insulting that the government can claim that if
the people of Victoria dared to elect a coalition
government they could kiss goodbye the manufacturing
industry. What an absolute joke! This government is
blessed with record levels of inflows to its revenue
streams and has introduced a record number of taxes.
With the amount of revenue gained from taxing the
people of Victoria and the sheer quantity of state taxes,
this government — through its Treasurer, who is in the
chamber — has been able to wrangle enormous
amounts of taxpayers money from the people of
Victoria.
But this government will always be selective. This
motion is simply about accountability. What
Mr Dalla-Riva has brought forward today is simply
calling on the minister in charge of the manufacturing
industry to do what he said he was going to do. We
have again the frustration of being in opposition with a
government that says all the right things, but does only
a fraction of what it says it is going to do. This is clearly
an example of where the minister in charge of the entire
manufacturing industry has simply said, ‘We are going
to develop a strategy; we are going to develop a
statement that will take this industry forward’.
While we sit back and watch the industry shake from
crisis to crisis, we are looking around for some
leadership from a minister who was supposed to have
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brought out a strategy some 600 days ago. Earlier this
year the minister reinforced the fact that the strategy
was on its way. Now Mr Thornley has taken his place
in this chamber and told us, ‘No, no, no. Back in 2006
we decided to wait, because we could smell some sort
of change of federal government in the wind; and we
wanted to wait and see what took place at the end of
2007, just in case there was a change’. He said they did
nothing throughout 2006 and the entire 2007 year
because they decided to wait just in case Mr Rudd was
able to defeat Mr Howard. That took place eight or nine
months ago and we still have not seen anything.
That statement was reinforced by Minister
Theophanous when he said we would get this statement
directly or shortly. But again we still have not seen
anything at all in relation to a manufacturing statement,
which is what this motion is all about.
In relation to job losses, Bendigo and the Bendigo
region have been built around manufacturing.
Manufacturing employment is in fact the mainstay for
the Bendigo economy. Historically it has been the
strongest industry and the strongest employment sector
within the Bendigo region. Over the last 10 years —
and the last nine years under this Labor government —
the numbers have in effect remained static. Whilst
many of the other industries have taken off, the
manufacturing industry in the Bendigo region has
remained static. We have lost well over a thousand jobs
in the main manufacturing industries. Bendigo Mining
has lost jobs; we are hoping it will come back online.
Empire Rubber, which is strongly linked to the motor
vehicle industry, has lost jobs. Australian Defence
Industries has lost jobs. And on it goes.
We understand job losses are in many ways
unavoidable. That is fine: if the government is going to
put its hand up when the jobs are shut down and say, ‘It
is terrible, but in many respects it is unavoidable’, that
is fine. But how can the government then suddenly be
so keen to claim any of the new jobs that are created
through market forces as well? The government is
either in this or it is out of it. It cannot just keep going
on with this selective process, where it puts up its arm
every time there are job gains in the sector, and then it
hides and puts its head down a hollow log every time
there are job losses. What we are simply looking for is
accountability throughout the sector. The government is
either responsible or it is not responsible; it cannot pick
and choose. It cannot be selective as to the claims and
the credit that it takes; it cannot suddenly abscond from
any responsibility when things go against it.
When we look back at the history of the manufacturing
industry in the regions surrounding Bendigo, we will
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see the competitive advantage that once was held by
regional Victoria. The regions used to be protected
from the high electricity and power prices that they are
now facing. A recent report from the City of Greater
Bendigo, prepared in conjunction with an independent
panel that brought on board a strong raft of audit
processes, came up with the fact that heavy electricity
users — that is, those in the manufacturing industry in
regional Victoria — are paying 40 per cent more for
their electricity than similar industries in Melbourne.
This government is presiding over the loss of the
electricity tariff rebate. It has lost that; it has let that go.
The government is happy to have regional
manufacturing businesses try to compete while paying
40 per cent more for electricity compared with
industries in Melbourne.
This government will preside over the doubling of our
water bills. Again, water is a crucial ingredient for
manufacturing processes in regional Victoria, and this
government is going to sit by while our water costs are
doubled. This government will be presiding over the
doubling of the port of Melbourne costs. We now have
one of the most expensive deep-water ports in
Australia.
This motion needs to be supported. The minister needs
to hear the message loud and clear: that this is about
accountability. If the minister says he is going to do
something he should have the work ethic and he should
have the decency to follow it through and do what he
says he will do — and that comment applies to the
entire government. We on this side of the Parliament
are sick and tired of reading press releases about what
the government says it is going to do and waiting and
waiting, only to find that seldom are those promises
ever followed through.
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because the future supply of water to all regions is a
matter of particular interest to all Victorians. No doubt
as a government we have been adamant about the need
for a water grid to connect all of Victoria to ensure that
we have a secure water supply going into the future.
One of the critical components of that has always been
the desalination plant.
I am pleased that we have given an undertaking and are
following through on that undertaking to make sure the
community is able to have its say in relation to this
project, hence recent announcements around the
desalination plant. I encourage members of the
community to continue to have input, have their say
and make their representations on all matters that might
concern them in relation to this project.
Supplementary question
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his answer, but given that the panel will not
be allowed to examine the government’s choice of
location, how will it fairly examine evidence that
suggests the desalination plant site at Williamsons
Beach will be subject to regular flooding and
inundation?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
No doubt whilst there are always terms of reference for
a panel to consider matters in relation to an
environment effects statement (EES), and
comprehensive issues are also covered in an EES
process, there is always the capacity for that panel to
explore other areas in relation to that project. I would
expect that issues will no doubt arise from either
presentations or representations from the community or
matters that may or may not interest the panel itself.

Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My
question is for the Minister for Planning. Why has the
choice of location for the desalination plant been
excluded from the scope of the environment effects
statement announced today and the deliberations of the
planning panel; and does this not just prove that the
Brumby government’s whole approach on desalination
is a sham?

It is interesting that we have an opposition here that is
adamant that you cannot nominate a site and not follow
through on it, because in my hands I have a document
that outlines a Liberal government plan for Victoria’s
first major water desalination plant. What does that
policy statement suggest? It says it would locate that
plant at Hastings or Werribee. In a similar way to the
government, the opposition has nominated specific sites
in its policy commitment. It has also said that the
environment impact panel would be instructed to
consider these sites. Again we see an absolute
contradiction from the opposition on these matters.
That is what it says in its policy document — and it is
one of the few times it has actually made a policy
statement.

Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome Mr O’Donohue’s interest in this matter

When we make a statement which is similar but not the
same as the opposition’s policy statement, then they

Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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want to criticise it. I find it absolutely remarkable that
on the one hand they are saying, ‘Get this stuff done as
quickly as possible’, but on the other hand they are
saying, ‘We have had second thoughts; don’t do it
because it doesn’t quite suit things’. Opposition
members play favourites and find they are straddling
both sides of the fence.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President,
much of the minister’s response has been an attack on
the opposition. We know that under standing orders that
is unparliamentary. You, President, have advised
Council ministers of that in the past, and I call on you to
enforce your rulings.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — On the point of order,
President, I make it perfectly clear that I was not
attacking the opposition.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I thank the minister
for his attempt to assist me. I am of the view that, while
the minister may be straying from the question, he is
still in order. I do not think the minister’s suggested
attack on the opposition is actually overt. I am not
prepared to accept the point of order raised by
Mrs Peulich at this time.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — I have finished answering
the question.

Water: desalination plant
Mr SCHEFFER (Eastern Victoria) — My question
is also for the Minister for Planning. Can the minister
update the house on the process for assessing the
potential environmental impacts of the desalination
project near Wonthaggi?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome Mr Scheffer’s interest in these matters,
because he has been a strong advocate, to me in
particular, on many of those planning issues which go
right across his neck of woods.
I know many people in this chamber would display an
interest, or certainly we would expect them to have an
interest, in this desalination project. They should be
interested in the benefits of the project as well as the
potential impacts of the project, particularly in relation
to either the environment, the nearby communities or
the amenity of the areas which come under the
influence of the desalination plant.
The environment effects statement (EES) process
provides a means to explore ways — I want to give
some clarity to the house here — to avoid, minimise
and manage adverse effects. It also includes public
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involvement and the opportunity for an integrated
response to a proposal. To date we have had some
significant community input into the environment
effects process. Earlier this year I placed on public
exhibition the draft scoping requirements on which a
number of submissions were made, so we have already
had input from the public on the environment effects
statement. Following these submissions, I issued the
final scoping requirements for the environment effects
statement in May.
I am pleased to announce that from this afternoon there
will be a further opportunity for Victorians to have their
say with the environment effects statement documents
going on public exhibition. The documents can be
downloaded from a government website,
www.ourwater.vic.gov.au. These EES documents are
also available for purchase, if people want hard copies,
from the Department of Sustainability and
Environment. They can also be viewed free of change
at over 18 locations, including central Melbourne and
Pakenham and Wonthaggi areas as well. They will be
on exhibition until 30 September 2008. I would
encourage anybody with an interest, in the project
generally or with other specific interests, to view the
documents and also have their say.
I would also encourage opposition members to look at
the documents and, if they feel strongly about them, to
make a submission, because we know from time to
time when there have been big projects, opposition
members have failed to make any submission about
their position on these sorts of projects. I would be
interested to know, as I am sure the panel would be,
where the opposition stands on these projects of state
significance.
I must make it clear that it is important that before you
make a submission you need to also understand the
environment effects statement process. I would
encourage opposition members to make sure they
understand the process and how it takes place. Two
recent media releases issued by the Liberal-Nationals
coalition indicate that Mr Guy and the member for
Gippsland South in the other place, Mr Ryan, are
ignorant to the fact that the scope of the potential
impacts examined by the environment effects statement
is wide ranging. I make that point to Mr O’Donohue as
well. If they had read the scoping requirements, they
would know that the environment effects statement
process requires an assessment of the risk that climate
change poses to the project to be made, including those
low-lying areas. But we know that when it comes to
looking for documents and understanding the process,
there are parties in this chamber that are lazy. It is
important that members have a thorough understanding.
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I would also encourage those parties to make sure their
media releases reflect an understanding and that they
read the scoping requirements before they make public
comment.
I would also expect that opposition members will make
representations to the panel, because if they have a
position on these things, they need to make them
absolutely clear. There is one thing we know: the
position of opposition members on these things is as
clear as mud.
We are getting on with delivering, and we are getting
on with doing the job. We are also giving opposition
members a thorough opportunity to have their say. We
are going through a robust process that gives the
community the opportunity to have its say about the
impacts and to ensure that those impacts are rigorously
assessed and no doubt addressed. Again, I urge
members opposite to encourage the community to have
a say, but when they do that they need to make sure
they understand what it is they are having a say about.

Victorian Environment Assessment Council:
river red gum forests report
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is for the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change. Research produced by the minister’s
department into the growth rates of river red gums, and
as exposed in the Victorian Environment Assessment
Council’s discussion documents, indicated a dramatic
fall in the mean annual increment of red gum wood
production due to the lack of water. Can the minister
tell us whether he has received any updated information
from his department post that original data being
published on this matter?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I thank Mr Barber for his question
and the desire expressed by him and his colleague in a
question to me yesterday to try and get a real-time
appraisal of any advice that may be coming to me on
environmental matters. I am very comfortable with
sharing relevant information with members of this
chamber, other members of the Parliament and
members of the community in making sure people are
well apprised of environmental conditions and the
conditions of the environment generally, and this
certainly applies to river red gums. I note that
Mr Barber is interested in the assessments made and
included in the very important work that the Victorian
Environmental Assessment Council (VEAC) has
provided the people of Victoria to reflect on the health
of the river red gum forest communities right along the
Victorian river system in northern Victoria. It is an
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important piece of work that we will be examining very
closely in bringing forward a government response later
in the year.
The information that the member refers to is indicative
of the stresses those forest and flora communities are
under in terms of their ongoing viability at a time of
climate change and the degree of environmental flows
that are required to maintain their wellbeing into the
future. The member is quite right to indicate in his
question that the indicative information that VEAC
relied upon indicates that the growth rates have
understandably slowed during the drought conditions
and climate change scenarios in terms of their ongoing
viability due to lack of water. All of that I can confirm.
All those are very relevant and contemporary issues
that we should be mindful of and consider in the
important deliberations of government in the next few
months to make sure we account for the appropriate
conservation management regime for those river red
gum communities in the years to come.
On the member’s request for supplementary
information that may be available to me in terms of
whether I have either further affirmation of a piece of
research which supports that or runs counter to it, I
want him to know that I am not in possession of any
additional information beyond the material that is being
considered by VEAC. That does not mean we are not
particularly interested in real-time validation of that
evidence and further material that may be available to
me. I would have an expectation that the department
will apprise me of any relevant information that will
supplement that which is available through VEAC. I
will not be at all resistant to sharing with any relevant
part of the community what that evidence may say if
and when it comes to me. At this point of time I am not
sitting on a repository of knowledge beyond the
material to which he has referred in his question.
Supplementary question
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — That is
one PPQ (possible parliamentary question) the
government did not see coming. In relation to current
events, why is it that the Mid Murray Forest
Management Area — Proposed Wood Utilisation Plan
2008/09 shows an increase in the volume of timber to
be taken, given that the minister has just confirmed a
decline in the mean annual increment beyond what may
have been a sustainable volume to be taken?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I do not think the proposition
about whether I did or did not see a PPQ (possible
parliamentary question) coming is quite a relevant
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aspect of the question. I do not think it is a valid
assumption from the nature of my answer. I certainly
do not think there is a silver bullet in the nature of the
supplementary question either. As any well-informed
person, whether pro-logging or anti-logging, knows
well and truly, the wood utilisation plans and the
contractual obligations in terms of licence arrangements
do have a shelf life and a life in their own right. In
terms of the continual assessments about the sustainable
yield that may be available in the long term to the
timber industry, they will always need to be based on
sustainable yields in terms of adjusting the volumes up
or down in a proactive way into the future.
There is not a silver bullet in the supplementary
question. I am quite comfortable with the sequencing of
decision making in relation to those timber allocations
at this point in time. I will be particularly mindful of the
way these issues will be dealt with in supporting
sustainable activities in these forest communities going
forward.

Newman College: funding
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Planning. The Brumby
Labor government recognises the rich and diverse
heritage of our state and appreciates the places and
objects that contribute to our sense of place and cultural
identity. I ask the minister to advise the house of any
recent funding assistance directed towards the
restoration and preservation of some of our most iconic
and significant heritage places.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome Ms Mikakos’s interest in these matters. I
know as Parliamentary Secretary for Planning she is
particularly interested in all matters of urban affairs but
has a specific interest in heritage matters, and because
this matter is also related to matters in her own
electorate I know she is interested in the answer in a
number of ways. I am delighted to announce good news
for Newman College — —
Mr Finn — Is this a ministerial announcement? I
thought this was question time.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — Mr Finn, for those of us
who know anything about architecture, and I assume
that you do, you would be particularly interested in
these matters in relation to Newman College.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I cannot help but note
the interjections querying whether this is a ministerial
statement by the minister. For the information of
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Mr Finn and other members, if the minister chooses to
make some announcement during question time, he
may, but that does not prevent members from debating
it at some other time. There is no problem.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — I thank Mr Finn for his
interjection. I know that now we are being webcast he
likes to give amplification to his dulcet tones.
Newman College is an iconic building in every sense of
the word. For those who know anything about heritage
buildings or heritage places, Newman College,
associated with Melbourne University, is one of those
magnificent buildings. It was founded by the Roman
Catholic Church as a residential college for tertiary
students at Melbourne University as far back as 1918.
The college is an outstanding example of the work of
internationally renowned architect Walter Burley
Griffin, who designed the dining hall and the Carr and
Mannix wings — which I understand were built
between 1916 and 1918. As well as being included on
the Victorian Heritage Register, Newman College is
also on the National Heritage List and is recognised as
one of the world’s most significant 20th-century
buildings.
I am delighted to announce that the famous stone
facades will be restored thanks to a $2.5 million grant
from the Brumby Labor government to manage
heritage issues on the site, because, as we know, some
sandstone buildings do not always last or are not as
durable as they were when they were first built. We
have seen the sandstone deteriorate significantly
because of its location and also because of the type of
sandstone used. These stone facades will be restored
not only because they are the most distinctive features
of the building but also because water penetration over
the past 100 years has really taken its toll.
The stone repairs and conservation works to be
undertaken are expected to cost of the order of about
$1 million because they are quite extensive. The college
should be complimented on the outstanding job it has
done in securing funding for this project — from this
government as well as from the commonwealth
Department of Environment, Water, Heritage and the
Arts and from the Ian Potter Foundation. I understand
the archdiocese of Melbourne has also contributed
$1 million.
This investment complements other investments we
have made in similar buildings of great significance.
We have made invaluable grants to support the
restoration of St Patrick’s and St Paul’s cathedrals. We
have also seen money invested in the former Kew
courthouse. I know there are members in the chamber
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who have called for funding to do that for some time,
and we have made that investment. It would be nice to
get a compliment for those sorts of investments from
time to time.

Brimbank City Council, they should direct them to the
responsible minister.

As well as the projects I have mentioned, the
Castlemaine jail and Melbourne’s Trades Hall have
also received funding to ensure — —

Hon. J. M. MADDEN — If Mr Finn would take the
time to listen to my answer, he would learn that the
minister responsible for local government is the
Minister for Local Government, and there are
mechanisms by which a person who has a problem, an
issue or a concern can express it to the Minister for
Local Government or the relevant department.

Mr Finn interjected.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — I take up Mr Finn’s
interjection. We would not want to see political views
influence our heritage. Regardless of political views,
we need to make sure that we respect, maintain and
restore our heritage.
I congratulate Newman College for the work it has
done. We look forward to seeing the restoration of what
is a spectacular building in all senses of the word, so
that it can continue to contribute to the greater Victorian
community. There might be members in the chamber
who question the funding of $2.5 million for a central
Melbourne building — and I look towards The
Nationals as I say this — but, as the chaplain at
Newman College explained to me, the vast majority of
students who attend the college are from rural and
regional Victoria. Not only that, there is also a
significant component of students who are from
southern New South Wales. They might be a bit closer
to Melbourne than Sydney in terms of attending
university.
Whilst this is a significant investment in a heritage
building located in the heart of Melbourne, it is also a
significant investment in continuing the education of
students from right across Victoria, including regional
Victoria — because these students make up the vast
majority of those who attend Newman College.

Brimbank: councillors
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — My question
without notice is directed to the Minister for Planning. I
refer the minister to his answer to my question of
31 July regarding his department’s inquiry into an array
of allegations against the Sydenham community centre,
and I ask: does the minister stand by his answer in this
house on that occasion?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
am not sure what Mr Finn is alluding to in his question.
No doubt he will make that much clearer in his
supplementary question. I made the point in this
chamber that if anybody had particular concerns about
the operation of the council or any allegations about

Mr Finn interjected.

I also mentioned on that occasion that, if people had
concerns, they should express those concerns to the
Ombudsman. I understand those concerns have been
expressed to the Ombudsman through Jeanette Powell,
the member for Shepparton in the Assembly. I
understand Mrs Powell wrote to the Ombudsman, and I
understand the Ombudsman is undertaking an
investigation. That is public knowledge. I stand by
those comments, and I look forward to seeing these
matters at Brimbank resolved and the council operating
in the way we all expect councils to operate — and that
is in a civil manner so that they do justice to their
communities. I also look forward to seeing the results
of any report that may come from either the Minister
for Local Government or the Ombudsman.
Supplementary question
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — Given that
Dr Peter Hertan, an internal review officer with the
Department of Planning and Community Development,
has now confirmed in writing that the minister’s
department did in fact commission an inquiry into the
Sydenham community centre, will the minister now
inform the house of the details of the outcome of that
inquiry and, perhaps more importantly, admit that he
misled the house on 31 July this year when he tried to
handball responsibility for this inquiry to the Minister
for Local Government?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
do not think — —
Mr Finn — You do not think, that is the problem.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — I know Mr Finn enjoys
his own dulcet tones more than most of us, and I am
happy for him to be webcast to the world, but I hope he
does not lower the ratings that are potentially there for
us to acquire. Mr Finn does not understand the role of a
minister who coordinates a department. I do not have
responsibility for each and every portfolio within the
department.
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Mr Finn interjected.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — It is obvious, Mr Finn,
that you have no intention of listening to my answer
because you like your voice better than anybody else’s.
I offer up to you some advice — —
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Mr Finn — On a point of order, President, I seek
your clarification. Given that I have had to withdraw
the reference to which the minister has taken offence,
has that made the supplementary question that I asked
out of order?
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Finn — —

The PRESIDENT — Order! Whilst I suppose this
is some form of debate, the fact is that this is question
time and members who ask questions are entitled to
have a relevant answer. I do not want to have a slanging
match across the chamber, and Mr Finn and the
minister should take note of that.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — I explain again to
Mr Finn that a coordinating minister might coordinate
issues across the specific department, but I do not as
planning minister have responsibility for each and
every portfolio within that — —
Mr Finn interjected.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — I will say it again,
Mr Finn, if you want to listen: I do not have
responsibility for each and every portfolio within that
department. I will tell you who does. Each one of those
ministers has the relevant authority.
The opposition continues to display its ignorance of all
matters of administration within government. I make
this point: if Mr Finn still has a concern about the
operation of any council, he should voice that concern
to the Minister for Local Government. He should ask
those questions through the appropriate mechanism.
Mr Finn interjected.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — On a point of order,
President, I take offence at the member’s comment. I
ask you to ask him to withdraw or to substantiate his
remarks.
The PRESIDENT — Order! In response to the
point of order raised by the minister, it is not
appropriate to accuse someone in the house of
deliberately misleading the house except by way of
substantive motion. The fact that Mr Finn asked the
question, ‘Are you misleading the house?’ means it is at
the margins. I take note of the fact that the minister has
taken offence, and I therefore ask Mr Finn to withdraw.
Mr Finn — I am happy to withdraw, President, but I
ask — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! There is no right to
debate. Mr Finn has withdrawn; I am happy with that.

Mr Finn interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Finn raised a point
of order, so he should allow me the opportunity to
respond. The fact is that he is entitled to a
supplementary question, and he has asked that. The
point of order raised by the minister and already dealt
with related to the comment that Mr Finn threw across
the chamber.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — As I said in my previous
answers, I say to Mr Finn — and I hope he takes it on
board — that if he has an issue in relation to these
matters, if he really believes in the accusations he is
making in relation to all these figures, then, rather than
mud-slinging, he should reflect that belief by writing to
the Minister for Local Government and asking him to
conduct the investigations that are within his powers. If
Mr Finn feels strongly about these matters, he should
take them to the Minister for Local Government —
there are appropriate mechanisms — rather than
mud-slinging across the chamber. I encourage him to
go through the proper mechanisms, do the work, put
pen to paper and make those comments to the Minister
for Local Government so they can be followed up.

Environment: resource recovery
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — My question is
to the Minister for Environment and Climate Change.
Can the minister inform the house of the Brumby Labor
government’s investment to help take the next step in
resource recovery and drive greater productivity and
sustainability?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I thank Mr Tee for his question
and for the opportunity to talk about a very important
initiative that was announced as part of the innovation
statement last week.
Our innovation statement is designed to ensure that we
create a healthy, productive and sustainable economic
climate for the state of Victoria and that we concentrate
very determinedly on making sure that some of the
great sustainability challenges that we confront as a
community are addressed through innovation.
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One element of the innovation statement that is
designed to do just that is the Victorian Advanced
Resource Recovery Initiative. It was provided with
$10 million in support to in effect establish the
pre-business case, the business viability, the
preplanning process, the community engagement, the
technical appraisal of what advanced waste
technologies may bring to the resource recovery sector.
Why is that important? At the moment about 10 million
tonnes of waste is generated by the Victorian
community each and every year. Somewhere in the
order of nearly 70 per cent of that waste material is
recycled or reused. However, we are very determined
as a government to try to reduce the degree of waste
that ends up in landfill and is not put to productive
purposes. We will try to drive greater resource recovery
efficiency right across our economy and within the
community. We are very determined to achieve that.
Ours is a government that recognises the value of
setting targets, and we have set very ambitious targets
to reduce the waste going into landfill and to reduce the
amount of waste material that is not recycled. We have
been very ambitious in those targets. We have said that
by 2013 it is our intention to reduce by 65 per cent the
amount going into landfill through the municipal waste
stream. We want to reduce the amount of construction
and demolition waste by 80 per cent, and that from
commercial and industrial sources by 80 per cent. We
are well on track to achieving many of those targets.
However, in the field of municipal waste we are
tracking slightly below the target we set.
Opposition members are clearly demonstrating yet
again that they have absolutely no interest in
sustainability. The contempt shown for the gravity of
this issue, their negligent approach, their deserting of
the field and their ignorant behaviour at this point in
time is indicative of their lack of commitment to
sustainability.
However, the Victorian government and the Victorian
community are determined to deliver on resource
recovery. In terms of the municipal waste stream and
the organic and food waste element of that stream, we
are looking to support greater investment in advanced
waste technologies and forms of recycling and reuse of
this material to generate real and positive
environmental outcomes. When you consider that green
waste going into landfill produces methane which is
21 times the potency of carbon dioxide in terms of
going into the atmosphere, this is a big issue. Our
potential involvement in a carbon emissions trading
scheme and ways in which we can generate a price on
carbon and drive technology is the way of the future.
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We are determined to deliver significant investment to
Victoria because advanced waste technology facilities
require somewhere in the order of $70 million to
$100 million worth of private sector investment. There
will be significant issues in getting planning and
community approval and in making sure that they are
economically viable in the name of producing products
that add to greater resource efficiency. We are
determined to drive that investment and innovation.
The $10 million commitment in our innovation
statement is designed to achieve that in collaboration
with the private sector and potential investors, with
local governments and local communities across
Victoria, to achieve greater efficiencies in resource
recovery in the years to come.

Public sector: investments
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Treasurer. I refer the Treasurer to his
statement on 22 November 2007 that the Victorian
Funds Management Corporation ‘has seen growth in
our investments of more than 15 per cent per annum
over the last five years’, and to his statement on
11 March 2008 that the VFMC had seen investment
growth of ‘just over 13 per cent per annum’ over the
past five years.
In what appears a natural progression under his
management of Victoria’s finances, the Treasurer
further admitted yesterday in this place that the ‘annual
gross profit of benefit’ for the VFMC over the last five
years has been 10.5 per cent. By the Treasurer’s own
admission the five-year growth in VFMC’s investments
has plummeted by a third in nine months. I therefore
ask: the Treasurer obviously knows, so could he please
tell the public how much the value of VFMC’s
investments has fallen since November last year?
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — What I can tell the
house is that in the year to 30 June the Australian
equities portfolio of the VFMC (Victorian Funds
Management Corporation) dropped by 17 per cent. In
that same 12 months Mr David Davis’s portfolio
dropped by 27 per cent. I can tell the house that in that
same 12-month period the portfolio of his leader in the
Assembly, Mr Baillieu, dropped by 23 per cent, and
that of the shadow Treasurer and member for Scoresby
in the Assembly, Mr Wells, dropped by 21 per cent.
Mr Rich-Phillip’s portfolio dropped by 51.4 per cent in
the same 12-month period.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President,
further to your earlier rulings and advice to ministers,
the Treasurer is in this instance using his response first
and foremost as an attack on the opposition by citing a
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series of ratings and so forth. It has nothing to do with
the question that was asked. I ask that you, President,
call him to order.
The PRESIDENT — Order! This is question time
and it can from time to time get robust. Our guidelines
exclude personal attacks or attacks on other parties,
their policies et cetera, and overtly criticising. I do not
think the Leader of the Government has got to the
extent where he is overtly criticising or attacking the
opposition, and I note he has just started his answer to
the question. I am happy to rule out the point of order
and to allow the Treasurer to continue.
Mr LENDERS — The issue I am highlighting — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am hearing the start
of what I think could be quite an ugly session before the
lunch break. I hear references to members being low
politicians or low members of the chamber. I warn
members of the chamber to be careful as they will be
going to an early lunch if it continues.
Mr LENDERS — I have used four examples of
equities portfolios over that 12-month period, but if we
look at where Australian superannuation funds as a
group have gone over that 12-month period, we see
they are down 10.1 per cent. If we look at where the
ASX 200 has gone in that period, it is down 18.1 per
cent. If we look at where United States shares have
gone in that period — the Standard and Poor’s 500
index — they have gone down 14.9 per cent. What I am
highlighting for Mr Davis and the house is that to my
knowledge there has been no significant investor in this
state, on this planet, and dare I say in the inner solar
system which has come out of the equities markets in
the last 12 months with anything other than returns that
are negative.
To go to Mr David Davis’s main point, these markets
do move around. Where the VFMC ought be judged or
ought be benchmarked is on what it has done over a
period of time compared to its competitors and
compared to the market as a whole. What I am saying
to Mr David Davis is I stand by my earlier answers. If
we talk about where VFMC has gone over a three-year
average, it is a net return of 7.6 per cent. Over a
five-year average VFMC has a net return of 10.5 per
cent. I do not have the figures in front of me but my
recollection is that if we had over that same five-year
period invested the VFMC’s money in a bank, like
bonds, interest-bearing deposits or cash or notes, we
would be $6 billion worse off in the state of Victoria by
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putting the money in a bank instead of going through
the VFMC model.
We will always look to whether this is the best practice.
We will always look to whether it is the best investment
model. We will always look to making the VFMC a
centre of excellence, and we will benchmark it against
other funds. I know Mr David Davis is making a
political point out of this, but if we ask him to look to
bodies like the Future Fund, which was set up by the
former federal government — not by his ally but his
factional opponent Mr Costello; his party colleague —
and if he wants to start comparing the VFMC with
some of those bodies, I think he will find that it is
travelling well.
That does not take away from the need for all of us to
be aware, whether it be with our own investments —
and I assume those four MPs all had an equal weighting
from what is in the parliamentary register — or whether
it be with the public investment, that equities have gone
south during the last year. There is no issue about that. I
find it extraordinary that the competence of the VFMC
is being challenged as if what is happening there is out
of the ordinary, when the leading lights of the
opposition have actually performed worse.
Supplementary question
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I will put
it another way for the Treasurer: how much worse off
are Victorian taxpayers today under the VFMC’s
investment model compared to last November?
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I am just delighted
that the four people I named are not on the board of the
VFMC, let me assure you of that! I would be more
worried if they were.
Where we stand at the moment is that we have
prudential guidelines for Victorian investors. We have
set up a centre of excellence.
Mr D. Davis — They are under review.
Mr LENDERS — Mr David Davis says, ‘They are
under review’.
Mr D. Davis — And they are!
Mr LENDERS — I am gobsmacked that Mr Davis
thinks that that is an intellectual statement. Any
government worth its salt will periodically review every
single model it has. That is something that Peter
Costello did — heaven forbid — when he was the
federal Treasurer; it is something that Alan Stockdale
did when he was the state Treasurer in Victoria. Any
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minister, any Treasurer, worth their salt will
periodically review whether the models they operate are
appropriate or not.
I say to Mr David Davis that we, through the VFMC —
the Victorian Funds Management Corporation — are
managing funds for the long term, whether it be for the
Transport Accident Commission, the Victorian
WorkCover Authority, the superannuation funds or
numerous other government bodies. It is a model, a
centre of excellence, that we have put up in Melbourne,
in Victoria, to highlight. It is one that compares
favourably with the benchmarks I have raised here
today; it is having a good return in the longer term for
the people of Victoria. If Mr David Davis wants to
judge it on the benchmark of what the alternative is —
and certainly him managing it is not the alternative —
and if the alternative is to put it in the bank, then the
Victorian community would be, if my recollection of
the figure is right over the period of time, $6 billion
worse off.
Mr David Davis sits here and criticises, he sits here and
acts as a commentator. Thank goodness his hands are
not on the levers; thank goodness the people of Victoria
do not have to put up with him trying to manage these
matters.

Film industry: government initiatives
Mr THORNLEY (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Innovation. Could the
minister please update the house on any recent statistics
that have become available to indicate the strength of
Victoria’s film and television industry, and could the
minister also outline any developments which seek to
support and grow this important sector into the future?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Innovation) — I
thank Mr Thornley for the opportunity to talk about the
fantastic film, digital media and television industry that
we have in Victoria, to report to the house some
successes that were demonstrated by recent statistical
analyses provided to us for the full year 2006–07 and to
map out some of the programs and challenges that the
industry confronts and the way in which we will deal
with them in providing the appropriate degree of
government support.
In the first instance the great news of 2006–07 is that
something of the order of $262 million worth of
economic activity was generated by film, television and
digital media production activity in Victoria — it is
quite extraordinary — and that is an 80 per cent
increase on the year before. When you drill down and
have a look at the number of productions that took
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place, you see that 58 full-scale productions took place
during the course of that year. If you look at the
involvement of Film Victoria in those 58 productions,
you find that 43 of them were supported in a very
tangible way either financially or through the
facilitative role that Film Victoria plays. It is quite
extraordinary when you think that out of the
$5.8 million investment the Victorian government puts
into Film Victoria it leveraged something of the order
of $205 million worth of productive output from our
film, television and digital media industry. That is quite
extraordinary leverage in relation to the ability to
provide support and to the important role Film Victoria
plays in driving the industry.
It is not the only dimension of state support. Indeed
members of this chamber would be aware that through
the auspices of various programs we provide support to
the Melbourne International Film Festival. We do so
through the MIFF Premiere Fund, which is associated
with that festival, and through the program known as
37 South: Bridging the Gap we try to create
opportunities for new and emerging filmmakers to
produce and achieve distribution and a market for their
works. One of the hallmarks of the success of the
recently concluded Melbourne International Film
Festival was the fact that it acted as a great marketplace
and a great showcase for emerging talent in the
Victorian film industry by enabling people to make
connections with distributors from around the world.
To coincide with the conclusion of the Melbourne
International Film Festival the state government
released a report that was commissioned to review the
effectiveness of the screen industry and make
recommendations on how we deal with a very
competitive global market and the economic pressures
on all industries, including the film industry, going
forward. We are very grateful that the Nous Group
undertook this important piece of work to make sure
that we as a government, we as a community and we as
a film industry can be well informed about the relevant
challenges and the way in which we rise to meet those
challenges.
The group provided the report to the government to
coincide with the festival. That review is currently
available for members of the community and people in
the film industry to respond to until the beginning of
September. It is available through the Department of
Innovation, Industry and Regional Development
website. It is available through Film Victoria. We
would encourage all members of the community to be
well informed and to respond to that review, and later,
after the conclusion of community consultation, the
government will be reflecting on our successes, on the
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challenges and on the way in which we have to drive
skill development and investment in the film and screen
industry in the future. We will respond accordingly
with a strategy in the months to come.

recommendations of the Lake Connewarre Restoration
Group, or will he continue to sit on his hands for the
next few years and allow the lake and its valuable
wildlife to deteriorate completely?

Lake Connewarre: environmental management

Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I thank Mr Koch for providing me
with some additional information in relation to some of
the aspects, the timing and the considerations that I
have to be mindful of. My substantive answer has not
changed, and it is not my intention to sit on my hands at
any point in time.

Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — My question is
for the Minister for Environment and Climate Change.
When will the government implement its long-overdue
management proposal to reduce salinity and increase
tidal flows at Lake Connewarre and the fragile
surrounding Ramsar-listed wetlands?

Water: Goulburn Broken catchment
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I thank Mr Koch for drawing my
attention and the attention of the house to the
importance of making sure that we have the appropriate
degree of salinity management regimes in place. That is
one of the hallmarks of our commitment to the
environment and to dealing with the consequences of
salinity. It has been a general feature of a number of
programs, of which I am sure he is acutely aware, and it
continues to be. I could actually string out my answer
for a very long time, but in terms of the specific nature
of Mr Koch’s question, in terms of telling him the
timing of this proposal, I am going to have to take
advice and get back to the member.
Mr Atkinson — On a point of order, President, I
thought I would draw your attention to the fact that
Mr Theophanous has been sleeping for some minutes.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I suppose you could
suggest that what you sow so shall you reap. However,
that would be diminishing the standards I require in the
house. I would say that that is as close to a flippant
point of order as we are going to get. I hope it is the last
one. I remind the house that if either side of the house
wants to continue to engage in that sort of point of order
or whatever, or nitpicking and the like, proceedings will
degenerate to a standard that we certainly do not want
and will not be proud of. I will not allow it.
Mr Atkinson’s point is made, and I hope that is the end
of it.
Supplementary question
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his response and his consideration for Lake
Connewarre because it is in strife. In saying that, a
string of environmental studies funded by the minister’s
department has recommended urgent action to save
dying fish, bird and eel populations that have been
ignored over the last six to eight years. I therefore ask
whether and when the minister will implement the

Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — My question is
to the Minister for Environment and Climate Change.
Has the minister read the recent CSIRO report on water
availability in the Goulburn Broken catchment, which
warns of a 41 per cent to 58 per cent decrease in water
availability should inflow trends over the last 10 years
continue? If these trends continue, will not the pumping
of the environmental reserves to Melbourne further
damage these stressed river systems?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I thank the member for his
question and the opportunity for me to demonstrate the
breadth of my reading. I cannot attest to having read the
whole document, but I am acutely aware of the gravity
of the situation. So whilst not reading the work in total,
I do not dispute the figures that he attributes to the
report. The environmental stresses on south-eastern
Australia, of which the Victorian catchments are an
important part, are demonstrating through CSIRO’s
analysis that in fact our environmental stresses in
relation to the decline in river inflows are as acute as
any part of this nation. I totally accept the proposition
that is within the research that he refers to.
In terms of the ability of our community to address
those issues going forward and to actually achieve the
appropriate balance between trying to make sure that
we can account for environmental flows, their input and
the most effective use of those inflows, their
distribution through infrastructure investments, through
ways in which we can account for environmental
watering, as he well knows, this is something that is of
much interest to the Victorian community. The
Victorian government is spending a large amount of
time and effort in terms of making sure that we do have
a water management regime that addresses these issues
going forward in the face of very low input scenarios
that come through projections such as the ones he is
referring to.
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In terms of the specific question and what is
immediately available, it is pretty obvious that there are
some great challenges in trying to address this. The
infrastructure that is being driven across the Victorian
community at this moment, with significant financial
contributions, and beyond that the engagement of both
the state and the commonwealth government, and the
various relevant water agencies from the
Murray-Darling Basin Commission to all the other
water authorities throughout the state, is in fact the field
in which great effort, great consideration, great
investments and great works have been undertaken.
Ultimately, in terms of our ability to address the
competing needs, the member is acutely aware that this
will be one of the defining features of our age, both in
terms of the government and the community, and also
in terms of our environmental capacity to deliver on
these outcomes. He knows that I cannot that question
today because these are things that we are actually
committed to working through appropriately with the
community, to make sure that those investments are
wise investments and that we can address climate
change scenarios going forward.
Supplementary question
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his answer. It is interesting that the minister
says he cannot answer the question as to how the
pumping of the environmental reserve to Melbourne
will further damage the stressed river systems. Exactly
on that issue I ask the minister why has he not
demanded a full environment effects statement on the
potential disaster that is about to be unleashed on the
Goulburn Broken catchment by pumping these
environmental reserves, or by the north–south pipeline
and the impact that it is going to have on those
catchments?
An honourable member — Good question!
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — It is a good question apart from the
presumption that in fact these issues are resolved in
terms of dealing with the volume of water that will be
available once the infrastructure investments have been
concluded.
Mr Drum — What water?
Mr JENNINGS — This is the point. This is the
reason why in this real time I stick by my substantive
answer, because in this real time I have answered
Mr Drum’s question. We cannot answer the question
that the member is putting to me going forward because
it is dependent upon the amount of inflows that come
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into the river system in the years to come. That is my
answer, and any sensible appraisal would appreciate
that.

RULINGS BY THE CHAIR
Hansard: incorporation of material
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Kavanagh has
made a request for the incorporation of material into
Hansard. In accordance with standing orders,
Mr Kavanagh has consulted with me about this matter,
and it is my view that not all the preconditions listed in
the standing orders have been met, and the image
referred to by Mr Kavanagh in his contribution is, as I
understand it, readily accessible elsewhere. I cannot
therefore consent to his request.
For the benefit of members, the standing orders require
me in considering any request for incorporation of
material into Hansard to be satisfied that the following
preconditions have been met:
(a) the material is strictly relevant to the debate; and
(b) no matter is included which otherwise would be
inadmissible in debate; and
(c) the source of the material is identified; and
(d) the information is not readily accessible elsewhere; and
(e) it is technically feasible to reproduce the material in
Hansard.

As I said, he failed on that one point — that it is already
readily accessible elsewhere.
If I am satisfied that the preconditions have been met, I
am then required to advise the Council accordingly, and
the leave of the Council is still required for the
incorporation of the material. If, however, I am not
satisfied that the preconditions have been met, such as
the case in question, I will advise the Council
accordingly, and the matter will not proceed any
further.
Sitting suspended 12.59 p.m. until 2.04 p.m.

MANUFACTURING: GOVERNMENT
STRATEGY
Debate resumed.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
have pleasure in rising to support the motion brought to
the house by Mr Dalla-Riva:
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That this house —
(1) notes that on 21 December 2006 the Minister for
Industry and Trade promised in an answer to a question
without notice the ‘release and implementation of a
number of manufacturing industry strategies and action
plans, including a Victorian manufacturing strategy’;
(2) notes that despite repeating that promise and setting an
implementation date of January 2007 —

obviously many moons ago —
in the Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional
Development’s Strategic Directions 2005–08 and
Annual Business Plan 2006–07, the minister has to date
failed to deliver the manufacturing strategy which is
now 600 days behind schedule;
(3) condemns the minister for his failure to fulfil his
promises thereby contributing in substantial part to job
losses within the Victorian manufacturing sector; and
(4) calls on the minister to release a manufacturing strategy
complete with measurable targets and objectives by the
end of August 2008.

As members of a house of review it is highly proper
and in order — in fact it is our duty — to bring these
types of motions to the house and to the attention of the
media and all Victorians. If we were not doing that, we
would be failing in our duty.
The counterarguments have been fairly meagre and
flimsy. The predominant argument, which was put by
Mr Thornley and is the linchpin of the defence, is, ‘We
are holding our breath because there has been a change
in the federal government, and we want to see where
we are going under the leadership of Kevin Rudd’. That
is an appalling indictment of the failures of this
government. As has been mentioned on this side of the
chamber, a number of factors underpin strategies that
can assist Victorian business and Victorian
manufacturing. Some of those have been covered fairly
well by Mr Vogels, such as when he talked about the
competitive advantage that Victorian industry has
enjoyed in the past and that has been undermined
significantly by, for example this government’s
decision to allow for increases of up to 17.6 per cent in
electricity charges, which are very important costs to
business and to cost to manufacturing. My husband,
who has a small engineering firm, is horrified at many
of the costs that have been passed on as a result of this
government’s inaction. As well as the rises in electricity
charges, a rise in the cost of water is forecast. Local
government charges right across the south-eastern
region have doubled since 1999. The cost of gas has
also risen.
At the same time there has been a failure to invest in
infrastructure, and transportation and logistics have
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been much more difficult in a heavily congested road
system. I would put the word ‘system’ in inverted
commas. This loss of time and increased fuel costs are
imposing significant costs on our business and
manufacturing sector. The element of competitive
advantage and the foundation costs that often are not
taken into consideration when people in businesses are
thinking about whether to establish or expand, or even
to continue, are very much the jurisdiction of this
government. The fact that it has failed to bring forward
a strategy that addresses some of those matters and key
policy settings that are within its control shows that this
government has failed. This failure shows this
government for the antibusiness, antimanufacturing and
antijobs outfit that it is, and that is appalling. During the
good times Victorians may have been blind to this
government’s flaws and failings, but that has changed,
and the hurt and pain have already begun to permeate
the Victorian business sector and the community —
and certainly families.
Members also heard from Mr Rich-Phillips, who
pointed out that Victoria’s share of attracting
investment has fallen since 1999, when its share of total
capital spending of the Australian dollar was 34 per
cent, which compares unfavourably with its current
level of 25 per cent.
The issue of federal policy settings is an important
factor that needs to be considered, but it is absolutely no
excuse for having such enormous failings in that sector
and for failing to deliver on an undertaking and for
ignoring a very important feature of government
policy — that is, the manufacturing and industry sector,
which is the creator of jobs. Members know that
without job security and job opportunity in the
community the whole social capital collapses very
quickly. Our share of exports has declined.
There are many factors that are in this government’s
lap. Its members have failed to make sure that Victorian
manufacturing is repositioned so that we can harness
some of the strengths and try to mitigate some of the
challenges to make industry stronger to ensure that we
benefit from opportunities. Perhaps we can build on
industry’s ability to pick up the slack so that it can
generate activity, for example, in the component
manufacturing sector, with the demise of the
automotive industry. Perhaps we can help position local
industry in relation to other global industries and
improve the products and processes that indeed we are
strong in and promote industry not only throughout
Victoria and Australia but worldwide. This government
has failed to deliver on any of those. It would be an
indictment of any member of this house if they voted
against a minister being held accountable on a key
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undertaking, a key role of his job as a minister of the
Crown. If he cannot do it, he ought to step down and
retire.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I must say at
the very beginning that I do not wish to do the Minister
for Industry and Trade any disservice at all. I think it is
incumbent upon members of this house, particularly
members of the opposition, to be fair to the minister.
We must accept that the minister’s role in being the
government’s custodian, I suppose, of manufacturing in
this state is one that is very, very important. Being a
representative of the western suburbs of Melbourne, I
am only too aware of the number of jobs and the degree
of prosperity that manufacturing brings to my part of
Melbourne. I heard Mr Rich-Phillips earlier talking
about the degree or the amount of manufacturing that
occurs in the south-eastern suburbs. I think the western
suburbs might even pip the south-eastern suburbs in
terms of manufacturing.
Mrs Peulich — No, definitely not.
Mr FINN — Mrs Peulich, most uncharacteristically
I might say, puts up an argument. That may be
something that we will have to discuss at a later time.
But there is no doubt that the manufacturing base of the
western suburbs provides many jobs and much
prosperity for many thousands of people throughout my
area of Western Metropolitan Region.
Of course the minister’s role is now more important,
given that we have Kevin 07 leading us into
recession 08. Qantas Kevin, on those rare occasions
when he is in the country, is leading us into a recession
that we did not particularly want to have and we did not
even know was coming — until of course Kevin got in.
Once there was a change of government in November
last year, it was pretty much taken for granted that
recession would automatically follow.
Mr Lenders — President, the point of order I raise
is that Mr Finn is addressing the Prime Minister by his
given name. I ask you to call on him to treat the current
Prime Minister with the same courtesy that you
requested me to treat the last Prime Minister when I
called him by his given name.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Having made
comment on this myself previously as both a
backbencher and Chair, I am in complete agreement
with the Leader of the Government on this one. I think
it is most appropriate that the proper courtesies are
extended to particularly the leaders of the country,
regardless of what side of politics they are on. So I ask
Mr Finn to be conscious of that.
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Mr FINN — I appreciate the assistance offered by
the Leader of the Government, as I always am, and I
am aware of the sensitivities that the minister has on
this occasion.
The recession that the current Prime Minister is leading
us into adds to the importance of the role of the
Minister for Industry and Trade in this state, and it is
extremely important that he actually does his job
properly. When one considers also the emissions
trading scheme (ETS) that the current federal
government is cobbling together, one can say that
further importance is added to the minister’s portfolio.
As I have pointed out in this house before, the ETS or a
version thereof could well mean destruction not just for
the manufacturing industry but for all industry in this
country. It is extremely important that Minister
Theophanous be at the wheel, and be awake at the
wheel, and do his job. I think it is most important that
we give the minister the benefit of the doubt. I am a fair
man. I think anybody who knows me will tell you that I
am a fair man. It is only reasonable to give Minister
Theophanous the benefit of the doubt. After all, this
manufacturing strategy is only 600 days late! In terms
of what this Labor government in Victoria is capable
of, that is nothing. Only 600 days? You have to be
joking. He has not even got to the slack stage yet by
comparison with some of his colleagues. We have to
remember that the minister has a reputation to uphold.
He is doing the best he can in terms of being only
600 days late. I am sure he possibly has another
600 days to go, perhaps another 900, or maybe 1000 —
we will just have to wait and see.
I just ask the house to give the minister a little bit of
slack in terms of his ability to deliver on previous
promises made, because the minister is a very busy
man. I know he is a very busy man. There are only a
certain number of hours in the day for the minister to do
the things that are necessary. One can hardly be sitting
at a ministerial desk attending to ministerial
responsibilities when one is out in Brimbank doing
deals with shonky councillors. One cannot be expected
to do their job as a minister of the Crown when they are
out in Brimbank — —
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — On a point of order,
President, I am not quite sure whether the member was
referring to my activities or to other persons’ activities,
but if he was referring to the activities of myself or
indeed any other member of Parliament or minister,
then I would take great exception to the use of the term
‘shonky activities’, and I would therefore ask that you
call him to account and that he withdraw that comment.

MANUFACTURING: GOVERNMENT STRATEGY
3164

COUNCIL

Mrs Peulich — On another point of order,
President — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I will get back to
Mrs Peulich in a moment. The minister raises the
significant point that if Mr Finn referred to him, then
the minister asks him to withdraw. I guess that is the
first point we need to clarify. The second is — and it is
as important — that we get back to the motion at hand
and remain relevant to the actual motion, which is
about manufacturing rather than local government. I
ask Mr Finn to assist me and clarify for me as to
whether he was referring directly to the minister
concerned.
Mr FINN — President, I am very happy to assure
you and the minister that the reference I made was
purely a generic reference. It was in no way meant to
imply that the minister was involved in any shonky
dealings at all, or anything that I was speaking of. It
was purely — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am happy with that.
Mr Finn to continue, unless Mrs Peulich wanted to
make her point of order.
Mrs Peulich — I was just going to support
Mr Finn’s position.
Mr FINN — God bless her. Mrs Peulich is a
wonderful woman!
I was merely pointing out that it is very, very difficult
for any minister to do their job, to take their
responsibilities seriously, when they are out in certain
suburban areas dealing with perhaps other matters that
are not entirely related to their own portfolios —
perhaps defending the Suleyman empire, for example.
Perhaps this might be something they could be involved
in. It is hard to concentrate on ministerial
responsibilities when you are out doing the sorts of
things that some ministers may or may not be involved
in.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Finn may be
having difficulty understanding what I said to him
earlier about relevance and getting back to the motion
at hand. He is warned.
Mr FINN — I am purely exploring reasons as to
why — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I did not ask Mr Finn
for an explanation on what he is doing or why he is
doing it. I said that he was off on a tangent and what he
was saying was irrelevant. I ask him to come back to
being relevant.
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Mr FINN — Let us go back to the 600 days
mentioned in the motion so ably moved by
Mr Dalla-Riva. As I mentioned, 600 days in the term of
this government is nothing much at all. It reflects the
priorities of the minister. He regards manufacturing in
this state as nothing to get wound up about, nothing to
get excited about. That in itself is a shame not only
upon him but upon the entire government.
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — I thank my
colleague Richard Dalla-Riva for moving this motion
today. It has been received with a little more flippancy
than it should have, but manufacturing in Victoria is
renowned as the core activity of the state. Over many
years Victoria has had a competitive advantage, be it in
power, in skills, in industrial relations and in other areas
that manufacturers in other states have not had the
privilege to enjoy.
I must admit in recent times we have seen a great
erosion of that competitive edge and regrettably, we are
losing far more jobs than the government is prepared to
admit. I will only raise a couple of issues and they will
be principally about the Geelong area. Geelong as a
provincial city has been a major manufacturing centre
historically, and it is now under threat. There is no
direction or strategy from this government. As was said
earlier, some 600 days have elapsed since the minister
said that a strategy would be put in place. Furthermore,
the last budget, which is dated Tuesday, 6 May 2008,
says:
In industry and trade the Brumby Labor government is taking
action to ensure future growth of Victoria’s manufacturing
industries and we will soon deliver a comprehensive industry
and manufacturing strategy, preparing our industries for the
global challenges ahead.

That is 90 days out of date already, and still we do not
have any strategy in place. We have seen many jobs
lost in manufacturing and in business, not necessarily
only in large businesses but many small businesses are
losing far too many people. I do not think the
government has any idea of how competitive business
is on the ground. It has not had that experience and does
not have the experience on its benches. These people
run on very fine margins. I was in Geelong last week
and was approached by a businessman who had
52 employees a month ago. Regrettably he has had to
close one of his two businesses. He is one of only two
manufacturers in his field in Australia and that has seen
the release of 30 personnel from his business onto the
unemployment ranks. That is not an exception; it is a
happening across the board.
The government wants to reflect on what is going on. I
truly believe Victoria has great opportunities, but the
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government has turned its back on many of those
opportunities. It is ignoring small businesses. Without a
strategy it is that much more difficult.

demonstrated here today that the government, and
particularly the minister, is answerable in relation to
these matters.

In the last month in regional Victoria jobs have been
axed at Dartmoor, with 128 jobs lost; we have seen the
government take out three research facilities from the
Department of Primary Industries at Walpeup, Rainbow
and Stawell where 70 jobs were lost; some 35 jobs were
lost at Motorway; Don Smallgoods lost 400 jobs; and
regrettably we heard in the Parliament again yesterday
that Hallmark Oaks Pty Ltd in Cann River, which is at
the opposite end of Victoria to Dartmoor, is also losing
its major industry down there due to this government’s
inactivity and poor planning.

Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) — I share
the concern of my colleagues about the government’s
inability at this point to produce an industry statement
which establishes a context or a framework in which
Victorian businesses can go forward, can grow, can
invest confidently and can develop export and new
market opportunities. I am not so critical of the Minister
for Industry and Trade as to suggest that he has not
been tackling a range of initiatives that I think are in the
interests of Victorian industry and designed to be
elements of what one might expect in an overall
industry plan.

It is real. We want to recognise what is going on; I wish
the government would. I must admit I was drawn by the
statement by my colleague Ms Tierney, who shares
Western Victoria Region with me, when she said,
‘What the government has done is quite remarkable’. I
suggest that what the government has done is quite
unremarkable — 600 days overdue certainly mirrors
that situation. It came up again in May this year, and for
another 90 days to go by further demonstrates the lack
of interest of this government in manufacturing.
Another important area which is not getting support
from the government is Avalon. Avalon presents a
marvellous opportunity for a second international
airport in Victoria. We saw a throughput of nearly
1 million passengers at Avalon last year, and the
numbers indicate that this year Avalon will have a
throughput of 1.2 million people.
Avalon is the gateway to western Victoria and Geelong
from a business and tourism point of view. It is a sad
reflection on this government that it has not pursued its
federal colleagues to put permits in place to allow for
this opportunity to be developed at Avalon. Only today
we saw an announcement from AirAsia X that it will be
taking up its flights out of Melbourne Airport as from
November 2008. Obviously AirAsia X, with its direct
route to Kuala Lumpur, was the international airline
which had been sought for a long period by the Linfox
organisation as part of its plan to have a second
international airport for Victoria, over and above that
operated by the Australia Pacific Airports Corporation
at Tullamarine. The total investment would have come
out of this private company’s pockets with no
contribution from the state government, and that has
been ignored in the process.
I have no qualms about saying the government has a lot
to do in particular areas of manufacturing and certainly
in supporting further developments. It has been clearly

Nonetheless, the industry plan itself is an important
document. It may well be a fluid document, as these
things are, because global markets are changing. We
have seen markets change significantly even in the past
six months as a result of the credit crisis and global
markets will continually be shaped by issues such as
global warming and carbon credit trading. Nonetheless,
although there is that fluidity in the markets, there is no
reason not to produce a document and to create as much
certainty as possible for industry.
I reject the premise put by Mr Thornley, which is
inconsistent with the comments made by the minister to
this house on previous occasions and most recently
when he was asked a question earlier this year
regarding the delay in the industry statement and he
indicated that it would be coming soon. Mr Thornley’s
proposition to the house was, ‘Well, we never intended
to put it out because we sniffed in the wind that there
might be a change of federal government and therefore
all bets were off’. Of course I am paraphrasing what
Mr Thornley said; they are not his exact words.
Mr Thornley was saying that there did not seem to be
much point in producing an industry statement or any
other similar document to guide the development of our
industries in Victoria in light of the prospect of a
change of federal government. The position he put in
the debate today is clearly significantly at odds with
what the minister put as being the situation more
recently than the time frame advanced by Mr Thornley,
because he said that the decision was reached in 2006,
as I recall from the debate. It seems to me there is some
bluff and bluster about this whole issue. That is
unfortunate, because this is an important issue.
The challenges for Victorian industry have never been
greater. The reality is that governments need to work
hard to establish a framework and to create
opportunities for businesses. That said, I do not believe
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in governments picking winners; I do not believe in
governments necessarily intervening in the business
sector because they invariably get it wrong. They
invariably pick the wrong businesses. I get very
annoyed when I see grants going to businesses that are
quite capable of funding their own activities — for
instance, Murray Goulburn received a $21 000 grant a
couple of years ago to develop some of its products for
export markets. Murray Goulburn is Victoria’s biggest
dairy processor and Australia’s biggest exporter of
dairy products. I cannot help but think it could have
done that export development without any assistance
from the state government. Clearly the grant was
designed more to get ministers’ pictures in papers than
to achieve an economic outcome.
The reality is that the government has to tackle more
fundamental things. I acknowledge, for instance, the
development of Victorian business offices overseas.
While their effectiveness has come in for some
criticism, I think they are one of the building blocks of
opening up new markets for Victoria. I note that the
minister referred to one recently as a new office that has
been added. I have looked at the office network, and by
and large it is a contemporary network with
opportunities that Australia may seek to exploit.
Therefore I regard it as an appropriate approach. The
government’s enthusiasm for tackling red tape is
obviously another one of the tenets that would be part
of an industry policy and plan. I am not sure the
rhetoric is necessarily matched with a pair of scissors
that is big enough to achieve significant cuts in red tape
that would be to the advantage of industry in Victoria,
but the nonetheless the intention is there.
I am not sure that the government, despite some
changes in the level of taxation, most of them based on
bracket creep anyway, has given sufficient attention to
the taxation regime that businesses face in this state. I
note that the federal government is about to embark on
a new overhaul of taxes, and that is welcomed. I trust it
will do better than the Ralph inquiry in terms of
implementation. I trust all state jurisdictions around
Australia will participate in that review and will make
some commitment to changing the taxation base. I am
alarmed and I know business is alarmed — the minister
has had correspondence across his desk — about the
number of proposals designed to meet issues in the
energy sector, issues in the water sector, issues with
global warming and issues with carbon credit trading
that all seem to involve new taxes as the primary
initiative of government. New taxes are not the way
forward for industry. Frankly, new taxes are going to be
a significant new hurdle for many of our industries. On
carbon credit trading, Qantas estimates that it will face
an extra bill of $100 million a year because of the
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proposed carbon credit trading scheme. That is
$100 million that at this point in time — it may change
in Europe in the near future — not one of its
competitors faces. In other words, it is an impost on
Australia’s national airline that will actually make it
uncompetitive, and that is right across the board.
One of the things we need to be looking at if we are
really going to proceed with this carbon credit situation
is whether or not we ought to be also looking at
environmental tariffs. It is simply incongruous to me
that we would drive our industries to the wall by putting
extra cost imposts on them while accepting imports
from countries that do not have similar criteria applying
to their industries and are therefore able to bring in
goods at a cheaper price. No wonder! Not only do they
not have four weeks annual leave, long service leave,
occupational health and safety obligations and other
benefits such as 17.5 per cent loadings and so forth —
and in some cases they do not have stringent
environmental controls on the use of power or
discharges into water and landfill and so forth — we
now also give them another free kick by proposing to
put an additional impost on our industries without any
sort of offset on goods from overseas. Is it any wonder
that overseas products are cheaper? The equation is no
longer about labour. In fact labour is one of the lower
costs in production these days. The costs are associated
significantly with government imposts.
I understood what Mr Thornley was saying about the
wasteland and so forth of the past. He obviously
exaggerated circumstances and attributed blame in what
has been a long and rather painful transition for industry
in Victoria, and indeed in Australia. It has been a
transition that has taken place under both sides of
politics, and both sides of politics have obviously had
great concern about the impacts of some of that change
in a global context. What we need to do — and what
this minister’s industry statement when it comes
forward needs to address — is to no longer look at silo
industries, with companies and industries going it
alone, but to have a much higher level of collaboration
within the business community and industry in
Australia. We must get away from the government
picking winners and start to look at the interdependence
of industries. That was borne out very clearly to me on
a trip to Korea that I undertook with a Legislative
Council presidential delegation recently where the
interdependence of different industries was certainly
played out.
The government needs to be looking a lot more deeply
at what we can be doing in the framework of
government public policy to encourage greater access
to capital funds for Australian industry. It needs to look
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at what we can do about improving research and
development, about improving commercialisation,
about import replacement and about building on the
good experience of the industry capability network and
going much further with that. We certainly need to be
looking at skills. It is interesting that at a time when we
bemoan the fact that there is a skills shortage in this
state our TAFE spending is some 14 per cent below the
national average, and we are even talking about starting
to charge students to skill up to feed our industries and
carry them forward.
We have had four transport strategies so far under this
government, if my arithmetic is right. The transport
strategy is another fundamental. Mr Koch mentioned
Avalon Airport. You can mention freeways, you can
mention port facilities, you can mention railways; all of
our infrastructure is crucial to industry’s expansion and
success in the future. The closure of operations like
Don smallgoods and SPC Ardmona scaling back its
operations in Shepparton of late are particularly
alarming, because you would think that the one area we
would still be good in and the one thing where
processing close to home seems to make sense is food.
If those companies are starting to look at significant
changes in their operations and perhaps sourcing food
products from other countries, we seriously and
urgently need this industry plan to come forward from
the government. I trust that the minister will take this
motion today as a warning shot across the bows to alert
him to just how important the opposition considers this
statement to be and the need for it to be forthcoming
and implemented very quickly.
Mr Lenders — So important we had one and a half
days notice. Highly important!
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and Trade) — I rise to oppose this motion. In
so doing can I say that it is yet another example of a
lazy opposition. It is a lazy opposition that does not
want to — —
Mr Dalla-Riva interjected.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — I let
Mr Dalla-Riva have his say. Perhaps he might show me
the same courtesy.
It is a lazy opposition that is not prepared to put into
any of the reviews that have been under way, a number
of which are very relevant to industry. There was the
Bracks review into the automotive industry — the
opposition put nothing in; there was the textile, clothing
and footwear review — no submission; the Mortimer
trade review — no start from the opposition. No
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submissions, no care and no work. There is the
innovation review, a very important review about
innovation going forward for this state and this nation.
Where is the opposition? No submission.
We have an opposition spokesperson coming in here
with a motion to try to get some cheap points when I
have on a number of occasions made absolutely clear
the reasoning behind postponing the industry and
manufacturing statement. It is a matter of public record.
It is not something I have tried to hide; it is not
something I have not put out there. It is something on
which I came into the Parliament and explained on a
number of occasions why we were doing this.
Let me make it absolutely clear that the fact that we
delayed the statement does not mean that we delayed
working on jobs in this state. It does not mean that.
They are not the same thing. We want to maximise the
impact and the planning going forward in industry and
manufacturing in this state, which is why we need to
take into account, amongst other things, the outcomes
of the reviews I have just mentioned — reviews that the
opposition was not prepared to put any submissions
into.
The opposition is not prepared to make any comment,
not prepared to put in any submissions. I was in
opposition for seven long years while former Premier
Kennett was running the state, and I know that one of
the things the Labor opposition did — which is one of
the reasons why the people of this state changed the
government — was to aggressively make submissions
whenever it could. We put our point of view to the
Productivity Commission and to a range of federal
reviews. We were not lazy, but this opposition is lazy. It
expects to get into government by the lazy route. It
comes in here and makes cheap shots, somehow
thinking that is going to land it in government.
First of all, let me say that in the ministerial statement
on manufacturing and industry policy that I delivered I
made it clear that the government was taking a number
of actions. I said that in coming months we would
release and implement a number of manufacturing
industry strategies and action plans, and I listed a
number of them. Of the ones I listed, we have
implemented the recommendations of the Defence
Industry Roadmap — not only has it been
implemented, but it is a very successful part of our
strategy in increasing the state’s defence profile — and
a Careers in Manufacturing campaign, which was
flagged in the statement. We have strengthened the
Victorian Industry Participation Policy, which was also
one of the actions I said I would undertake, and the
Victorian automotive manufacturing sector. As
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members already know, we were able to announce with
Toyota that hybrid vehicles will for the first time be
produced in this state.
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the strategic industry development program. We have
not sat on our hands.
Mr Lenders — On the contrary.

My first point is that there are things I said I would do
in the ministerial statement that have been done.
Regarding my second point, let me come back to what
my colleagues have said about my choice to put out the
ministerial statement in a certain context. Evan
Thornley made a point about the change in federal
government. The opposition says, ‘What difference
does it make?’. It makes a significant difference. Let
me give one example of where it does so. The Howard
government was set on the course of doing absolutely
nothing on climate change. Climate change was not
part of its lexicon. It was not interested in an emissions
trading scheme; it was not interested in creating
opportunities in what will be a growth area for
manufacturing — the environmental area.
When we had to consider what we would say about
new opportunities in manufacturing in relation to the
environment, we had to make a judgement about
whether there would be any kind of climate change
plan, and at that time we took the view, amongst other
things, that we were not sure what the outcome of all
those things would be. The election of the federal Labor
government saw a plan, the emissions trading scheme,
which is progressively being introduced. It will impact
on manufacturing in both positive and negative ways. It
is a huge issue. It will impact on the inputs in
manufacturing but will also create new opportunities in
the industry.
We want to be able to take into account the changing
environment in putting together what will be a
sophisticated plan for the future. When we made this
decision it was no secret. I personally consulted with
the Australian Industry Group, the Victorian Employers
Chamber of Commerce and Industry, business
organisations and the trade union movement, and I also
told the Parliament what I was doing. This feeble
attempt by a lazy opposition that does not do any work
or put in any submissions — its coming in here and
reiterating something that is a matter of public
record — just shows how it has lost the plot and why
the people of Victoria rightly have no confidence in it
to run the state.
Let me go on to list some of the other things we have
done. There is a range of programs. There is the
$9.9 million to extend the Opening Doors to Export
program; $5.4 million for an expanded Industry
Capability Network; $2.1 million for Tiger Teams and
a new Victorians Abroad program; and $8.1 million for

Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — On the contrary,
we have been working vigorously to ensure that
manufacturing and industry continue to expand in the
state. The Treasurer brought down a budget which
delivered $1.43 billion in cuts to stamp duty, payroll tax
and WorkCover rates — again so that business could be
profitable in the state. These are the actions that the
government has taken in moving forward.
However, it is more than that. I think it is important that
people understand the strategic approach the
government has taken. When we are talking about
manufacturing, a range of issues emerge. Let me go
through a couple of them. Apart from the ones I have
indicated that are the subject of all these reviews and
apart from climate change, the principal issues that
concern manufacturing are skills — and skills
development — and innovation. They are the things
which will drive our manufacturing base.
What did the Brumby government do? One of the first
things it did was to say that it would deliver not one but
three statements. These statements will begin with the
already announced innovation statement — a
$300 million package to drive innovation in our
manufacturing industries. This will be followed up
shortly by the skills statement which will show how the
strategy is going to unfold in relation to developing
skills in this state. We will finish with the industry and
manufacturing statement as an entire package to drive
this economy. That is why we are successful, because
we care, we think about what we have to do, we think
strategically and we think on a wide and global basis.
I am happy to be judged on the things that I do and the
performance of this government. This government has
created 446 600 jobs since 1999. When compared to
the previous government it is simply chalk and cheese.
If you look at the way the previous government was
prepared to give away manufacturing jobs, give away
jobs in the finance industry, give away jobs in a whole
range of industries, and at the same time sack teachers
and nurses, it was rightly condemned by the electorate
for its approach. Contrary to that, my department and
this government have been able to facilitate $23 billion
of investment since 1999. This has meant the
generation of 58 000 new jobs directly as a result of the
efforts of this government.
If the member opposite wants to talk about records, let
me indicate some of the things that I personally as
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minister have been involved in in relation to bringing
jobs to this state. Let us talk about the 2000 jobs in the
Satyam Computer Services arrangements which will
make Geelong a centre for IT. Let us talk about the
500 full-time effective jobs at Tenix Defence Pty Ltd
which are the result of a strategy of this government;
the then Premier and I went about getting the contracts
that have made that possible. The 700 jobs at BankWest
are the result of discussions and encouragement by this
government. There are 430 jobs at Midway in the Bald
Hills project, and 100 full-time effective jobs at
Mortlake. This is not to mention the jobs that have been
created through the green car fund and the new Toyota
hybrid vehicle, and all of the new jobs that have been
created as a result of getting to Melbourne Tiger
Airways, Etihad Airways and Korean Air and today’s
announcement that AirAsia X will be running direct
flights into Melbourne from Malaysia. Beyond that we
are getting more flights from Emirates, Cathay Pacific,
Virgin Blue and Qantas. All of these airlines, which we
have encouraged to run direct flights into Melbourne,
come here because they know that people in the
investment world across the nation and overseas have
recognised Victoria as the place to be, and the place to
make investments. That is why they are coming here
and why we have been able to generate so many new
people and so much economic activity in this state.
The opposition has been lazy in not being prepared to
put in any submissions. This is a cheap shot when I
have repeatedly explained the reasoning behind us
wanting to bring in the industry and manufacturing
statement after taking into account a range of reviews
and getting some certainty over the emissions trading
scheme and other factors. I have not hidden that. We do
not walk away from that decision. To come in here with
only this as the basis of what it is doing shows that the
opposition is not only asleep but is also lazy.
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — It is
the pot calling the kettle black for a minister to come in
here and call the opposition lazy when this motion is
before the chamber. Despite all his assertions the
minister made a commitment in this chamber on
21 December 2006 — some 600 days ago — to have an
industry and manufacturing strategy. The minister
promised that and he reaffirmed that commitment in
subsequent discussions and in the budget this year
where he said it would be coming soon. The minister
cannot stand up here and say that we are lazy when he
himself has failed to deliver on a strategy that he
committed to in this chamber. That is the reason we
have the motion in the chamber today.
The minister comes in here, like he has before, and he
is like a rabbit in the spotlight. When he gets caught he
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fesses up, and he has done it again today. He said the
government delayed the statement, as though whatever
he said 600 days ago counts for nothing. How do we
know that what the minister says today will count for
anything in another 600 days? One of the great
hallmarks of this government is it has done nothing, it
continues to do nothing and in the future it will do
nothing. This is one example of one minister on one
issue who has been caught out. What we have now is,
‘We changed the boundaries, we changed the rules. We
did not really mean to say that back in December 2006.
We were thinking that Mr Rudd might have been
elected a year later so we thought we would hold on to
the strategy’. That is what government members are
saying. What is to stop this government and this
minister from saying a year down the track that they
held off on the manufacturing strategy because they
thought the sun may have been getting closer, the
people of Kororoit might have a by-election or
something of that nature? There is always an excuse for
this government never delivering.
We hear the government’s rhetoric. It is very similar to
a certain commissioner the other day who got up and
spoke about the improvement in the crime rate, when in
actual fact if you go out to the areas where she said
there had been a reduction you find there has been an
increase. What we have here is the same argument in
manufacturing. The government says, ‘In the Kennett
days manufacturing was bad but we come into this
place and look how great it is’. The problem is that
those figures do not stack up. As Mr Rich-Phillips put
it, in June 1999 Victoria’s share of manufacturing was
31.2 per cent. The latest figures we have are from June
2007 and it was down to 28.4 per cent. New South
Wales now has a larger manufacturing component than
Victoria.
We can all play with figures and we can all talk about
what we think is the best outcome. The bottom line is
that this government has failed in its delivery. The
motion is very reflective of that failure. It condemns the
minister. It does not say he has been a naughty boy, but
it condemns him for his failure to fulfil his promises. If
we as a chamber do not hold ministers and members to
account in respect of what they promise and deliver
when they come in here later and say, ‘We delayed the
statement’, which is what the minister said, then we
might as well all pack up and go home and let the
executive run the Parliament and not have Parliament
hold ministers to account.
We have had 11 speakers on this motion, including me.
The minister was not here for seven of those speakers
on a motion condemning him. We heard a range of
contributions from Labor members. Mr Thornley was
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more interested in my tie and having a coffee at
Starbucks than he was the manufacturing sector.
Ms Tierney added no rationale to the motion. She spoke
about the Hyatt hotel or something; I am still struggling
to work out what that was all about. It was something
about the Hyatt, but maybe she would like to explain
later what that meant. We heard from Mr Leane, who
spoke about sitting on taxpayers money and added
nothing else. What they could not argue were the
reasons why this minister, after 600 days, still has not
delivered a manufacturing strategy. It was all rhetoric,
all talk.
I had to write this down because I could not believe that
in his summing up the minister said, ‘That is why we
are successful’. A demonstration of an arrogant
government is its thinking that after nine years a
minister can get away with making statements in this
chamber and just walking away. This is not the way
you behave if you are a minister who is fair dinkum
about an issue.
I have other motions on the notice paper that talk about
the minister’s lack of commitment in the financial
services industry. We also see it even on his own Major
Projects website, which shows that he cannot get a
quarterly report out. For the minister to come in and
suggest that the opposition is lazy is an outstanding
statement when the motion condemns the minister for
failing to deliver an industry policy or strategy that is
now more than 600 days late. We wait for that industry
policy to be delivered as the motion puts it. We suggest
that the manufacturing strategy with measurable targets
and objectives should be complete by the end of August
2008.
It is a straightforward motion. It is about holding a
minister to account in this chamber, and I urge
members to support the motion.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 17
Atkinson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr (Teller)

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

Noes, 19
Broad, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr

Pulford, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Smith, Mr
Somyurek, Mr

Jennings, Mr
Leane, Mr (Teller)
Lenders, Mr
Madden, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Pakula, Mr (Teller)
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Tee, Mr
Theophanous, Mr
Thornley, Mr
Tierney, Ms
Viney, Mr

Motion negatived.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AMENDMENT
(DISCLOSURE) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 30 July; motion of
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan).
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to
indicate that the government will not be supporting the
Local Government Amendment (Disclosure) Bill 2008.
The government is of the view that these matters are
best dealt with in a holistic way and that consultation
with the sector is a vital component of responsible
legislation. The bill presented by Mr Barber is
piecemeal in nature and fails to acknowledge the
complexity involved in dealing with the issues he has
attempted to address in his private members bill. It is
very difficult, and I suggest irresponsible, to try to
address these issues without regard for their wider
implications. These matters should not be dealt with in
isolation.
The timing of this private members bill is somewhat
disappointing and unfortunate as the government has
made clear that legislation in this area will be before the
Parliament in the coming months. As Mr Barber would
be well aware, the work in this area is well advanced
and addresses some of his concerns. I am sure that
Mr Barber is aware that in November 2007 the Minister
for Local Government released a consultation paper
entitled Better Local Governance.
The office of local government councillor, whilst
having its own rewards, is a demanding one. This is
something that I can personally attest to, having served
as a local councillor in the early 1990s. It requires a
person to consider and decide on many often
contentious issues that directly affect the way people
live, work or conduct business in their local
municipality. Expectations of the way councillors
behave are very high — and so they should be. The vast
majority of councillors act responsibly and genuinely
try to exercise their responsibilities in the best interests
of the community. However, there still are some
individuals who cause concern to the community. I
believe these are the actions of a small minority of
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councillors, and this is in part what the government’s
pending legislation will seek to address.
In his second-reading speech Mr Barber made reference
to a number of inquiries relating to corruption within
local government in various states. Comparisons
between jurisdictions can be quite difficult. It is
important to acknowledge that changes in the
legislation relating to local government in those
respective states were the result of specific inquiries in
those particular states. It is not possible to adopt a
one-size-fits-all approach to every jurisdiction.
Local councils in Victoria are subject to a range of strict
regulatory controls to ensure that decisions made by
them are transparent, impassionate and free from
conflicts of interest. For example, councillors are
required to declare any interest they hold in matters
under consideration at council meetings and they are
prevented from voting on the matter if they have a
conflict of interest. In addition, currently all candidates
for council elections in Victoria are required to declare
within 60 days after the election all donations with a
value of $200 or more. Councillors must also include in
an annual return of interests all gifts over $500.
Legislation also imposes significant penalties if
councillors are found to have acted dishonestly, have
failed to exercise reasonable care and diligence, or have
made improper use of their position to gain advantage
for themselves or others. Council staff, too, are required
by legislation to act impartially and with integrity and
to avoid real or apparent conflicts of interest. These
controls act to strongly discourage elected councillors
and council staff from engaging in behaviour that
would compromise their public duty to act at all times
in the best interests of the communities they serve.
In addition to the provisions relating to acting honestly,
the use of position and conflicts of interest, the Local
Government Act 1989 provides a number of other
mechanisms to regulate councillor behaviour and
disclosure of information. These include that
councillors must annually lodge returns detailing
interests they held over the previous return period.
These returns are available for public inspection at
council offices. After each election councils must adopt
and review their own codes of conduct to regulate and
implement procedures to address inappropriate council
behaviour. Councillors must not release information
that they know or should reasonably know is
confidential and currently the maximum penalty for
doing so is $1134.20.
Prior to the 2006 election, the Victorian government
made a commitment to address the issue of councillor
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conduct. Whilst the overwhelming majority of
councillors and council officers behave ethically and
professionally, it is occasionally necessary to deal with
misconduct that seriously obstructs the effective
governance of councils. This issue is least important in
terms of the number of councillors that it affects, but is
most important in terms of increased community trust
of local government.
While healthy debate is the cornerstone of our
democracy and no-one is against councillors having
profound disagreements on matters of important public
policy and principle, the community expects decent
standards of behaviour. By grabbing headlines, nasty,
petty and unnecessary disputes often paint in the minds
of electors an inaccurate picture about the work of
councils. To facilitate this work and as I indicated
earlier, the Brumby Labor government in November
2007 released a consultation paper entitled Better Local
Governance. The paper entertains a number of
proposals and issues about councillor conduct. The
consultation paper proposes that changes to support
better local governance should include a range of
initiatives to support councillor conduct and that
councillor codes of conduct be strengthened.
As part of this consultation process, comment was also
asked for on conflict of interest provisions. Mr Barber’s
private members bill has not provided an opportunity
for that community consultation. It is important that
local communities have confidence that their elected
councillors are making decisions dispassionately and in
the public interest as they promise to do when they take
their oath of office.
As is indicated in the consultation paper, a range of
provisions already exist in the Local Government Act
1989 that provide for disclosure of interests and
conflicts of interest whenever a council committee is
considering any matter. In 2004 this government
amended the legislation to alter the pecuniary interest
provisions in two important ways. Firstly, it extended
the scope of the pecuniary interest provisions to ensure
that people who have non-pecuniary conflicts of
interest disclose those interests and do not vote.
Secondly, it required all interests to be disclosed as a
matter of public transparency — irrespective of whether
they constitute conflicts of interest.
A conflict of interest is now defined as existing in
relation to a matter in either of the following
circumstances: if the councillor has a direct or indirect
pecuniary interest in the matter — that is, if the
councillor has an interest that is measurable in
monetary terms, including an interest held by a spouse
or an organisation of which the councillor is a member
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or employee; or if the councillor has a non-pecuniary
interest but, in the opinion of the councillor, there may
be a conflict between their personal interest and their
public duty. A councillor who has a conflict of interest
must disclose the nature of his or her conflict of interest
immediately before the matter is considered. The
councillor must not move or second the motion and
must leave the council chamber when the vote is being
taken.
Since these amendments were made in 2004
considerable community attention has been drawn to
the issue of conflict of interest and efforts have been
made to ensure that there is adequate community
confidence in these issues, as there should be. As has
been flagged by the consultation paper to which I have
referred, a number of issues or questions have been
posed by this paper inviting members of the public,
including those in the local government sector, to
specifically address how we can strengthen these
conflict of interest provisions. I refer Mr Barber to
page 15 of that consultation paper, where it is clearly
flagged that the government is looking at ways in which
conflict of interest requirements can be made clearer
and more effective.
As a result of this consultation paper, a total of
76 submissions were received, including
50 submissions from councils as well as local
government peak bodies. Generally the submissions
support the directions proposed in the paper. In the
coming months, legislation that deals with councillor
conduct and conflict of interest matters will be
introduced into the Parliament, and it will deal with
these issues, as I indicated earlier, in a holistic way
rather than in the piecemeal fashion that Mr Barber has
sought to promote.
In 2004 the government amended the local government
legislation to require all councils to adopt codes of
conduct for councillors. The purpose of this new
provision was to support good local governance and
encourage councils to develop frameworks for good
conduct and dispute resolution consistent with public
expectations and the law. However, it has become
apparent that there are areas of difficulty that have
arisen in implementing these codes of conduct.
Firstly, there is significant variance in the councils’
codes, and secondly, many councils have indicated
concerns about their ability to enforce these codes. I
noted that the shadow Minister for Local Government
recently issued a media release calling on the Minister
for Local Government to review councillor codes of
conduct. As is clearly apparent from the consultation
paper issued by the government, this work is currently
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under way, and there will be some reforms in this area.
The 2006 review of councillor codes of conduct
documented the results of a survey of councils’ codes
and the processes used to develop those codes, and it
found that the existing codes do indeed vary.
In 2004 the government introduced legislation to
improve governance and transparency in local
government, and a provision for campaign disclosures
was introduced at this time. Before that there was no
requirement for councillors to declare these funds. Also
before that the gift disclosure threshold was $2000, but
in 2004 it was reduced to the current level of $500. I
note Mr Barber has made specific reference to the
Melbourne and Geelong councils in relation to electoral
cycles and these disclosure provisions. I point out that
there has not been a council election in either of these
two municipalities since these new provisions were
introduced in 2004, and even if the government did not
make any further changes — which it will be doing —
these disclosure provisions would apply to this year’s
council elections.
A significant influence on the government’s upcoming
legislation and its thinking in terms of potential reform
has been the Ombudsman’s own investigation into
conflicts of interest within local government. The
investigation considered the nature and sources of
conflicts of interest within local government, the
existing mechanisms for detecting and preventing
conflicts of interest and the effectiveness of these
mechanisms. As members would be aware, a report on
this investigation was released in March this year, and it
was a comprehensive examination of the issues facing
the local government sector. A total of
17 recommendations were made for councils, council
chief executive officers and the state government, and
the government accepted these recommendations.
The investigation arose out of the Ombudsman’s
concern about the growing number of complaints in
relation to alleged conflicts of interest within local
government as well as the conclusions reached by a
number of other investigations, including those arising
from complaints under the Whistleblowers Protection
Act. It examined issues of conflict of interest for local
government staff as well as for elected councillors. The
government also invited comments on conflict of
interest from councils and the public by including the
issue in its Better Local Governance consultation paper.
The other issue I want to briefly refer to is that the
government is seeking to ensure that councillors
understand their various legal responsibilities and that
the education and training of councillors is supported
by a councillor training and development program —
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funded by an allocation of $600 000 in this year’s state
budget. This will be the first opportunity to provide
comprehensive training and development for incoming
councillors to the local government sector after this
year’s council elections. It is important to ensure that
councillors have a good understanding of their
responsibilities and the highest standards of good
conduct.
The government made clear its intention to implement
reform in this area through its election commitment to
address councillor conduct issues, through the Better
Local Governance paper and also through its
acceptance of the Ombudsman’s recommendations
regarding conflict of interest. The government is
undertaking a holistic approach, which has involved
considerable consultation and will deliver a clearer and
more workable framework for councillor conduct and
conflict of interest issues. The proposal introduced by
the Greens is a piecemeal attempt to politicise the local
government sector in the lead-up to this year’s council
elections in November. For this reason the government
will be opposing Mr Barber’s bill.
Mr HALL (Eastern Victoria) — Before I start on
the particulars of this bill I want to make it very clear
and put on the record that the Liberal–Nationals
coalition in Victoria acknowledges the importance of
local government within the governance structure we
have in the democracy that we all enjoy. That is the first
comment I wanted to make.
Despite the fact that we are aware issues arise from
time to time, and there is certainly an issue out in the
west currently that I am sure occupies the attention of
many members, generally our view in the coalition is
that local government does its job. Although, as I said,
issues might come up from time to time, ratepayers in
municipalities generally think their councils are doing a
good job.
I also want to acknowledge the contribution that
councillors make to their communities. As we know,
councillors receive little remuneration — barely enough
to cover the costs of fulfilling their roles. All
councillors in Victoria give a lot of their time to serving
the public, and they should be commended for that. The
coalition also supports the general intent of this bill,
which is to provide greater transparency in the
decisions that local government makes.
My interpretation of this private members bill is that it
has three essential purposes. Firstly, the bill will require
candidates in local government elections to disclose all
election campaign gifts, whether received or promised,
between nomination day and 30 days after the last
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election. It gives candidates a rolling three-day period
after nomination day to declare such gifts or promises
that they may acquire that would be considered as a
contribution towards election costs. As has been
mentioned, there is no change in the dollar figure as to
what might constitute a contribution, that being $200.
Secondly, the bill will require local governments to
establish on a publicly accessible website those
disclosures that have been made both by candidates and
ultimately elected councillors. Thirdly, the bill will
require candidates to declare any current membership
of a political party. Although it is not clear in the bill, I
presume that sort of information would also be
disclosed on the proposed public website.
Mr Barber’s second-reading speech argues that there
are various investigations into corruption in local
government around Australia, and that demonstrates the
need for a bill of this nature. The coalition does not in
any way resile from the fact that those investigations
are taking place or have taken place, but in respect of
corruption, whether it be in local government, state
government, the private sector or individuals, the
coalition has long argued that an independent
commission against crime and corruption should be
established to deal with those sorts of matters. If it were
that the Victorian government had agreed to establish
what the opposition parties have been calling for for
some time, then these issues of corruption, whether
they be in local or state government or in community
and public organisations, could be better addressed.
The intent of this legislation is to try to minimise
corruption in local government, but we say there are
better ways of doing that, and our longstanding
preference is for the establishment of an independent
commission against crime and corruption in Victoria.
So far the Bracks government and now the Brumby
government have steadfastly refused to consider that
proposal seriously.
I inform the house that the coalition will not be
supporting this bill for the reasons I am about to give.
Firstly, the issue of process is an important one. It was
mentioned by Ms Mikakos, the lead speaker for the
government. I share some of her views about the
process that has led to the development of this piece of
legislation. While I am not familiar with exactly what
happened in terms of the process, I am aware that there
appeared to be at least little consultation with the
general community and with local governments
themselves in having this bill drawn up. I make that
comment because the very diligent shadow minister for
local government for the coalition, my colleague
Jeanette Powell, the member for Shepparton in another
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place, found when she contacted the Municipal
Association of Victoria that news of this bill was of
some surprise to that association, which indicates that
its members were given no opportunity for consultation
on this whatsoever.
I am not aware of any general and organised form of
consultation that allowed people in the wider Victorian
community to have input into the development of this
bill. I also concede that it is not always necessary to go
to that level and consult widely. From time to time
there are matters that are of a technical, minor or a
machinery nature that Parliament decides to consider
without the formal discussion process preceding a bill
being introduced to the Parliament. However, in this
case the bill would have been enhanced had we been
able to validate a broad consultation process with the
people of Victoria.
I might add, from the personal experience of my
colleagues in The Nationals, that each time we have
introduced a private members bill into this Parliament it
has been preceded by a process which has usually
involved the issuing of a discussion paper or the like, or
an inquiry. Two examples I can give are the Victorian
Water Substitution Target Bill, which I introduced into
this chamber earlier this year, and the Tobacco (Control
of Tobacco Effects on Minors) Bill, which was
introduced by my colleague Mr Drum. The introduction
of those bills was preceded by some form of
consultation that assisted in the development of those
bills.
I also note that Mr Barber himself initiated a process in
respect of considering political donations — I presume
at a state and federal government level — when on
16 April he gave a reference to the Electoral Matters
Committee of the Parliament to look at the need for
amendments to the Electoral Act to create a system of
political donations disclosure and/or restrictions on
political donations. In respect of defining a process, that
seems to be an appropriate process if we are going to
address some of the issues at a broader state level. This
bill, which applies to local government, may well have
been enhanced by a similar sort of process or inclusion
within the terms of reference that have been handed to
the Electoral Matters Committee.
I turn to the disclosure matters that I mentioned earlier.
Again, some questions have been asked by our
constituencies during the time between the introduction
of this bill and this day. One of the things that people
are asking is whether the three-day reporting time
frame is necessary and practical. Some would argue
that such disclosure is able to be given within that
period, and some would argue that it would not. That
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issue remains unresolved, as does the practicality of the
disclosure of gifts from 30 days after an election to
30 days post-election. Somebody suggested to me that
four years ago, the last time local government councils
were elected, I may never have contemplated becoming
a member of a local council. However, if it is the case
that four years on I decided to make the running for a
council, then it could be put that I would need to go
back for four years, minus 30 days, and every gift or
donation given to me may well be construed as being a
political gift. Those sorts of issues are unresolved and
people are still asking those questions.
I turn to the requirement for local governments to
establish websites to display gifts or promises that may
have been made or given to candidates at local council
elections. I also had a look at the Parliament of
Victoria’s website, because we in this place know that
the process we are required to adopt by law is that
every certain number of days we have to submit a
register of personal interests, which becomes a publicly
available book that can be obtained from the papers
office. However, the Parliament does not put that
information up on a website. Yes, that information is
contained on the intranet website of Parliament, but in
terms of public access, if you go to the Parliament of
Victoria’s website you cannot download a register of
members interests. It seems to me that we are asking for
a discipline of local government that we are not
prepared to apply to ourselves as state members of
Parliament. Quite frankly, I think we should. I sincerely
hope that the process that has been started through the
Electoral Matters Committee might prompt that sort of
recommendation. Part of my reason for opposing this
bill is because I think that in some ways we are
expecting more of local government candidates than we
expect from ourselves. At the very least we should be
setting the standard for disclosure and probity issues.
The third area which I interpreted this bill as addressing
is the issue of political party disclosure — that is,
whether somebody in local government has been a
member or is a current member of a political party. I
presume that sort of information would also go onto the
websites that this bill proposes local governments
create. I have no problem with a member of a political
party putting their hand up for election as a
councillor — none at all. However, it should be done in
a private capacity rather than a political capacity,
because local government works best if politics does
not get in the road. I have no objections whatsoever to
somebody with that personal interest in party
membership running for local council.
At the same time, in terms of The Nationals, we never,
ever endorse or fund local government candidates in
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their election processes. We do not object to a person
who might happen to be a member of our party running
for a local council, but they will do it in their own right
and not as a member of The Nationals in our instance.
Again I think local government across the state would
be better if that sort of practice were adopted by all
political parties.
The other point I wish to make is that the Minister for
Local Government has informed our shadow minister,
the member for Shepparton in the Assembly, that the
government will be introducing a bill that will include
certain matters, some of which are common to this bill.
The fact that the government is intending to introduce a
bill that covers some of these issues is no reason for this
house to reject this bill — in fact this sort of thing
usually serves the purpose of getting the government
off its backside and doing something it has promised.
We have seen further evidence of that not only with this
local government bill but on other bills. I know the bill
covering body piercing and tattooing that my colleague
Mr Drum had introduced was a classic example. We
put legislation before the chamber, did our
homework — we are not a lazy opposition — and put
together some very worthwhile proposals for the
government to consider, only to have the government
say, ‘We are not going to support it because we are
going to do our own thing’. That is fairly petty and does
not reflect well on the government.
I am sure — I have no doubt — that Mr Barber’s
private members bill has contributed to the government
promising to get to this Parliament by the end of the
year a bill that covers some of the same matters. That
comment to our shadow minister in the Assembly
reflects well on the efforts of the Greens, and they
should take some comfort in the fact that they have
prompted the government to do something about these
problem.
There is no doubt that the issues concerning disclosures
at all levels of government need examination. In part
that examination will take place under the auspices of
the Electoral Matters Committee of the Parliament of
Victoria. I sincerely hope that arising from that inquiry
there will be some good recommendations that the
Parliament can itself adopt at a later stage. I also think
disclosure and probity issues of the sort this bill seeks to
address would be better managed if there were some
uniformity in the way each level of government deals
with them. That is why I would have thought it would
be more prudent to wait for the outcomes of the
Electoral Matters Committee inquiry before proceeding
with the processes and ideas that are contained in this
private members bill.
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Common requirements at all levels of government are
preferable. The coalition has decided it will not support
this bill today for some of the reasons I have outlined
but also because I think our democracy will be better
served if we have consistency in disclosure matters
across a number of levels of government and not just
local government. With that, I again indicate that the
coalition will not be supporting this legislation.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
On behalf of the coalition I would also like to make a
few comments in support of the position outlined by
Mr Hall. I would also like to acknowledge the intent of
Mr Barber’s private members bill, which is to make
sure that local government — which those of us with a
local government background, of whom there are many
in this place as well as Mr Barber himself, would argue
is a very important level of government that is often
seen to be the level of government closest to the
community — is in good shape, vibrant, representative,
above disrepute and basically free of the sorts of
excesses that we see from time to time and which
diminish the importance of that level of representation.
As Mr Hall mentioned, basically there are three areas of
focus in this bill. Unfortunately, they are flawed, and I
would just like to outline my concerns, although I
commend the intent of the bill to the house. In
connection with the disclosure of gifts, the requirement
under the bill — with some exemptions — that
disclosure must be made within three days of
nomination day and in line with certain preceding
periods is predicated on the postal voting system, and
Mr Hall outlined some concerns. For councils that still
have attendance voting, and I understand they are in the
minority, the expenditures of that particular campaign
may not necessarily be decided, and sometimes there
are last-minute expenditures. Clearly the provision is
flawed, because it assumes that most of the campaigns
that are conducted are geared towards a postal ballot.
That is impractical on two fronts.
In terms of its pecuniary interest provisions the bill
provides that gifts be disclosed in relation to a person,
company or other body. That is something I
philosophically agree with. I agree with Mr Hall: I see
no difficulty with this sort of information being publicly
available. It would prevent, for example, the practice
that is currently being followed, where a member of the
staff of the cabinet secretary, the member for Prahran in
the Assembly, without public fanfare, is going to
disobedient councils and working through councillors’
registers of interests with a fine-tooth comb. Action is
being taken against some people in minor cases, with
clearly none of them being Labor councillors. I have no
difficulty with that disclosure.
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In relation to the need to declare one’s party political
affiliation, my greatest concern in this area is that many
groups that do have a political agenda and do get
behind candidates and work for them are not actually
party political organisations. Mr Barber, himself
belonging to the Greens party, would be the primary
beneficiary of that sort of arrangement. Yes, there are
members of the Liberal Party who are candidates. We
do not endorse candidates. We have recently taken the
decision not to do that. People who run for local
government may happen to be members of the Liberal
Party, but under our constitution we do not require
them to caucus on key issues, which the Labor Party
does.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mrs PEULICH — Yes, it does endorse candidates.
In instances where it does not endorse candidates,
where there are two or more councillors they are
required to caucus on key issues — for example, the
appointment of a mayor, the adoption of the budget and
the appointment of the chief executive officer. And
where — God forbid! — they do not fall into line, we
see merry hell, as is currently the case with the City of
Casey. In that case a very good former member of the
Labor Party, Janet Halsall, accepted the nomination for
the mayoralty, against the agreements and the secret
deals struck between Labor members of that council.
She is being castigated, harassed and bullied virtually
on a daily basis by those whose party interests she is
now seen as having crossed. I agree with Mr Hall: I
would like to see party politics stay out of local
government.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mrs PEULICH — Absolutely. I would like party
politics to stay out of it. That is why we have made the
decision not to endorse. That is why our constitution
does not require members of the Liberal Party to caucus
on these issues. I have never ever done so personally. If
I lobby on an issue or express a view, I do so equally to
members of the Labor Party, the Greens, Independents
and the Liberal Party. The Labor Party does not operate
in that way. Whilst I understand Mr Barber’s sentiment,
I think the role of, say, the Green Wedges Coalition or
various climate change groups which will support the
efforts of the Greens in local government are excluded
from this, and therefore it can be seen actually to be
giving him a leg-up.
This debate is being truncated, and in the interests of
being cooperative I will wind up my remarks.
However, I would like to say that there is a lack of
understanding in relation to the way pecuniary interest
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and conflict of interest works in local government. The
Municipal Association of Victoria and the Victorian
Local Governance Association have needed to step up
to the bar and make sure that that sort of personal
development was available and accessible for
councillors and that they published the sort of support
material that makes it crystal clear that councillors need
to step out of the council when decisions are taken that
may be construed as either delivering a pecuniary
interest or presenting a conflict of interest.
In short, I would like to acknowledge the intent of the
bill, but I think it is a shame that it is so flawed. It is a
shame that these ideas have not been taken up with the
Electoral Matters Committee, and I would recommend
and urge Mr Barber to do that. I think there are some
valid ideas here that need to be followed through. We
are all interested in having a vibrant local government
sector. For good reason we are not voting to support
this bill, but hopefully some of those ideas will survive.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I can say only
one thing to Mr Barber with a view to the outcome of
the consideration of this bill, and that is: close, but no
cigar. There were a number of very good ideas in this
bill — —
Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr FINN — I am a non-smoker now too. I have not
had a smoke since last Friday morning — 11.15 a.m. to
be exact, but who is counting? Mr Pakula would be
well advised to follow my path on this one.
With local government in this state we have a very
good mixture. We have some excellent local
government bodies around the state, particularly in
country areas. Country areas seem to produce much
better local government; there are much better councils
in the country than in metropolitan areas for reasons
that are hard to understand. Although when one looks at
it closely, perhaps it is not as hard to understand as one
might think. As an example we might look at the
Brimbank City Council. At the last election in — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr FINN — I am sure the house will be shocked.
Mrs Coote interjected.
Mr FINN — Zimbabwe, indeed! The house will be
surprised to hear me talking about Brimbank council,
but at the last election there was an array of candidates
running for office in Brimbank, and obviously a certain
number were elected. None of them was actually
endorsed by the ALP. As far as the electorate was
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concerned they were all Independents — that is, until
they were elected. Once they were elected they started
caucusing and all of the sudden they became ALP
councillors which became the ALP council. Now in
Brimbank we have two factions of the ALP. Actually it
is not two factions; it is the same faction which is split
in two, and they pretty much hate each other to the
point where good governance has completely broken
down. Any resident of Brimbank who wants a fair go
from their council is pretty much wasting their time.
Why would you even bother?
I say to Mr Barber that he has put forward some very
good ideas, but we need something much stronger than
the proposal he has put forward for councils such as
Brimbank where these feral councillors run amok, and
where we have corruption on a grand scale. This is
political corruption on a grand scale that is causing
enormous harm to thousands and thousands of people.
It is not good enough. It is something that must be
addressed and clearly cannot be addressed by anything
less than a far-reaching, freestanding, independent
anti-crime commission. If an anti-crime commission
got its fangs into Brimbank it would think it was
Christmas. It would have a field day because of what is
going on in Brimbank; what is not going on in
Brimbank is not worth talking about. We have a
situation where state ministers are being dragged into
this, as the Minister for Planning will verify. We have a
situation where federal ministers have their fingers in
various pies there. Parliamentary secretaries — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — Perhaps Bill Shorten might be one. Far
be it from me to mention it, but it might be that Bill
Shorten is involved in some of the chicanery in the
Brimbank council. Unfortunately we do not have the
capacity in this state to tackle it. As I mentioned this
morning, we do not even have a state government
which is prepared to bite the bullet and investigate this
council because it does not know where this shysterism
will lead. It does not know which minister is going to
be dragged into the corruption at the Brimbank council.
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I say to Mr Barber that the bill is a good try.
Unfortunately it is not quite what we need to tackle the
problems in Brimbank and some of the other councils
around the place. On that basis I find myself in the
situation where I cannot support the bill.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — It is
customary to thank members for their contributions to a
debate when you are the mover of a motion, but there is
a kind of false courtesy associated with that in this case
because Labor and Liberal members have joined
together to vote down this measure. This is not a
Sunday book club we have here. It is not that we just
get together because we like to exchange views and will
go away happy that we have had a chance to discuss
things. We are meant to be here addressing serious
issues.
There are real risks with the local government sector
which were outlined in the second-reading speech and
which have been brought forward by a range of
inquiries, particularly in other states of Australia. It
must be something of a dangerous complacency for the
opposition to sit here and say, ‘Nice try, but …’ or for
the Labor Party to come in here with some sort of half
promise or a bit of a hint that, ‘We are looking at it and
we might produce a bill before the end of the year,
possibly in time for the elections, possibly not’.
In the case of the Labor Party, its members are here to
vote down all private members bills anyway, no matter
what the content. Nobody over there wants to stand up
and say that smoking in a car with children in it is a
good idea, yet they will vote down a private members
bill on that, as they will for everything, because it is
about showing who is boss. It is not about the content
of the debate we are having. Labor has changed the
upper house voting system. It has picked the
arrangement most likely to deliver it a majority and
against the policy it put forward in opposition, but that
is it. Having changed the voting system it is not
prepared to take steps that would see this become an
independent house, let alone initiate legislation that,
heaven forbid, might get onto the notice paper and get
debated. That is one side.

Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr FINN — Mr Pakula is getting a little bit toey
about that, and I can understand why he is upset. If I
were a member of the ALP representing the Western
Metropolitan Region, I too would be concerned about
what is happening in the Brimbank area and in the
wider Western Metropolitan Region. This is not just
confined to Brimbank. This sort of corruption and
chicanery — and I use that word advisedly — is pretty
common across the western suburbs.

The coalition is another story entirely. Coalition
speakers have proffered some objections to the bill —
more like queries really. There is nothing in there that
particularly sounded to me that they were convinced it
was fatal. Mrs Peulich has undertaken an inadequate
reading of the bill and has misunderstood the disclosure
elements of the bill. Not only is there a disclosure
relating to the time of nomination but there is an
ongoing set of nominations throughout the period, and
that is irrelevant when we are talking about postal or
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attendance elections. In any case the issue of
expenditure is not the relevant one; the issue is when
you have received donations or promises towards
donations. You will have to disclose those all the way
up to, as long as one can practicably make it, the day
after the election.
Mr Hall said it has been a longstanding policy to
support an independent commission against corruption
(ICAC). That may be the case in relation to The
Nationals, but for the Liberal Party it is a bit of a new
thing. It was not a policy it took to the last state election
and it was not anything that its leader, the member for
Hawthorn in the other place, Mr Baillieu, particularly
mentioned until the Greens brought to this place a
motion saying that we as a chamber should support the
development of an independent commission against
corruption, and the Liberals reluctantly went along with
that motion. Since then Mr Baillieu and the rest of his
gang have been quite keen on an independent
commission against corruption. I am starting to think
the main reason is that it is something that can be said
in a 6-second grab.
Aside from that the Liberals do not have any proposals
for the slate of rules, yardsticks and codes that will be
required for an ICAC to be able to do its work. The
purpose of an ICAC is not to go and investigate people
and say, ‘Gee, that guy is a bit dodgy but he has not
broken any laws; therefore we cannot recommend any
charges’. If an ICAC were to be introduced we would
need a range of new yardsticks by which public
officials could be measured and therefore could have
been found to have been in breach, such as a code of
conduct for ministers. I do not know if the Liberal Party
supports that one. Perhaps it could simply say, ‘We will
adopt that code introduced by the former Prime
Minister, Mr Howard’. The Liberal Party will not
support cooling-off periods for ministers, and they will
not support restrictions on post-separation employment
for ministers so long as Peter Costello is sitting there
still working out his retirement plans.
When it comes to donation disclosure, the only thing
the Liberal Party can point to by way of recent record is
what it did in federal government. It introduced a
provision to allow a bloke and his missus to get
together and smurf a quarter of million dollars to the
Liberal Party in lots of $9999.
Mr Pakula interjected.
Mr BARBER — It is a technical term, Mr Pakula; it
means to break large sums of money into smaller
amounts so as to get them through. You have to read
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the literature, Mr Pakula. It is a well-established term in
this context.
The Liberal Party seems to think that by occupying
opposition benches it automatically pushes itself up a
couple layers on to the moral high ground and can
simply sit there and talk about good governance and
how everybody else is corrupt for the next four years.
You actually need to do something about it. This was
its chance to do something about it, and it balked.
This bill is aimed at providing confidence and trust in a
layer of government that is at an extremely important
level. In areas such as Brimbank, Geelong and other
places, that is essential; in fact it is desperately needed.
The invaluable benefits that have been offered by these
sorts of measures, already in place in Western
Australia, a similar jurisdiction, have been completely
downgraded by the two parties here simply fishing
around for an excuse to knock down a bill which
contains a series of measures that it does not like the
implication of.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 4
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Hartland, Ms

Kavanagh, Mr (Teller)
Pennicuik, Ms

Noes, 35
Atkinson, Mr
Broad, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Darveniza, Ms
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr (Teller)
Hall, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Lovell, Ms

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

Motion negatived.

PUBLIC TRANSPORT: DOCUMENT
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I move:
That, in accordance with sessional order 21, there be tabled in
the Council by 4.00 p.m. on 9 September 2008 a copy of the
Expression of Interest Brief document prepared by the
Department of Transport, provided to those expressing
interest in bidding for metropolitan rail and tram franchises.
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The motion is fairly self-explanatory. At the moment
we are putting out for tender our rail and tram
operations in Victoria. All those who have expressed
interest in providing the services have been sent a brief
which contains, I am led to believe, some important
information regarding services, which are of great
interest to all users, and, perhaps, the conditions under
which the government will be running the services for
some period into the future.
Since that document will be available to all potential
bidders, to their contractors, partners, lawyers and no
doubt other people who are in the know within the
industry, I believe it is appropriate that that document
be provided to the Parliament. It was an issue I raised
with the minister during the estimates process when I
received some unclear but considered commitment to
release the document. I understand that subsequently
the document I am referring to, or at least parts of it,
may have been leaked to the shadow Minister for
Public Transport. A couple of stories have appeared in
the Age newspaper. One report is titled ‘$5m on offer to
tram tenderers’. It discloses that the government may be
offering to reimburse the tendering costs of those who
put in tenders simply as a measure to attract more
bidders. I believe a short list has subsequently been
announced and there are only two bidders.
The other story that seems to have arisen out of the
same document was also in the Age of 24 June 2008.
The opening paragraph of the article entitled ‘Softer
line on tardy trains’ states:
Melbourne’s next train and tram operators will face lighter
penalties for late and cancelled services, leaked tender
documents have revealed.

So there is already considerable public interest in this
matter. But it was something of a surprise to me today
to be alerted that the document I am referring to — or at
least what appears to be the document I am referring
to — has been placed on the Department of Transport’s
website.
Mr Pakula — It has been there for weeks.
Mr BARBER — If that is the case I would like to
compliment the government on acting in response to
my request. The document that I downloaded was
originally created, according to the properties section of
the portable document format document, on 9 May, so
it appears to be the document that related to the
beginning of this tender process. My motion calling for
this document was put on the notice paper on about
30 July. The version of the document that we are seeing
originated on 5 August, so it must have been created for
uploading not more than two weeks ago, and
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presumably uploaded some time in those intervening
two weeks.
I congratulate the government if what it is doing is
responding to this earlier notice of motion and my
original query with the minister, and I thank it very
much for doing so. Since I have not had the opportunity
to confirm with the minister or to receive some other
confirmation from the government that the version on
the Web is the version I have asked for — and
remember the wording of my motion is ‘a copy of
the … brief … provided to those expressing
interest …’ — I want to have the opportunity to ensure
that the version on the website is the same thing that
has been provided to those expressing interest. Maybe a
government speaker will stand up and confirm that, but
in any case, if it is the identical document, there is
certainly no harm in all members supporting the
motion. It will be a simple matter on the next sitting
day — the date being provided in my motion — for the
government to table that document, and I will be
pleased to have a further look at it. It is an important
contribution that the government could make in
assisting both members of Parliament and users of the
public transport system to understand what is going on
with the re-franchising process.
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to rise and support the motion by Mr Barber
that under sessional order 21 the expression of interest
brief document prepared by the Department of
Transport provided to those expressing interest in
bidding for the metropolitan rail and tram franchises is
tabled for the perusal of members. If it is correct that
the government has put that document on the internet in
very recent times I think it is a sign that the process in
this chamber is working. I compliment Mr Barber on
having the capacity to extract this document from the
government. It does raise the question about the
government’s good faith in these sorts of processes, but
a circumstance where the document becomes more
widely available can only be welcomed.
I also make the point that whether or not key
documents of this type are in the public domain or not
is a very live issue. I know that the Economic
Development and Infrastructure Committee of this
Parliament has a reference at the moment to look at the
release of public sector information and processes to
ensure that the enormous reservoirs of information held
by government are more completely and more freely
available to the community. In that sense the processes
that this chamber is increasingly focused on — that is
obtaining information from the government — are in a
sense a necessary set of processes, given that this
government has not been as free and open as it could or
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indeed should have been. I, and those who use freedom
of information requests regularly, understand the
frustration and difficulty we encounter with
government and government departments, the
deliberate obstruction and obfuscation that goes on
between parts of the department as FOI officers in some
cases valiantly seek to retrieve information from less
compliant sections of departments or statutory
authorities. FOI officers on some occasions run into
heavy weather when dealing with ministers and senior
bureaucrats who seek and have been shown on a
number of occasions to have interfered in what should
be a statutory process where the rights, duties and
obligations are laid out very clearly by the Freedom of
Information Act.
The importance of this process under sessional
order 21, where documents can be obtained on a
motion of the Legislative Council, cannot be valued too
highly. It is in a sense a default where the difficulty
under FOI and other government information processes
is circumvented, and the government is required to
answer in a very public way where it chooses not to
provide information. In this case it appears that
Mr Barber’s approach has been successful. If the
document that has appeared on the website in recent
times is not the full version of the expression of interest
brief, I trust that the government, pursuant to this notice
of motion, will provide that document by 9 September.
I compliment Mr Barber on moving this motion. We
look forward to examining this version of the document
and seeing the government held to account on this
matter more often.
Mr PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — The
government will not be opposing the motion. In answer
to a couple of the points made by Mr Barber, it is my
understanding that the document I have is the document
that he seeks. In preparing for this motion I went to the
Department of Transport website to see if the document
was there. It was as simple as going to the Department
of Transport website, clicking on ‘Public transport’,
then clicking on ‘What’s new’ and — voila! — there
was the expression of interest brief. It was not difficult
to find and it was there in its totality. I did not want to
waste a tree by printing it all out, but I printed out the
front page. It was not difficult to find; I think the whole
thing took me about 45 seconds. I understand it has
been up for weeks, since either a day or two prior to
Mr Barber giving notice of this motion or a day or two
after. It is not my understanding that there it is any
relationship whatsoever between Mr Barber giving
notice of this motion and it appearing on the website. It
was on the website because it was always going to be
there. This serves as an instruction to all members of
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the chamber in moving motions about the production of
documents.
Mr P. Davis — Don’t lecture us on that; you do not
have form on this issue.
Mr PAKULA — Let me finish, Mr Davis. I would
have thought that members should exhaust other
avenues before coming into the chamber and
demanding that government ministers produce
documents, and one of these avenues would be a
Google search. As I said, it was not a difficult process.
Mr D. Davis interjected.
Mr PAKULA — Mr David Davis talks about
examining the document now and holding the
government to account. I put it to him that he could
have examined it at any time over the last three weeks.
He could have been examining it for weeks now,
because it has been there for weeks.
Mr D. Davis interjected.
Mr PAKULA — No, it has been on the Department
of Transport website for weeks.
Mr D. Davis — No, we had it weeks before that.
Mr PAKULA — If you had it weeks before that,
Mr Davis, why didn’t you give a copy to Mr Barber
and save us the trouble? You have been working
together very well on other matters.
I simply say this: it is incumbent on members to use
their own endeavours to find documents and exhaust
some avenues for bringing motions such as this before
the house, otherwise it will continue to appear to
members of the government that these motions are a
device to obtain political advantage rather than a
genuine attempt to obtain information. The information
has been there and easy to access for weeks.
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I will just speak briefly in response to
Mr Pakula. It would be easy to believe that the
government had the intention of putting this document
on the website if it were not for the fact that in a Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee hearing this May
the Minister for Public Transport indicated in response
to a question from Mr Barber that it was not the
government’s intention that this document be made
public. In fact the minister took the advice from
Mr Betts, the Secretary of the Department of Transport,
who indicated that it would not be appropriate for that
document to be put on the website.
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Mr Pakula asks the house to believe that it is mere
coincidence that despite the minister and the secretary
of the department saying they would not release the
document, it mysteriously appeared on the
department’s website within days — as Mr Pakula said,
either a couple of days before or a couple of days
after — of the notice of motion being given by
Mr Barber. While we would like to believe that there
has been a change of heart on the part of the
government in relation to its handling of documents and
its release of documents to this Parliament, and while
we would like to take on face value Mr Pakula’s
assurances that it was always the department’s intention
that the document be released, the history of other
inquiries the Parliament has undertaken and documents
the Parliament has sought would suggest that is not the
case. Therefore I urge the house to support the motion.
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — I was not going to
enter this debate, but I cannot sit here and listen to
members of the opposition lecturing this government
about appearances at Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearings. Members need to remember that
former Premier Kennett never attended PAEC hearings.
Under his government ministers never attended PAEC
hearings. That government nobbled the
Attorney-General. It was a government of complete
secrecy. By stark contrast, this government has been
absolutely open, using websites to release documents. If
the opposition wants to get into a tit-for-tat debate about
openness and accountability, the government will enter
that any time.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — To be
fair to both sides I have gone back to the transcript of
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee hearing
where the document was first requested, informally.
Both Mr Pakula and Mr Rich-Phillips are members of
the committee and were almost certainly there. I think I
have seen where the confusion arose. My first question
to the minister in relation to the document was, and I
quote from the transcript of the hearing:
Just for clarification, that invitation to tender document,
which describes the thing they will be tendering for, will that
be a public document?
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I am comfortable to provide what I can, because a lot of it is
information that is already in the public domain, I have to say.
I just want to take advice in terms of probity and some of the
commercial issues …

To be reasonable to all sides, I think a little bit of
communication is all that was needed here. Earlier in
the piece I approached some members on the
government side to ask if this was the sort of thing we
could vote on without debate. By the sounds of it that is
going to be the outcome — —
Mr Pakula — Except for the debate.
Mr BARBER — Except for the debate part, but it
sounds like we are not going to have to call a division,
so it has been a good day at the office.
Motion agreed to.

MEDICAL TREATMENT (PHYSICIAN
ASSISTED DYING) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 30 July; motion of
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan).
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I am pleased to
have the opportunity to speak on this bill. Firstly it is a
rare thing indeed that members have an opportunity to
consider a private members bill, and secondly it is rarer
thing indeed to have the opportunity to consider a bill
before the Parliament with a free vote. It is an
extraordinary thing that a free vote is being allowed for
all members of all parties. As observers of
parliamentary practice well understand, the nature of
the robust contemporary democracy we have is built
around groups in the Parliament — in modern terms,
parties — having a fairly rigid view about the utilisation
of their voting block. A private members bill on a
contentious social policy question allows us — that is,
the Parliament — to function briefly as, in my view, it
should always. Political reality dictates that that is not
the case. Members carefully and independently develop
their understanding and opinion and then debate, amend
and vote according to their conscience.

Ms Kosky, the Minister for Public Transport, replied:
I do not think so, but I am actually going to seek advice here.

Then Mr Betts said:
It is not our intention at this stage, subject to subsequent
decisions by the minister …

By the end of that exchange the minister was being
more forthcoming. Later she said:

The bill before us is about a number of things which I
will come to shortly. However, in part it deals with
what is in effect, in my view, institutionalised
discrimination — that is, the difference between the
socially competent and the vast majority of us who are
socially incompetent. That is to say it specifically deals
with the ability to acquire the means of assistance to die
in an open, honest and transparent way. I respect all the
representations that have been made by both
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proponents and opponents of the bill. Just as those
individuals who choose to express their views have a
right to do so, so too the subject with which we are
dealing is fundamentally one of an individual’s right,
and that is the right to choose. This therefore must
necessarily be balanced against inadvertent
consequences, including coercion. It is my view that in
the law generally, and particularly in this area, there is
incremental development and that the bill before this
house is a step in a process of extending the rights of
individuals to control or choose the way they will end
their life.
However, before I go further I wish to deal with a
matter of process. I ask that the reasoned amendment
standing in my name be circulated for the information
of the house, and I move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place ‘standing order 16.06 be suspended to
enable the contents of the bill to be referred to the Legislation
Committee for inquiry, consideration and report and that the
bill not be read a second time until the Council has considered
the final report of the committee on the bill’ and that —
(1) Standing order 16.14 be suspended to enable the
committee to present its final report to the Council no
later than 31 March 2009;
(2) The committee present such interim reports as it deems
necessary on the bill to the Council to inform the
Council of its progress in the inquiry but that any such
reports will not recommend any amendments to the bill;
(3) Standing order 16.16(2) be suspended to enable the chair
of the committee, upon the presentation of any interim
report, to move without notice, ‘That the Council take
note of the report’;
(4) Standing order 16.11(3) be suspended and that the
member in charge of the bill, and such other persons
nominated by the member or determined by the
committee may give evidence to the committee; and
(5) The committee’s inquiry be advertised and written
submissions sought on the bill.

In moving the reasoned amendment I wish to talk a
little bit about process. I think it is important that we
consider the challenge we have been presented with by
the introduction of this bill. There are a number of ways
of handling any legislative proposal. It is unusual for a
legislative proposal to be initiated in the Legislative
Council. It is more rare now than it used to be, and that
is a proper reflection of the changing nature of this
chamber and its becoming a chamber which surely is in
the embryonic phase of development into a more
coherent house of review than it was in the past when it
was predominantly a house which was clearly
controlled by either government or opposition for the
time being. It is clear that the electoral reforms made
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coincidentally with the last general election in Victoria
have led to a changed dynamic in this chamber and that
that is, as the facts are, necessarily moving the chamber
into a different mode of operation. Therefore legislation
other than private members bills is not being initiated in
the Council. We can presume that it will continue to be
the case that in the future no government will be likely
to initiate a bill in the Council. I recall, as may former
members who are present, bills being initiated in the
Council in former times.
In any event, the process that we have now is that we
can debate this bill, we can come to a conclusion at the
end of the second-reading debate and we can vote for or
against the bill. The bill may, if the second reading is
agreed to, go to the committee of the whole for
consideration in detail and be amended prospectively. I
note that the mover of the bill has indicated to members
that there will be prospective amendments, which have
been circulated. As I understand it, she is proposing
these amendments to clarify some aspects of the bill
that have been raised not during the course of this
debate but during the time between the introduction of
the bill and the debate commencing. Issues were raised
by stakeholders that warranted a response, and the
mover of the bill, Colleen Hartland, has sought to
clarify some of those issues by suggesting some
amendments that she will seek to move in committee.
Having explained that that is possible if the bill passes
the second-reading stage and is amended in the
committee stage, members will then be asked again to
deliberate on the third reading and to vote according to
their conscience on the third reading. The process that
could be followed in respect of this bill is that at the
conclusion of debate, a second-reading vote could be
taken; if that vote were agreed, the bill could go to a
committee of the whole.
It could also go to the Legislation Committee, which
was established under the standing orders of the
Legislative Council prior to the last election at a time, I
remind members, when the current government held a
majority in this place. It was a committee established on
the motion of the Leader of the Government, essentially
to create an opportunity for legislation to be considered
in more detail than is possible by the committee of the
whole and to have an interchange with the relevant
minister in a way that would lead to a better
understanding of the bill and a proper discussion
around the detail and operation of that bill.
The opposition notes that — —
An honourable member interjected.
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Mr P. DAVIS — I should not speak for the
opposition at this point, should I? I am speaking as an
individual, I have to remind myself!
In my case I note that the government, in establishing
the framework for the Legislation Committee, did so in
the spirit of fair play and goodwill, and that is fine. But
when it came to the establishment of the membership
and composition of that committee subsequent to the
election, it was again on the motion of the Leader of the
Government that the members of that committee were
appointed.
In every sense the construct and membership of the
Legislation Committee means that it is fully a creature
of the government. I regard the Legislation Committee
as a reflection of the balance that the government
perceived was appropriate to ensure that any matter
referred to it could be dealt with in an equitable manner.
For those who wonder why I have suggested that, if this
bill is to be further considered in detail, it should be
referred to the Legislation Committee, that is because I
think it is a committee which is at least risk of the
suggestion of partisanship and is more likely to meet
the expectations of members of this house.
Certainly the Legislation Committee is a committee of
this house, not a committee of the Parliament of the
whole. The reason, again, that I have sought to propose
that the Legislation Committee should be the body to
which the bill is referred is that the bill is presently a
bill of the Legislative Council; it is not a matter which
is before the lower house and therefore before the
government, in a sense. The government controls the
Assembly and it controls the legislative program in the
Assembly. In this house, members who have introduced
a private member’s bill are able by various
collaborative means to advance debate on that bill, and
that is what we are doing today. Again, I respect the
integrity of the Legislative Council’s arrangements in
that regard.
What are the opportunities available to the Legislation
Committee in undertaking scrutiny of the bill? There
have been matters raised in the course of debate so far
which have indicated that members in this house have
issues they wish to pursue or that they have hesitations
about. Several of the members who have clearly spoken
on the basis of principle have made it clear they would
not support this bill nor probably any other bill relating
to the same subject.
It would seem to me there has been a reasonable case
put by the members who have spoken before me that
there has not been an adequate public policy process
undertaken in the development of the bill. In so saying I
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respect the effort made by the advocacy group Dying
With Dignity and the people who have been directly
involved in developing the legislation. I think they are
well motivated, notwithstanding the fact that their
views may not be shared universally, because they
believe in the subject they are advancing.
However, because the bill has been developed in the
way that it has, it effectively means that there has not
been a fulsome public policy debate around it. That is
not a deficiency of the bill itself; it is simply a
deficiency in the process, and it is in our hands to
remediate that deficiency. We have an opportunity with
the bill to, by reference to the Legislation Committee,
create a window of opportunity for public debate on
this subject, irrespective of which position members
actually hold. Whether members are for or against
legislation of this sort, it is an opportunity for the
Parliament to control, develop and manage the serious
public policy debate required.
If we go back to a little history, legislation dealing with
dying with dignity has been proposed in former times.
Although I was not here, my understanding is that a
former member of this place, a former President — as a
private member — was advancing legislation in this
place back in the early 1980s. As part of the consequent
political process, in 1985 a reference was given to the
Social Development Committee of the Parliament,
which made its final report to the Parliament in April
1987. It made many recommendations; some of those
recommendations were adopted and transposed into
legislation. In fact we still have an act of Parliament
today which deals with dying with dignity matters and
which is still coherent and relevant.
This is another step in the development of the law. It is
not a new issue. It is 20 years this year since the first
significant changes to the law were made with the
Medical Treatment Act. These days 20 years seems like
a fairly short period in my lifetime, but it is actually
quite a long period without a review of this area of the
law.
I would like to deal with some of the comments of my
colleagues, and in doing so pay credit to them,
irrespective of their party affiliation, because one of the
great things about a private members bill and a debate
on what is a matter of conscience is that it brings out
the best in the parliamentary process. Therefore, I have
taken a great and keen interest in the contributions
made by all members, and I have to say that all the
members who have preceded me have coherently
articulated their views. To be frank, I feel a little
intimidated about contributing to this debate because I
feel inadequate to the task. That might be the feeling of
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most of us in this place — that this is such an important
matter that we wonder if we are able to adequately
express our views, which are a distillation of our own
experience, background and the views expressed to us
by way of representation.
I note particularly a number of members raised some
concerns. Bearing in mind parliamentary procedure and
that I cannot quote from Hansard at this point, I can
allude to the comments that they made.
Mr Hall, in introducing the subject, made the point that
as he got up to speak he still had not determined his
view on this bill. I understood just how he felt, because
it is a very weighty matter. He went on to talk about the
process, and he argued that the process of developing
statutes is something that requires broad participation.
He suggested that a parliamentary committee or another
process would broaden the consultation in terms of the
development of the bill. Mr Hall was expressing a
hesitation about the process, and I think it was a
reasonable position for him to take. It is a hesitation
which I clearly share. That is, I do not reflect on the
motives and the effort and the quality of the
workmanship in the development of the bill; I am just
putting a proposition at the moment that a number of
members have hesitations about the bill and perhaps
that reflects that there has not been a sufficiently wide
process.
It is important that we note what other members had to
say. My colleague Mr Vogels gave a very thoughtful
and personal contribution, which I think all members
who listened would have been moved by. He made the
point at the start of the debate that he thought he would
support the bill. In fact he thought he was sure he would
support the bill. Later on he suggested that he
understood the good intentions of the bill, but after
weighing it all up in all conscience he decided he could
not support it. Without reflecting upon Mr Vogels’s
sincerity, because I know it was a very sincere
contribution, it is about the difficulty we have in
resolving these matters of conscience. There are clearly
very difficult issues on the one hand and the other to
address.
Mr Pakula made the point that we needed to deal with
this seriously, because some of the provisions of the bill
could, in some circumstances, constitute murder.
Therefore, the bill needs to be impeccable in drafting, in
logic and in its protections. For that reason he was not
going to support the bill. That is a clear position from
Mr Pakula. In saying that, what he was reflecting on
was whether or not the protections and the detail of the
bill were adequate. Members of the Parliament are
operating as independent members, without what I
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would describe as the usual supports of testing
legislation in party forums, which is where most of the
deliberation about bills occurs. Members would well
understand that each of our parties, whether the
government, the opposition or other parties, has
detailed processes in which consideration of bills goes
on in a fairly delegated way and in which detailed
reports are provided and a proper and comprehensive
analysis is undertaken. It is more challenging to do that
as individuals.
I thought Ms Pulford gave a great speech on the
subject, and I was surprised how well she tackled the
task. Clearly she had difficulty with her conclusion,
because she made it quite clear she supported in
principle the direction that the bill was trying to take.
But she had serious concerns about elements of the bill,
and suggested that it was probably inappropriate just to
hope that the Legislative Assembly would fix up
anything that might be deficient. Therefore she said she
hoped that one day she would be able to support law
reform in this area, but that she could not support this
bill. That was a useful and meaningful contribution.
I am of the view that, irrespective of whether members
of this place support this bill or do not support this
bill — that is immaterial to the question — it is clear
that the community expectation is that the Parliament
will address these difficult issues, just as the Parliament
is now addressing abortion law reform. I cannot predict
the outcome of that debate in the Legislative Assembly,
but clearly there is a community expectation that the
Parliament will deal with these challenging matters and
do so constructively. So I have sought to find a way that
we can pay respect to the views of all the participants in
this debate, irrespective of the personal views that they
hold, and ensure that there is a decent, thorough and
comprehensive public policy debate around this
through a parliamentary committee — that committee
being the Legislative Council Legislation
Committee — to ensure that there is a proper level of
transparency. Those who are opponents and those who
are proponents can have a forum where they can
publicly put their positions.
I remind all members that although we all have equally
voluminous files on this subject — I have had a similar
volume of representations from proponents as I do from
opponents — at the end of the day they are private
matters; they are matters of private correspondence. We
have not had a public process where the arguments
have been able to be distilled other than during the
debate in this Parliament. It seems to me that the
proponents and opponents should surely have the
opportunity to argue their cases, because it is my
judgement that this issue is not going to be resolved
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immediately within this chamber one way or the other.
Whichever side has a better outcome from this debate,
one side will feel frustrated that they have not had the
opportunity to lead their arguments in a public way.
That should be given to them.
I take note of the representations made to all members,
particularly by the Australian Medical Association
Victoria on this bill. Clearly the AMA’s position is that
this bill should not be passed by the Parliament, but it
qualified its advice by saying:
If the AMA Victoria’s advice is rejected and the bill is
considered worthy by the Parliament, there are practical
issues that must be addressed through amendments.

That is a very pertinent comment. We have had the
representations in chief, or the broad representations,
but because this is a private members bill with a
conscience vote and there is no machinery of
government around the bill, we have not been able to
get down to a process that would enable all of these
issues that are important to be distilled and argued in
the minutia that they really need to be before we can
take the next step with legislative reform. I am arguing
essentially that this is a continuum. The development of
the law in any area of policy is generally a continuum.
There are small steps; we rarely take huge steps. There
are occasional great leaps, but most legislation, and
indeed the development of the law in general whether it
is judge-made law or statute law, is made
incrementally. That is the whole basis of the
development of the law.
I am just a bush lawyer. I have not studied law
formally, but I am a legislator, and today is a rare
opportunity for me to behave as a legislator, in the
sense that as a representative of a party I do not often
have that opportunity in as stark terms as we do today. I
argue that before I make a final determination on how I
would vote on this bill, as a legislator I want to be
confident that all matters raised with me, or indeed
matters that I am unaware of that have been raised with
others, have been properly examined by a respected
group of members of this house to whom the matter has
been delegated and that a report has been made to the
house.
I want to talk a little about how members of Parliament
should determine their position on such a bill. As I said
previously, on this bill and on the abortion bill which is
in the Assembly there is equal weight — if I can argue
that — of opinion coming from constituents. Some are
very organised, and some arguments are just from the
heart. On this issue the question for members of
Parliament is how to decide whether to support or not
support such a bill. For me there are a number of issues
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and arguments that have been made to me as an
individual member of Parliament that need to be
understood and weighed in the balance, and it is also
necessary to look at the evidence available on what the
general public thinks. According to the published data,
it is clear that the overwhelming majority — that is,
80 per cent — of Australians support legislation of this
type, and indeed 82 per cent of Victorians support it.
Only a small minority — that is, 14 per cent of
Australians and 13 per cent of Victorians — oppose
physician-assisted dying legislation. In a religious
context, I was interested in the polling data, which
shows that four out of five Anglicans, or 82 per cent,
support the legislation; three out of four Catholics, or
74 per cent, support it; and 9 out of 10 who profess not
to have any religion at all, or 91 per cent, support this
sort of legislation. That is one parcel of information you
can take into consideration.
Another issue to be considered concerns the view of the
medical profession, because at the end of the day the
pointy end of this bill is how the medical profession
deals with it. I was interested to be advised that in
relation to a question to medicos as to whether a patient
suffering intolerably with no realistic chance of
improvement is able to make a careful and rational
decision to die peacefully, 94 per cent of Victorian
doctors agree that such a request can be reasonable.
That does not actually mean that they would wish to
participate. It means that in that context they would see
it to be reasonable.
One way many people form a view on any particular
issue is by asking what the populist view is. What does
the Herald Sun vox pop indicate? What I am arguing is
that that is just a piece of information, and it should not
be given undue weight in the deliberations that we
undertake today. A fairly simplistic question, having
been tested in a poll, should not automatically be
rubber-stamped, and parliamentarians should not come
into the house and vote according to whatever the latest
poll data indicates. We have been sent here by our
electorates to use our best judgement to form the law in
this state.
I have experienced some challenging times as a
member of Parliament. I was a member of a
government that saw it as necessary to take hard and
unpopular decisions in the interests of the financial
viability of the state. Many of the things I have been
involved in during my parliamentary life have not
necessarily at the time been regarded as incredibly
popular. Were I a member of a party of lesser people —
people without intestinal fortitude — I suspect that the
party then in government would not have made the
decisions that were made.
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A great part of the education of parliamentary life is
that you have to detach yourself from the desire to be
popular and follow the dictates of your conscience. At
the end of the day — that is a terrible phrase in this
context — we must always use our best judgement,
because that is why we are here. We have been
delegated a task, and it is that task that I want to address
as a matter of course.
One of the challenges we have is how to deal with the
competing rights in this bill. We have to calculate how
to balance the competing rights and determine
essentially what they are. I have alluded in part to what
they are. Essentially they are about self-determination
and a person having the right to decide for themselves,
within their own framework of belief. There are many
people whose framework of belief and faith would not
allow them to ever exercise that choice. As legislators
we must respect that.
For my own part I can say unequivocally that, to me,
the most fundamental part of my belief is the dignity of
the human being, and that in part turns on the question
of informed choice. People must have the opportunity
to decide for themselves the majority of their
behaviours. Providing that their actions do no harm to
others, then they should be free to make that choice.
That is the basis on which I have sought to represent
my constituents in the whole of the time I have been in
Parliament, and I will continue to do so.
I respect the fact that many people will be extremely
distressed about the notion that such legislation could
be made available, but I say without embarrassment
that the precedent has already been set by the Medical
Treatment Act 1988. If you want black-letter law you
can look at it to see what the contemporary values of
Victoria were then — and in my view they have
hardened now. Nobody would want to undo what was
done with that legislation in 1988; nobody would
consider undoing it, so it is taken as a given.
In that sense I refer to the Scrutiny of Acts and
Regulations Committee’s Alert Digest No. 8 of June
this year, which states:
The committee notes the provisions in the bill concern
matters of fundamental and competing rights. The provisions
necessarily involve a careful balancing of the necessary
public interest in preserving life and establishing laws
concerning criminal conduct in terminating life, and on the
other hand, the right of a mentally competent adult to have
their wishes respected in choosing not to endure further
intolerable suffering in the face of a terminal or incurable
illness.

And further:
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The Parliament should consider whether the provisions in the
bill achieve a proportionate and reasonable balancing of the
public interest in providing for appropriate laws concerning
the unlawful termination of life and the right of
self-determination in the face of intolerable suffering.

That fairly neatly sums up the conundrum confronting
members of Parliament. It is a conundrum, and there
are competing rights. As I alluded to earlier there is an
associated risk which can only be summarised as
coercion, and that is a significant hesitation for
everybody in considering this bill.
The Medical Treatment Act 1988 created certain
offences relating to not permitting medical treatment to
be given to a patient who has indicated that they wished
to refuse treatment under that act. Just as that act
created an inalienable right of a patient to refuse
treatment and therefore to die, so this bill proposes
another step in the determination by a patient on how
their medical treatment should progress. If they come to
a conclusion that they wish to advance what may
otherwise be a natural course by the removal of
treatment, then they should equally have that choice,
because, in my judgement at the end of the day it is a
matter for that individual rather than a matter for the
state to determine.
It is important to note that in both the Medical
Treatment Act 1988 and the Medical Treatment
(Physician Assisted Dying) Bill, which we are
considering today, certain protections are put in place
regarding the medical profession, and there are
constraints on what interventions can be taken that do
not accord with the wishes of the individual. I
wholeheartedly support those constraints.
It is also relevant for us to note that the Victorian
Crimes Act states that suicide is no longer a crime.
Having determined that suicide is not a crime, it seems
to me entirely inconsistent for us to be arguing that a
person should not be able to do something which for
some people is extremely difficult.
Earlier on I spoke about socially competent and socially
incompetent people. According to Australian Bureau of
Statistics data, each week some four Australians aged
over 70 years kill themselves. I find that a horrendous
statistic, because I am confronted by it. You do not
wish to think of people you know doing such things,
and, to be candid, at my age I am getting to know a lot
of people who are aged over 70. It seems to me that if
people are unilaterally taking an action to terminate
their own life, because that is a conscientious choice
they have made, then they should not be doing that in
isolation from the people who are best able to care for
them, because they might make other choices. With
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openness, transparency and an open dialogue they
might choose palliative care and not choose to take
their own life, and I think that is the evidence in other
jurisdictions where similar legal frameworks apply. I
would be encouraging those members of this place who
have reservations about this bill to take that into
account.
Under the Victorian Crimes Act suicide is recognised
as not being illegal; we are free to take our own lives.
That decision is a personal choice. The reasons for
doing so are absolutely incomprehensible to me at this
time in my life, but I understand that there may be a
point in my life, and indeed in the lives of others, where
it is a choice.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! The sitting is suspended until the ringing of the
bells.
Sitting suspended 5.08 p.m. until 5.21 p.m.

DISTINGUISHED VISITOR
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Elasmar) —
Order! I would like to welcome to the gallery a former
member of this house and former cabinet secretary, the
Honourable Rosemary Varty.
MEDICALTREATMENTS(PHY
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Debate resumed.
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — Following the
interruption I want to briefly recap before I move
directly to my concluding comments. In regard to the
terms of reference given to the former Social
Development Committee of the Parliament on
17 December 1985 there was an inclusion in the terms
of reference that I should recite for the information of
members of the house. It was:
… to invite public submissions, especially from those who
care for patients, to consider, make recommendations and
make a final report to Parliament before 11 September 1986,
having regard to the greatly increased technological capacity
to sustain life …

It included a further reference asking a question in
relation to establishing the right to die. In response in
that report the committee found a couple of things, and
I wish to put them on the record for the benefit of the
house. It states in chapter 2.1, which refers to
implications of developments in medical technology
and pharmaceutics, that:
The committee’s terms of reference require it to ‘make a final
report to Parliament … having regard to the greatly increased
technological capacity to sustain life …’. Therefore this factor
underlies the establishment of the inquiry. The increasingly
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common situation occurs where patients, who otherwise
would have died as a result of natural causes, can now be
sustained indefinitely as a result of the intervention of
artificial life support equipment, or other medical and surgical
procedures.

It further states:
On the other hand, benefits in medical technology have
brought with them less desirable features such as the ability to
maintain, almost indefinitely, a person’s biological existence,
sometimes in a severe comatose and vegetative state.
Unfortunately, in some cases there is no possible hope of
ultimate recovery. However, the patient may, even though
comatosed, be sufficiently sentient to experience pain or
severe discomfort. The patient, although not suffering from
actual physical pain, may experience a sense of severe
discomfort similar to the ‘terror’ or ‘fear’ or ‘pain’
experienced in a particularly vivid nightmare — except that
this nightmare is not ended by the dawn.

They are two particularly relevant extracts. I remind
members that the principal purpose of the Medical
Treatment Act 1988, which resulted from that inquiry,
was to clarify the law relating to the right of patients to
refuse medical treatment, to establish a procedure for
clearly indicating a decision and to refuse medical
treatment to enable an agent to make decisions about
legal treatment on behalf of an incompetent person. It is
important for us to understand what the Medical
Treatment Act says in the context of the bill before us,
because I keep coming back to the central point of my
argument, which is that this is a continuum.
We are not actually breaking new ground here, with
great respect to those who argue that we are. In fact
there is no new ground being broken. Since 1988 in
Victoria patients have by law had the right to choose to
die by withdrawing their medical treatment. That has
been the law for 20 years. The practice is somewhat
different. I will speak about that, because I did speak
earlier about social competence. There are those people
who are very literate, who are better able to deal with
the challenges of society and who can make, through
their own personal connections, arrangements to
advance what otherwise may be their natural date of
death. In other words, they can presently find the means
and, without making a sweeping accusation about the
medical profession, persuade certain practitioners to
assist them with their choice in regard to their right to
die.
There is no point beating around the bush. Just as
before 1988 when that act came into force it suddenly
became legal for a patient to decide that they did not
want further treatment, that had been the case in
practice for many years. The reality was that patients
were regularly put in a position where their life support
was switched off. My view is that we do not want to be
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confused about this. When a person makes a free,
informed choice, who is it that should interpose
themselves with respect to that choice with some
sanctimonious judgement that their view is superior to
the opinion of the patient involved in the treatment?
In relation to the construction of the bill it is useful to
note that the bill was developed with the guidance of
Professor David Kelly, the former chairman of the
Victorian Law Reform Commission, who said in part:
Simplicity and transparency are not always features of
legislation. The bill has been written in such a way as to
ensure that it can be understood by as wide an audience as
possible — an overriding principle. Some members of
Parliament may be uncomfortable at first, simply because
they are not used to it.

I thought that was having a pretty fair dig and it is
probably right. We do tend to be overly complex in the
way we address legislative proposals. It is important
that the bill is very straightforward so that a layperson
generally has the capacity to understand their rights
before the law in regard to this bill. That is critically
important.
I come back to informed consent or informed choice.
We have to have an informed community in regard to
these matters so people can make their appropriate
personal choices in respect of their own treatment. It
may be when they are given these options and if they
have the open and transparent discussion with medical
advisers, they may conclude that the best option for
them is not to self-administer a lethal medicine but to
seek increased levels of palliative care support. I do not
think you can have that discussion if there are concerns
about the legality of those choices which are available.
As I say, I think the present law discriminates against
those who are less socially competent and denies them
choice in terms of their quality of life.
I note that a former Justice of the Supreme Court,
Professor George Hampel, made some comments about
the bill. He said:
The proposed legislation would enable doctors to help people
in a professional and open, but controlled, way to end their
misery. The safeguards provided are impressive and adequate
to protect the sufferer, his or her family, the doctors involved
and the community.
It is, I think, in the community’s interests that, while life is
respected, it can be ended by those who suffer intolerably and
wish to exercise their free choice. It is important that this right
can be exercised in a controlled way, without subterfuge and
misuse.

I think he says much more eruditely what I am
attempting to say. It is interesting that these matters and
rights with which we deal are replicated in various
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ways. There are protections for practitioners with
respect to the Medical Treatment Act; there are
protections for patients and there are penalties for
practitioners who do not respect the wishes of patients.
The Medical Treatment (Physician Assisted Dying) Bill
sets out those same protections for both the
practitioners and patients and creates offences in respect
of not respecting those choices. That is important. But
again I use the word ‘choices’ advisedly.
I was interested to note — it is a matter that we will
deal with at some other time — that the bill introduced
yesterday in the lower house on abortion law reform, an
initiative of the government, contains what are
interesting clauses with respect to dealing with the
conscientious objection by practitioners in the event of
urgent medical procedures relating to abortion; in other
words, when life is threatened. It just goes to show in
the context of all these matters with which we are
dealing that it is very complicated and complex to
ensure that those rights and competing demands are in
balance.
In conclusion, I make a couple of brief points. In my
view the bill before the house is a bill that I am able to
support. I do not have the hesitations other members
have expressed. The matter of principle before the
house in relation to providing the legal framework to
allow informed choice to be made about the end of life
is fundamental to my belief system — that is, the right
of a human being, providing it is based against any
harm to others, to make their own choices and be
judged before their own god. It is not a matter for me as
a practising Anglican to make a judgement about the
other faith systems in the world or, indeed, the
differences between the different arms of the Christian
church. We all have a history; we all have our own
experience of life from our family environment, from
our educational experience and from our workplace —
and there is no greater learning workplace than
Parliament. All these are inputs into how we make our
own choices. It is not a matter for me to presume to tell
others and to limit their choices. I am quite comfortable
about supporting the bill because it fits within my
framework of philosophical belief. It also fits into what
I regard as an appropriate legislative response to
advance this issue.
But I am respectful of the concerns that have been
raised by people in the community who are
passionately opposed to the bill. I am also particularly
respectful of the hesitations expressed by a number of
parliamentarians. For that reason I argue that it would
be sensible for the Parliament to consider and reflect
more deeply on the issue before it so that there is a
transparent public policy debate around this issue which
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can be facilitated by the upper house, resourced by
what is notionally the senior upper house committee,
being the Legislation Committee of this chamber, and
properly resourced by the Parliament. I put that forward
as a proposal to give everybody the opportunity to
consider it. In closing I will explain what the
deliberative steps are.
The reasoned amendment I have moved will be put at
the end of the second-reading debate before
consideration of the second-reading question. In other
words, the decision to refer the bill to the Legislation
Committee will be taken before a decision is made on
the passage of the bill. If my reasoned amendment is
supported, the question about the second reading would
be, if you like, suspended until the committee had
reported back to the house. When the report comes
back from the committee it can, on the motion of the
Chair, be debated. If there are findings and
recommendations from the committee that should be
taken into consideration by the Parliament, those
matters can be dealt with in a debate about the report.
Then members would be better informed and clearly
have the capacity to make a decision on the second
reading of the bill. That then presumes, if this reasoned
amendment is supported — and I urge the house to
support it — that a vote on the second reading in effect
would be deferred until next year after the committee
reports.
If the second reading were passed there would be no
difficulty with the house, if it so chooses, sending the
bill to the committee of the whole. In my view that
would have to occur because there are already
amendments proposed and there may be others
forthcoming, and there may be amendments as a result
of the recommendations from the Legislation
Committee. That is broadly the process. Ultimately,
members do not really need to finalise their position on
the bill until the third reading, after they have seen the
final form of the bill in the event that it is amended.
Taking that logic one more step, in the event that the
house agrees to refer the bill to the Legislation
Committee, a report will come back next year from the
Legislation Committee and be considered by the house.
That report may form the basis of decisions that
members make on their second-reading vote on the bill.
If in their wisdom they would like to see any
amendments implemented so that they could
understand how that finally determines the shape of the
legislation, they could make their final decision on the
bill at the third-reading stage.
That is what I would ask those members who are
hesitating on this bill to do. If members would like to
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have a considered position as a consequence of
understanding the nature of any changes to this bill as a
result of the amending process, in effect they can make
their final decision on the third reading. That process of
a committee inquiry, a report back to Parliament,
further debate on the report and consideration by the
committee of the whole of any amendments would
allow the capacity for the house to give this issue a
proper, open, public policy process which all
stakeholders, whether opponents or proponents, could
support, and they could at least be satisfied that they
had been heard, irrespective of the outcome of this
legislative proposal. In any event, I commend the bill to
the house.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Ms Pennicuik) —
Order! I inform the house that debate is now on the bill
and the reasoned amendment.
Mr VINEY (Eastern Victoria) — I think this is the
second time in this parliamentary term that the house
has dealt with a conscience vote; the last one being
about a year ago on the stem cell issue. I argued in that
debate that it is possible on these matters of conscience
to come to different conclusions and different sound
ethical and moral positions. By way of example I talked
about how in the mid-1800s a young couple migrated to
Australia and some years later the woman started to get
the shakes. Her illness was not diagnosed in her time,
but it is now known as Huntington’s disease. That
woman was my great-great-grandmother. I argued that
it was possible for one to ethically support stem cell
research on the grounds of the benefit that could come
to my relatives, the descendants of Mary Viney.
One of those descendants was a distant cousin of mine.
I will not name him because I have not consulted his
family about this story. I knew him when I was in my
20s. Fifty per cent of the children of anyone with
Huntington’s disease get that disease, and he was one
of the unlucky members of my family who inherited it.
He was a lovely man. In my 20s I learnt that he had
wheeled his wheelchair under a train. He did that
because of his terrible suffering from Huntington’s
disease. The consequence for him was the end of his
life, but there were also enormous consequences for
many others — for his family, of course, but also for
the train driver and the emergency services workers
who had to attend. Apart from anything else it was a
terribly undignified way for him to end his life.
In considering this bill — and I have probably thought
more about it than any other legislation I have had to
deal with in my years in Parliament since 1999 — I
thought about the difficulties some people encounter
when they are struggling at the end of their lives. I have
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balanced that with my experience as a member of
Parliament and as someone responsible for the
development of good legislation in previous roles as
parliamentary secretary. I have to say that experience
tells me that good legislation comes from a sound
policy analysis — a thorough and comprehensive
analysis of the policy options, the policy intent and
where we want to move the law in this state. In looking
at the detail of this bill I have not been able to come to
the conclusion that it is based, firstly, on considering
the policy issues and policy choices that this Parliament
has to resolve. The Medical Treatment Act 1988 is an
example of legislation that came out of that good,
sound policy process — the policy process of the
predecessor to the parliamentary Law Reform
Committee considering the issues and developing
legislation that allowed people to refuse medical
treatment. Unfortunately this bill has not gone through
this process.
There are issues that confront health practitioners every
day. As our medical capacities have increased and
medical technologies have improved we have increased
the burden on health practitioners to make choices that
perhaps they did not have to make many years ago. Our
ability to treat people and keep them alive has
improved. Now medical practitioners, health
professionals and nurses are faced with difficult
decisions every day. I do not think the statute book and
the law as it stands today are fair on health
practitioners. Asking medical practitioners to provide
morphine at increasing doses that they know will
ultimately kill a patient is probably asking them, in
some circumstances, to break the law. Similar conflicts
occur for health professionals regarding the switching
off of machines. It is incumbent upon us as legislators
to resolve some of the inconsistencies in the law, but
unfortunately this bill does not do that. It does not assist
medical practitioners in making those decisions. It does
not deal with the issues of the prescription of morphine
and the turning off of machines. In her second-reading
speech Ms Hartland said the legislation was about
helping to deal with the moral problems we are creating
for our doctors, but in fact I do not believe it does. This
legislation does not assist our doctors in that regard.
The legislation itself has been dealt with at length by
other speakers, and I do not propose to go through a lot
of that detail in terms of my concerns. However, I do
think some of the legislation is inadequately drafted, in
particular in relation to definition issues.
I guess one of the things that first struck me in reading
the legislation was its provision of a definition for
‘intolerable suffering’, which is, if you like, the
precursor requirement for the act to come into force:
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someone needs to be suffering intolerably before the
physician-assisted dying provisions of this bill come
into force. The bill describes intolerable suffering as:
… profound suffering and/or distress, whether physical,
psychological or existential, that is intolerable to the
patient …

I did study the theories of existentialism a bit, but that
was many years ago so I had to go and have another
look at it. Existential simply means existence. What this
definition is really saying is that someone is suffering
intolerably — that is, experiencing the suffering of
existence. That troubled me.
I was troubled by the definition of ‘mental
competence’, in particular where it seemed to say it is
possible for someone with a mental illness to seek the
assistance of a doctor according to the provisions of this
legislation. I think there are issues that have been raised
by other members in relation to the second doctor and
the relationships, and I understand Ms Hartland has
indicated that she would consider some amendments in
that area.
However, where I really started to feel the legislation
had not adequately covered the issues was in relation to
the requirement that a medical practitioner must refer
someone to another medical practitioner who will assist
the person in the way this bill requires them to in
ending their life. In other words, where a medical
practitioner assesses someone as not suitable to end
their life under the provisions of this legislation, if the
patient requires it, that practitioner must refer them to
another medical practitioner who will assist them. That
is the way this legislation is drafted.
Overriding all that is the fact that in the legislation, and
I think it is reasonable, there are assurances that a
medical practitioner cannot be sued or otherwise have
action taken against them in relation to their exercising
of the provisions of this legislation to assist someone to
end their life, except in one instance: the doctor who
does not wish to provide assistance to someone is guilty
of an offence under this bill if they do not refer the
person to someone else. I find that a very difficult
provision to support.
Over the top of all that, there is a serious lack of
supervision or oversight of the provisions of this
legislation. There is no capacity for oversight from the
health services commissioner or the Medical
Practitioners Board of Victoria, nor through any other
process other than an annual report by the coroner to
the Parliament. When you look at the restrictions on
what the coroner can receive in terms of advice from
the doctor who assists a person to die, I am not sure that
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any such report by the coroner to the Victorian
Parliament would provide a particularly robust analysis.
During the debate a number of members have talked
about the fact that in various polling 80 per cent — I
think that is the figure that has been quoted — of the
population supports this physician-assisted dying type
of legislation. As a former pollster I would be interested
to have a look at some of the detail of that, but what I
would say is that if you asked someone a simple
question like whether or not they would support
legislation that enabled a doctor to assist someone to
end their life when they are suffering intolerably, the
person’s response would be based on an assumption
that the person is suffering intolerable pain and the
ending of their life would be in the last days or weeks
of that life when they are suffering intolerable pain.
This legislation goes significantly beyond that. It talks
about the capacity for a person to end their life not
simply in the last days or weeks but almost in
anticipation of future suffering.
I took the trouble to read Ms Hartland’s second-reading
speech. I do not question the bill’s intentions and I am
not, as I said at the outset of my contribution to the
debate, coming at this from a particular moral or ethical
position that is opposed to the consideration of
legislation such as this. I am not sure whether
Ms Hartland intended this in the way that it is said in
her second-reading speech, but I guess this is where we
end up with the questions because as we know a
second-reading speech is very important in the
interpretation of legislation. Ms Hartland said:
If the patient wants to live as long as possible, then let them
look the doctor in the eye and say as much.

I believe that is a reverse of what we are supposed to be
discussing here — not that someone has to say, ‘I want
to live’ but that someone has to say, ‘I want to die’.
These are the things about which we need to be
incredibly careful in legislation.
We are debating this legislation with the experience that
I am sure many of us have had of close family members
whose lives have been ended due to pain relief from
morphine. That has certainly been the case in my
family, but there is also the experience that I outlined of
the cousin of mine who chose to end his life in that
tragic way. In considering all of these issues and in
recognising that as members of Parliament we have an
obligation to lead and to ensure that there is no moral
dilemma for our doctors, we must remember that we
have an obligation to lead responsibly, and this
legislation does not take us down the path of
responsible leadership.
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As the first government speaker after Mr Philip Davis
moved his reasoned amendment, I have been asked to
make clear the government’s position on the reasoned
amendment and the proposed reference to the
Legislation Committee. The government has decided
that it will not support the reasoned amendment and the
reference to the Legislation Committee, and it has done
so for two key reasons. Firstly, the government will not
support the suspension of standing orders as this motion
proposes. Perhaps just commenting on that, the
standing orders were established for good reason in
terms of the processes of consideration of legislation
through the Legislation Committee and so that the
Legislation Committee could not be used as a means of
unnecessarily delaying legislation.
Secondly, as members know, the sessional orders that
were subsequently put in place provide for the
Legislation Committee to meet during government
business time on Tuesdays and Thursdays. The
government has a significant legislative agenda. We
have 14 bills before us at the moment. Some we have
already dealt with and another nine are in the other
place this week. For those two reasons the government
has decided that it will not support the reference to the
Legislation Committee.
As I said earlier in my contribution, it is my view that it
is probably an appropriate time for some
reconsideration to be given to many of these issues, in
particular by way of a review of the Medical Treatment
Act. I do not believe that this legislation deals with
many of the issues confronting health practitioners in
our hospitals every day in relation to the assistance that
they have to give patients in palliative care and other
traumatic circumstances. I believe it would be a useful
thing for there to be a proper policy development
process that allowed this Parliament to consider in a
more comprehensive way these issues and the options
that are before it — that is, initially defining the
problems and then the policy options and the legislative
options that exist for us to deal with those identified
problems. Therefore I will not be able to support the
second reading of the bill before the house.
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
wish to state from the outset as I rise to speak on this
bill that I do so with the deepest respect for the people
who are the proponents of the bill and for the people
who have spoken both for and against it. I value their
views and the earnestness, honesty and openness of the
contributions that everybody has made so far and I am
sure will make to this debate.
Many aspects of the bill affect me deeply, directly and
very personally, and members of my immediate and
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extended family have been touched by many facets that
are highlighted in the arguments both for and against
the bill. For me the bill sets out to reduce fear in
society, but at the same time it produces fear. I know
from firsthand communication with many elderly and
chronically ill citizens of Victoria that this fear is in
abundance in this state. I am hoping that this legislation
is voted down very quickly so that we can promptly put
an end to the fear that is being held by people who feel
they would be targeted should this legislation be
passed.
Much of the intensity of the debate surrounding this
legislation is based on fear of suffering that may never,
ever occur. Throughout human history — from
Cro-Magnon man, Neolithic man, and the development
of shamanic traditions through the millennia, from
when people were concerned about whether at the
winter solstice the sun would ever return and where
lightning came from, and from medieval times when
people believed in a flat earth and were worried that
ships would sail off the edge of the world and people
would be lost forever — fear of the unknown has been
part of the make-up and psyche of human beings.
When the people of Victoria have been asked whether
they support some form of euthanasia, it is often
mentioned, as it is in an article of 3 March, that 80 per
cent of the Australian population favour some type of
euthanasia for the terminally ill. For me this is a very
broad statement and something that just caters to fear.
Another article states that 82 per cent of Victorians
support reform to allow those who are terminally ill the
choice to die with dignity. We want all people to die
with dignity and already people die with dignity in this
state. Neil Thomas’s letter in the Age of the same date
states that Victorians are overwhelmingly in support of
the rights of the terminally ill to die with dignity.
Let me tell members something of what I as a Liberal
believe: I believe firmly and always have in the rights
of the individual and in the right to make a choice.
However, in this climate of fear I have to say that I fully
understand the fear of people because much of it results
principally from ignorance.
Has anybody in this debate mentioned ignorance or
conjecture, that whole basket of human emotions where
people jump to conclusions? As I course through the
community as a member of Parliament I am astounded
by how much people do not know; by how much
people jump to conclusions; by how much people are
prepared to be guided by a half a dozen bullet points or
a headline. We are all into minimalisation and
reduction, and to me people are getting into a sort of a
stampede. I hate to use an analogy like animal
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behaviour when I think about people, but it is
stampeding for me.
There is no more stark example of what can happen,
should this legislation go ahead, than the case of the late
Nancy Crick. For me it is one of the greatest tragedies
to come out of the push for euthanasia by activists in
the past decade. I vividly remember the images of this
lady on television in 2002, and what struck me was she
was very lonely and frightened, and she was being
ignored by her family. Possibly in a very human way
she embarked on attention-seeking behaviour, and any
one of us can and may well do that at any time in our
life. That is not the domain exclusively of old, frail,
frightened people.
For me this behaviour and her fear were grossly
exploited by what I regard as deranged activists who
themselves lost a grip on reality as they campaigned for
an outcome that only affected the subject of their
attention, and not themselves. None of them had to face
the decision that Nancy Crick was stampeded into.
Mrs Crick finally gained national attention when she
claimed she was terminally ill with cancer and wanted
to die.
I should highlight that I derive this information from an
article in the Sydney Morning Herald of 8 June 2004
which talks about her post-mortem, which reveals that:
Euthanasia crusader Nancy Crick had no cancer in her
body …

I am sure many people who have done the amount of
research that I have to make my contribution to this
debate will have already come across what the autopsy
revealed. Rather than having cancer, she had extremely
densely bound adhesions of her large and small bowel.
My son suffered adhesions of his small bowel in April
this year. He developed those adhesions as a result of
an emergency appendectomy two years beforehand. I
know what it is to have an obstruction in the bowel
from witnessing my son. He had an obstruction in the
bowel, and he had to have emergency surgery early in
April at the Austin Hospital. He has now gone back to
work. He has had a month overseas, and he is back in a
normal state. But for quite a while, as the diagnosis was
worked through, he was in a lot of discomfort. He could
not eat or drink, and he was not allowed to ingest
anything. He had tubes fed into him and it was a very
uncomfortable time prior to the time he underwent
surgery, from which he has recovered.
Where were the medical advisers for Mrs Crick? This is
standard procedure. Any of us who has abdominal
surgery could expect that we might develop adhesions.
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It is the body’s own reaction to the intrusion into the
abdominal cavity.
My research has also revealed something that I do not
think anybody has touched on yet, and I want to include
it in my contribution. This is an article by Michael
Cook reported in the Age of 28 March 2002 under the
heading ‘Nancy pays the price for being elderly and
female’. The article says:
Her solution to loneliness, pain, inadequate nursing care and
lack of GP house calls is to kill herself. She plans to do it on
film in mid-April with a swig of a hard-to-get drug for putting
animals down. Euthanasia campaigner —

and I am not even going to mention his name;
everybody knows who he is —
… says it is ‘the best lethal drug in the world’.
For a short time, then, this 70-year-old has become as famous
and cosseted as Marilyn Monroe, another sad and lonely
woman who took the same drug. Instead of sitting home
alone waiting for visits from her grandchildren, she is
addressing public meetings and setting up interviews with TV
networks about her final days.

If we contrast this with a man with a wife, you would
see wives and even ex-wives coming to support him in
his last days, as well as other family members. It is in
the nature of women to give in that way. In contrast it is
very common to see a woman dying alone, especially if
she is divorced.
It is worth including some other elements of this. In the
same Age article an American psychologist Silvia Sara
Canetto is quoted as saying:
If older women are uniquely affected by the legislation of
hastened death … then policies presented as ‘neutral’,
enhancing self-determination, dignity and choice in death,
may actually be dangerous to older women.

We know that to be the case. Older women are more
likely to be subject to the element of this bill that is
really terrifying, and that is coercion. No matter what
provisions are put in place, nothing can stop a predatory
relative whispering, eyes cast upwards, overtures, sighs
and tut-tuts in the ear of an elderly, incapacitated
person. These can lead the vulnerable person to
conclude that they are a burden.
The instigators of this legislation cannot change the
reality that in Oregon in 2005, 42 per cent of
physician-assisted suicide requesters revealed that
wishing to avoid being a burden to their family was
their motivation for requesting a means of their early
dispatch — death. We only have to examine the stories
of abuse of elders in our society to appreciate the fact
that family members do not always have the best
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interests of their elderly relatives in mind. It is naive in
the extreme to believe that every relationship is
non-exploitative, and we are all existing in some
bucolic setting.
A great-aunt of mine approaching her 90th year was a
lonely, frightened old woman in a nursing home. Her
son had died. Her daughter had died. Her remaining
relative was her granddaughter. As a woman of that age
group, largely brought up under the influence of the
Victorian era, she sought advice from the nearest male
in her family, and it happened to be her
granddaughter’s husband. Thank goodness my mother,
her niece, found out about this and intervened. We had
to have the medical power of attorney reversed to save
her. It is that experience of my Aunt Regina that makes
me so motivated to plead with people to never support
this bill, no matter what altruistic and soft-hearted
approach they have. This is the reality of my own
family’s experience, and I cannot forget it.
Should this legislation pass, it will open up new
avenues for abuse of the elderly. Currently no pressure
can be brought to bear on vulnerable, possibly lonely,
elderly and infirm citizens to take legal drugs, because
it is illegal. Such protection would be removed should
physician-assisted dying be introduced. The drugs
prescribed for physician-assisted suicides would be
kept in homes, thus providing ready access for people
with dark motives, and there would also be dangers for
children. When we are talking about the housing of
drugs such as this outside a hospital setting we have to
think about the regulations that are in place for the
storage and management of firearms in the home. They
are prohibitive in that they prescribe who is allowed to
have them, that you have to have them in a safe, that the
safe has to be concreted in place and who is allowed
access to the combination of the safe. I have seen how
this works, because I have had friends who had an
entitlement to hold such licences. Yet we seem to be
cavalier about the storage of lethal drugs.
Another worrisome aspect is the question of who is
responsible for ascertaining the whereabouts and
retrieval of any unused drugs. I do not think this has
been touched on or amplified in the debate. Because the
means of suicide provided for by this bill relies on the
oral ingestion of drugs, certain events can occur. I am
sure those people who are in end-of-life environments
and who are offered palliative care can attest to the
occurrence of this. I cannot believe that somebody
about to ingest a poison in order to take their life will do
it calmly and in a controlled fashion. I do not think that
is possible. Even if you are drowning and your lungs
are filling with water, you are still gasping for air. Even
if somebody has got their hands around or their foot on
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your throat, you will struggle. If you have been fatally
wounded, you will still attempt to pull a knife out of
your chest, and so on. It is innate to want to keep on
drawing breath, no matter what you might have
prepared yourself for. The finality and absoluteness of it
will not permit your physiological reaction to be calm.
First and foremost, during that experience people can
have a protracted death. It is not an immediate death; it
can last hours or even days. They can experience
convulsions and start vomiting. The vomiting process
would interfere with the absorption of the drugs, and
they might have to have tubes inserted. Anybody who
has ever had a tube inserted into their stomach — and I
have had this experience through medical
procedures — will know it is a very uncomfortable and
undignified experience. There is a lot of undignified
stuff that happens to you in hospital, whether you are
giving birth or having surgery. It is all pretty messy and
embarrassing and uncomfortable, and you wish you
were not there, but it is the human condition when you
have a medical problem. It is normal.
We can talk about the tube insertion, how
uncomfortable and frightening that would be and that
that needs another regime of drugs — some sort of
Valium inhalation — to allow the person to relax
enough so that they do not have a natural gagging
reflex, but the worst thing about all of this is that people
can take the drug, go into a comatose state and then
wake up. I do not know where they think they are when
they wake up, but they wake up, and they find they are
not dead. This is set out very well for us in the New
England Journal of Medicine. It is encapsulated in a
summary of 114 cases. Proponents of this bill and
people who would want to argue against the points I am
making in this debate might say 114 cases is not a
sample that is scientific enough, but for me the way it is
broken up is salutary, and careful attention needs to be
paid to these statistics.
Problems occur in 7 per cent of assisted suicide cases.
They include problems with completion — that is, a
longer than expected time to death — failure to induce
coma, and the induction of coma being followed by the
waking of patients. This occurred in 16 per cent of
cases. Where is the dignity? Complications with
completion occurred in 3 per cent of assisted suicide
cases and 6 per cent of euthanasia cases respectively.
The physician decided to administer a lethal medication
in 21 cases of assisted suicide, which thus became cases
of euthanasia. The doctor was called upon to intervene.
The person was incapable of dealing with the process,
as was their agent. The doctor had to finish this person
off, and that is a great big thing to ask.
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So I ask the supporters of this bill, whom I deeply
respect: where is the dignity for these individuals at the
time of their death and at the time of their own
choosing, which is designed, ironically, to avoid
suffering? Do they know what goes on? Through my
dealings with Eastern Palliative Care I know the lack of
funding for this essential service to the terminally ill
brings into the question the attitude that many people in
the state government have towards palliative care per
se. The trend in the Netherlands since the introduction
of physician-assisted dying has been the steady erosion
of funding for palliative care and pain relief efforts.
This causes me to conclude that people in the
Netherlands must be living in fear knowing they are
virtually herded into physician-assisted suicide because
they — and this is terrible — have little choice.
I have made an addition to my contribution because
today I received information which I will incorporate in
what I will say about the fear because of the prevailing
regime of assisted suicide in the Netherlands. It goes to
the question of the mystery surrounding what are called
sanctuary certificates. I do not know if any member has
heard the term ‘sanctuary certificate’, but I have been
assured that sanctuary certificates exist in the
Netherlands. Sanctuary certificates are used by elderly,
chronically ill and terminally ill people to state that they
do not want to be killed, and those people carry those
certificates. Imagine if we got to that point — and we
well could.
What if the certificate is taken away, no-one can find it
and the person slips into a different state of
consciousness? Do we need to actually tattoo ‘I do not
want to be killed’ on someone’s forehead? We can see
a fictional account of where such a development might
lead played out in technicolour in a movie which was
released in 1973. I refer to Soylent Green, which stars
Charlton Heston and Edward G. Robinson. The movie
is set in the year 2022 in New York City, which has a
population of 40 million people and is suffering from
the effects of global warming. Crops are dying and
people are starving, so a government agency, the Soylent
Corporation, has created a new form of first-class protein
to feed the starving people in New York and to save
mankind. In the movie the people become very
dependent on this government-manufactured food,
which is presented in wafer form in various colours of
green, yellow and red. I recommend that everyone,
especially the proponents of this legislation, watch this
film. During the film it is revealed that this food supply
comes from people who feel it is time to surrender
themselves for the greater good. The bodies of those
people are processed into Soylent Green. I challenge
anybody in this chamber not to be greatly disturbed after
viewing this film.
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Just last month I took the opportunity to tour Berlin. I
do not know whether anybody has been to what is
described as the Topography of Terror in what was East
Berlin. This outdoor museum is located in the remnants
of the bombed-out shell of the Gestapo and
SS headquarters. I looked into the white-tiled
basements of the Gestapo headquarters, and I was
reminded of what the murderous, genocidal Nazi
regime did with people they thought were unfit to
live — homosexuals, the disabled and people with
Down syndrome or mental illness. The Nazis then
moved on to attack racial groups they thought unworthy
of life, including the Slavs, the gypsies and the Jews.
I know these are strident examples of what happened in
humanity once in the past, but a lot of the elements of
what was put forward in Soylent Green are things that
are concerning us here and now. I am concerned that if
this bill were to become law it would have an educative
effect. The message of legalising assisted suicide could
percolate through to young and impressionable people,
among whom levels of suicide are already very high.
I am becoming increasingly intolerant of the
euphemisms that cloak discussion of this legislation.
We see such terms as ‘physician-assisted dying’,
‘doctor-assisted suicide’ and ‘dying with dignity’. To
me, they are designed to ameliorate the impact of the
discussion while simply pointing to legalising
euthanasia. As a society we cannot go down the path of
a growing acceptance of euthanasia. It takes the
pressure off governments, which have an obligation to
provide long-term funding for aged and palliative care
and to support people with advanced chronic illness.
I turn to the question of the term ‘intolerable suffering’,
which is defined in clause 3 of the bill. Ms Hartland’s
second-reading speech starts with reference to people
‘who are, right now, experiencing intolerable pain and
suffering’. Later the following words appear:
They might live on, enduring —

now it has been ratcheted up and has gone past
‘intolerable’, and there is reference to —
terrifying pain and suffering …

I think that undue licence is used in those descriptors. I
consider that in legislation those terms are an abuse.
This emotive language is frightening and couched in a
manner that we mortals can all relate to, but ‘intolerable
suffering’ can change depending on the circumstances.
It could be felt just from receiving the news that you are
terminally ill and have only a short amount of time left
on this earth. ‘Intolerable suffering’ can be simply loss
of function and increasing dependency on others
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around you, particularly if they are avaricious and after
your property.
I have had discussions with people who have told me
that palliative care had failed their family. Wittingly or
unwittingly — and I am sure with the very best of
intentions for providing the best setting and the most
love and care for their loved ones — some have taken
their relatives out of hospital.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.05 p.m.
Mrs KRONBERG — I will try to provide as
seamless an interface as possible with what I was
saying before the dinner break. The point I was making
was that unless there are adequate palliative care
regimes in place and nearby, the choice for a family to
take a terminally ill loved one out of a hospital setting
and into home care to support them 24/7 is really
onerous and should be thought through very carefully.
A lot of the incidents involving people finding that
terminally ill people have been inappropriately handled
or may have suffered unnecessarily have been due to
the fact that they have not been in a professionally
managed regime of care. If you were a daughter called
upon to manage an incontinent father in his 80s, like
many people without professional training you would
probably find that very confronting.
Trained professionals are accustomed to all the realities
of the care of seriously ill people. It is a shock to the
untrained. To me this is all part of a mix that is
described as intolerable or terrible suffering. It is just all
of the unpleasant things; it is not necessarily to do with
actual pain relief, but it certainly would contribute to
either a depressed or embarrassed or negative
psychological state.
The movers have completely overlooked that a certain
form of intimacy develops in end-of-life care. People
are comforted by a relationship of trust, and this often
allows people to overcome suffering and their fear.
Those of us outside of it cannot judge as to how people
feel at that moment. We need to remember that
palliative care is a relatively recently developed
specialty and that it is not just about giving opiates; it is
about providing a holistic approach. From my
interfaces with professionals in this field and my
research, I have to say it is really misleading to say
there are thousands of people out there suffering
intolerably. Frankly, there is an enormous amount of
projection from those on the outside as to what the
non-sufferers would be prepared to endure.
There are problems with palliative care in this state in
that in rural areas it is not well covered. There is a great
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general deficit in terms of the palliative care available
in regional and rural areas and the sort of support that is
actually needed over the longer term and how we serve
our multicultural society. There is a great deficit in a
whole range of areas.
I asked my own GP about this, as one of the things I did
in preparation for this debate, and he said that in his
25 years of practising only one person had ever asked
for him to be involved in a process that would assist
that person’s suicide. I asked him about the levels of
pain and suffering. I asked, ‘What if people have bone
cancer?’, and he said, ‘You would just give them a
block. The pain relief is available’. He said that where it
becomes problematic is when people have profound
breathing difficulties, as one would expect if someone
were dying from lung cancer.
Palliative care specialists state that they have not come
across anybody who was suffering intolerably. As we
are living in a multicultural society we have to ask what
physician-assisted dying, or euthanasia, means for other
communities and the believers of other faiths. Frankly,
physician-assisted dying is very much an Anglo-Saxon
approach to the end of life. Of great concern to me is
that the expertise in palliative care is yet to be well
embedded in medical circles, and there is still plenty of
misunderstanding in a general sense for end-of-life
care.
In our increasingly secular society many people suffer
from loss of purpose. They become overwhelmed by
feelings of meaninglessness and questions such as
‘Why am I alive?’ arise. How, therefore, is a lack of
self-worth and loneliness to be treated? The fact is that
people get incredibly isolated and lonely in their
suffering, and that is precisely why palliative care and
support services and the contributions of volunteers are
so important and need to be applauded.
Palliative care is the solution to the pain of terminal
illness. While talking about palliative care, I want to
briefly talk about my experiences in an oncology ward
in 2001. My mother was terminally ill, dying of cancer
of the liver, and in her last month of life I was able to
put a folding bed in her private room. I was there
24 hours a day for the whole month. That taught me a
lot about the practice of people in such an environment,
and I heard many sounds during the night.
I want to salute and thank the oncology nurses who are
on duty throughout the night and will probably be
dealing with people who die while under their care.
They are truly angels. In a way I look at this legislation
as a sort of an affront, an assault, to the care that none
of us know about, that none of us have yet to
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experience from the perspective of the person who is
actually receiving that care, because none of us has
been terminally ill.
You can only look at it from the viewpoint of an
outsider and imagine through your own reactions what
it could be. God bless the people in those settings and
all strength and purpose to them as they make their
contribution to society, which is invaluable. Given time,
care and support, I firmly believe people who are often
depressed and immersed in a sense of hopelessness
may see hope and a way forward.
Because we had such an amount of material sent to us
by the lobby group Dying with Dignity, I feel it is
important to provide some balance in terms of the
material that is available to us as parliamentarians
involved in this debate. We received a letter from a
group called Medicine with Morality, which is made up
of Australian doctors concerned with the drift of ethics
away from moral absolutes. I will not labour the point,
but it is telling that this letter says:
For the individual there inevitably comes the ‘duty to die’ —
the pressure on the dying or incurable to ask for death even
when they want to keep on living — to relieve emotional,
physical and financial distress on relatives or carers.

I have an email that arrived on 28 July which represents
100 senior doctors opposing the proposed bill. They
have asked that we consider the arguments they have
put forward. They say:
Any such legislation cannot be safeguarded from abuse and
corruption and the many harms to patient-care, doctor-patient
relationships, the ethos of health care and to societies that
diminish the value of the sick and dying that inevitably follow
from such legislation. This is clearly seen from an unbiased
reading of the evidence from experience in the Netherlands
and in Oregon, USA.

They are from groups of doctors. What does the overall
group of doctors actually say? The position of the
Australian Medical Association Victoria on this bill is
as follows:
The AMA recognises the divergence of views regarding
voluntary euthanasia and physician-assisted suicide in
Australia. Indeed, the range of views, from those who fully
support voluntary euthanasia to those who totally oppose it, is
reflected within the medical profession itself.

However, it says:
… medical practitioners should not be involved in
interventions that have as their primary intention the ending
of a person’s life.
… this does not include administering treatment or other
action intended to relieve symptoms which may have a
secondary consequence of hastening death —
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which we all realise goes on. It further says:
Nor does it include medical practitioners’ discontinuation of
futile treatment.

A submission from the Islamic community states:
The Islamic position is that life belongs to God. It is he who
gives and takes away life. No human can give or take it.

In terms of the Jewish community, Noahide laws say:
‘Physician-assisted dying’, by which is meant an intervention
by the physician to kill a patient, is no way lessened in its
seriousness by the consent of the patient, to whom suicide is
prohibited.

The Uniting Church of Australia says:
The British House of Lords in 2005 after an extensive inquiry
recommended no change in the law prohibiting
physician-assisted dying or euthanasia.

The conclusion to this document states:
Physician-assisted dying should involve medical skills to
relieve pain and symptoms and give compassionate care —
not by terminating the person’s life.

In a letter from the Archbishop of Melbourne, Denis
Hart — I think this is important and I hope everybody
is paying attention — he says:
The desire to live is often tenuous in the face of suffering and
in the face of the burden which illness may impose on others,
on families and on the wider community. Nothing worthwhile
would be gained for chronically ill people by supporting the
legislation of deliberately ending the life of those who request
death. Such requests warrant a response in solidarity from our
community, a response that seeks to give better support and
better care, rather than termination of both life and care.

Finally, I am sure other members have received this
email which talks about the distress of a
wheelchair-bound man, Dr Christopher Newell, who
died in June. His contribution to the debate is set out in
this email. He said on 28 May:
These days I live on morphine patches for my own spinal
pain and find it even more distressing that people want to
offer to kill me rather than support me living.

The writer of the email said:
It troubles me to think that his last days had that extra burden
to cope with, of a withdrawal of a sense of support for his
desire to struggle on.

I say to my fellow members of this chamber that this
legislation demands that legislators stand up for the
value of life, every moment of which is precious, and
that we vote down a bill with terrible repercussions for
society.
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Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — In my
view this debate is one of the most important we have
had in the eight years I have been a member of
Parliament. It is important in that the consequences of
getting this wrong are enormous, because this bill has
the potential to change how our society views issues of
life and death.
I understand the motivation of those members who
have initiated this bill before this Parliament. I too feel
great sympathy for those people who are terminally ill
or who have an incurable disease. I came to this debate
with a genuinely open mind, prepared to research and
look at the issues for myself. I am grateful to my party
for providing members with a free vote on this bill. I
assure members of the community that I will be freely
exercising my vote.
I am a practising Christian, but I have never taken the
view that as a legislator representing hundreds of
thousands of constituents, who have many shades of
opinion on this issue, that my own view should be all
that matters. I sincerely thank the many constituents,
the medical professionals, churches and many others
who have written to me or otherwise contacted me to
share their own views and experiences about what is a
very complex issue. I especially thank those people
who shared with me their personal experience of losing
a loved one.
I also acknowledge the many heartfelt contributions
made by colleagues on both sides of this argument who
have had loved ones die in difficult circumstances and
yet have arrived at different points of view about this
bill. I cannot begin to imagine how difficult it was to
recollect their loss of their loved one, so I thank them
for sharing their personal stories with all of us in such a
public manner.
Of the many discussions I have had with members of
the public, the one that stands out in my mind was the
woman who told me that it was an honour for her and
her two daughters to spend time with their dying
husband and father in his last few weeks. He suffered
terribly, but they would not have wanted to end his life
prematurely. I was also impressed with the dedication
of a palliative care nurse who told me how honoured
she felt to share the end-of-life period with a dying
patient and their family. We are truly fortunate as a
society to have caring doctors and nurses who care for
people when they are at the most difficult point in their
lives.
As a legislator I believe I have a public duty to ensure
that legislation passed by this Parliament provides a
public benefit, that it does not have unintended
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consequences, that it protects the most vulnerable in our
society and that it has the community’s support.

A Summary of the BMA’s Position dated July 2006. I
will read from that document.

Beginning with this last issue first, as Ms Hartland did
in her second-reading speech, I point out that popularity
should never be the sole criterion for public policy —
for example, I will always oppose the death penalty no
matter how popular it may become. I have referred to
the Newspoll survey commissioned by Dying with
Dignity Victoria in 2007. I acknowledge that there
appears to be considerable community support for a
doctor administering a lethal dose. I found it interesting
that the majority of people surveyed, like me, had had
no personal experience of the issue at hand and that the
lowest level of support for physician-assisted dying was
among the age group who one would presume would
use this legislation the most — the over-65 age group.

The BMA’s policy is that assisting patients to die prematurely
is not part of the moral ethos or the primary goal of medicine
and, if allowed, could impact detrimentally on how doctors
relate to their own role and to their patients.

I cannot ignore the genuinely held fear of elderly
members of the community who have expressed to me
their view that this bill is driven by a desire to
rationalise medical resources in the future, and that it
reflects a growing view that because people are now
living longer our society views the elderly, the sick and
the dying as a burden on society and as dispensable.
This can be dismissed as a ‘slippery slope’ argument,
but the fear held by these people is real.
When I spoke to elderly migrants this fear was
compound by concern that their lack of English would
prevent them from knowing if their real views were
being conveyed to their doctor. I will come to the issue
of consent again.
I have also had regard to the views of the medical
professionals who will need to actively participate
under this legislation. I noted in particular the
opposition of the Australian Medical Association. The
AMA’s 2007 position statement on the role of the
medical practitioner in end-of-life care states:
Medical practitioners should not be involved in interventions
that have as their primary intention the ending of a person’s
life.

The World Medical Association representing
82 countries, the British Medical Association, the New
Zealand Medical Association, the Canadian Medical
Association and the American Medical Association are
all opposed to physician-assisted dying. Medical
practitioners who are opposed to euthanasia point out
that physician-assisted dying is contrary to the ethos of
medicine emanating from the Hippocratic oath and
undermines the trust in patient-doctor relationships.
I was impressed by the arguments made by the British
Medical Association in its document Assisted Dying —

Although the BMA respects the concept of individual
autonomy, it argues that there are limits to what patients can
choose if their choice will inevitably impact on other people.
If assisted dying were an option, there would be pressure for
all seriously ill people to consider it even if they would not
otherwise entertain such an idea. Health professionals
explaining options for the management of terminal illness
would have to include assisted dying. Patients might feel
obliged to choose it for the wrong reasons, such as if they
were worried about being a burden or concerned about the
financial implications of a long terminal illness.
The concept of assisted dying risks undermining patients’
ability to trust their doctors and the health care system. In
particular, it could generate immense anxiety for vulnerable,
elderly, disabled or very ill patients. It could also weaken
society’s prohibition on intentional killing and undermine
safeguards against non-voluntary euthanasia of people who
are both seriously ill and mentally impaired. For such reasons
the BMA opposes it.

The law currently allows a patient to hasten their death
by refusing medical treatment or refusing food and
drink. The law also allows a doctor to hasten a patient’s
death as long as the doctor’s primary motivation in
administering the drug was to relieve the patient’s pain.
This bill allows what is referred to as active voluntary
euthanasia to occur — that is, a competent adult patient
will administer himself or herself a life-ending drug,
effectively suiciding, with the assistance of a doctor and
possibly a person appointed to act as their agent.
The bill does not allow for an advance directive to be
made — that is, a person specifying that at a certain
point in the future they want to refuse further medical
treatment such as turning off a life support machine —
as that person will not be in a position to make a
competent decision at that point. This bill encourages a
patient to end their life prematurely whilst they are still
able to give the go-ahead to their doctor. That is said to
be patient choice.
On the surface this bill contains a number of safeguards
to ensure that the ending of a person’s life is based on
their informed consent. A patient would need to be
assessed as having the mental competency to give this
consent. However, it is likely that a person suffering a
terminal illness and experiencing physical or another
type of pain, as defined in the legislation, would be
affected by depression and therefore unable to give true
legal consent. The Kübler-Ross model describes
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depression as being the fourth stage of dying prior to
acceptance.
In a review of cases of assisted death in the Northern
Territory, conducted after the short period during which
the legislation operated there, many patients were
reported to have suffered from depression. In a paper
entitled ‘Seven deaths in Darwin — case studies under
the rights of the terminally ill act, Northern Territory,
Australia’, published in the prestigious medical journal
the Lancet on 3 October 1998, David Kissane, Annette
Street and well-known euthanasia advocate Philip
Nitschke reviewed seven of Mr Nitschke’s patients who
were the only patients to request assistance in dying
under the Northern Territory act prior to its repeal in
1997. In my contribution to the debate I am going to
refer to this paper at some length as I understand that it
is the only research of its type that has taken place in
Australia, and it is the only research of its type in
Australia that contains real examples of how
doctor-assisted dying has operated in practice in the
context of the Australian health system.
In reading this paper it has become apparent that the bill
before us has weaker provisions than the now repealed
Northern Territory act — for example, under that act if
the first doctor did not have special qualifications in
palliative care, a third doctor with the required
qualifications had to inform the patient about the
availability of palliative care. Under the Northern
Territory act a person with an incurable illness would
not be able to access euthanasia unless they were
assessed as terminally ill. The Hartland bill before us
goes further than the Northern Territory act by allowing
a person who has an incurable illness to seek
physician-assisted dying. Someone close to me with an
incurable illness — she has multiple sclerosis —
pointed out to me that people with an incurable illness
struggle to come to terms with the fact that they will
lose their independence and will need high levels of
care and assistance which they see as undignified, and
this contributes to depression. This person’s view was
that no-one should view their own life or that of another
person as undignified just because someone else has to
do basic tasks for them such as assisting them to go to
the toilet. By including incurable illnesses in this bill we
are encouraging these people to give up hope and to
take the view that they have nothing to live for.
A further requirement in the Northern Territory act was
that there were no medical measures acceptable to the
patient which could reasonably be undertaken to effect
a cure, and that any further treatment was only
palliative in nature. The definition of terminal illness in
the bill before us only requires that death is likely in the
foreseeable future, which is a lower threshold.
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The Northern Territory act also required a psychiatric
assessment in all cases to confirm that the patient was
not suffering from treatable clinical depression in
respect of the illness. The Hartland bill before us makes
a distinction between the terminally ill and the
incurably ill and only requires a psychiatric assessment
in all cases where a person is incurably ill. This seems
to imply that the incurably ill are more likely to be
psychologically affected by the news of incurable
illness and likely to give up hope.
The Northern Territory act also had a longer
cooling-off period than this bill. I do not point out the
differences between the Northern Territory act and
Ms Hartland’s bill in order to suggest that the Northern
Territory act, if it were enacted in Victoria, would be a
panacea. Despite all of the additional safeguards that
were in the Northern Territory legislation compared to
this bill, the Northern Territory act still had
fundamental problems that should cause us as
legislators to think carefully before proceeding to enact
this bill as law.
The authors of the Kissane, Street and Nitschke paper
published in the Lancet, which I referred to earlier,
found there were differences of opinion among doctors
and that the need to provide opinions about the terminal
nature of illness and the mental health of the patients
had created problematic gatekeeping roles for the
doctors involved. The paper also describes the
circumstances of each of the seven patients, all cancer
patients, subject to the case study review. It found that
three of the patients were socially isolated and four had
some symptoms of depression. Having read the case
studies, I could not help but conclude that the patients’
loneliness and isolation was a factor in their mental
states, and I wondered whether, if their family
circumstances had been different and they had had
more support, they would have made a different
decision. The paper points out that the patients saw the
psychiatric assessment as a hurdle they had to
overcome. I am sceptical about how a once-off
psychiatric assessment can accurately assess a patient’s
mental competence to request euthanasia.
The Lancet paper also refers to another paper, by
Ganzini, Fenn and Lee and entitled ‘Attitudes of
Oregon psychiatrists towards physician-assisted
suicide’, as showing that only 6 per cent of psychiatrists
in Oregon, USA — which allows physician-assisted
dying — thought that they could be a competent
gatekeeper after a single assessment of a patient.
The Lancet paper refers to other research linking
depression with a desire to die and showing that those
suffering depression were more likely than those not
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suffering depression to request physician-assisted
dying. A paper by Herbert Hendin and Kathleen Foley,
entitled ‘Physician-assisted suicide in Oregon — a
medical perspective’, which was published in the June
2008 issue of the Michigan Law Review, is highly
critical of the operation of the Oregon legislation. I
quote from the paper:
The medical model recognizes that ‘[a]lthough physical
illness may be a precipitating cause of despair, these patients
usually suffer from treatable depression and are [almost]
always ambivalent about their desire for death’.

A study of terminally ill cancer patients has
demonstrated that those preoccupied with assisted
suicide had symptoms of depression and hopelessness.
The various research papers I have referred to make me
sceptical about whether many patients will have the
mental competence to decide to proceed with
physician-assisted dying.
As I said at the outset, as a legislator my test is to look
at whether the vulnerable can be protected by a
measure. I believe that Ms Hartland’s bill fails this test.
It specifies only that one of the two doctors signing the
required certificates needs to have the special or
particular knowledge of and experience in the sufferer’s
type of illness. This will encourage doctor shopping —
that is, getting a parade of doctors to examine you until
you get the outcome you want. I am not suggesting that
doctors will put aside their professionalism, but I think
it is absurd to have doctors without specialised
knowledge about a patient’s illness certifying in relation
to an issue as serious as physician-assisted dying. As I
pointed out earlier, the Northern Territory legislation
provides for this.
I also question why the bill requires only the incurably
ill to attend a consultation with the palliative care
specialists. This implies that the terminally ill have
nothing to gain from palliative care, which I do not
believe is the case. Having researched the issue and
given this matter a lot of thought, it appears to me that
there needs to be greater focus on improving our mental
health and palliative care systems to better support and
care for those who suffer from incurable or terminal
illnesses. Many research papers refer to improvements
in palliative care leading to a reduction in the desire to
end one’s life prematurely. It is an unfortunate
by-product of today’s Western society, which is so
focused on a person’s independence, that so many
people are left feeling socially isolated, inadequate and
disconnected. It is important that we as a community
make an effort to engage in care for all people,
including the dying and the vulnerable.
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While referring to issues relating to the medical
profession, I point out that nurses have indicated to me
their serious concern that the bill does not give nurses,
as it does doctors, the right to conscientiously object to
participating in the ending of a patient’s life. They have
indicated that if this bill passes they will leave the
nursing profession, at a time when we are desperate to
retain them. I note that clause 14 suggests that nurses
may be involved in administering a lethal dose,
although the second-reading speech does not suggest
that that would be the case. Pharmacists and
psychiatrists, who are also required to play a role under
the bill, also do not have this conscientious objection
protection.
I come to the issue of participants in the process
seeking to benefit financially from a patient’s death. I
know that this issue has been explored in great detail by
other members, so I will only touch upon it briefly.
Human nature being what it is, it is essential that
patients are not coerced into an early death by greedy
relatives. I note that clause 14 states that not only the
signatories of the certificate but also a person who
provides advice to the patient stands to forfeit any
future financial benefit such as an inheritance. In
reading that clause I could foresee situations where
unknowing relatives who suggest euthanasia as an
option get involved in costly legal battles with family
members over the division of the estate based on who
said what to a dying relative. At least a person who
signs up as an agent is explicitly warned in the footnote
to the certificate of appointment of agent that they
forfeit their inheritance, as contained in schedule 1 to
the bill.
I do not believe that any amendments that could be
made to the bill through the Legislation Committee of
this house or any other process we have available to us
in this chamber could convince me to support this bill,
and it is for this reason that I will oppose Mr Philip
Davis’s reasoned amendment.
In conclusion, for the reasons I have outlined to the
house, I cannot support the bill.
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I also
rise to speak on the Medical Treatment (Physician
Assisted Dying) Bill. Firstly I place on the record my
thanks to Ms Hartland and to Mr Smith, the member for
Bass in the other place, for putting together a bill that
raises issues that are often hidden in the community.
What I have done in terms of my conscience, because it
is a conscience vote, is consider my experience in terms
of my young 45 years of age, my experience of
working in some areas in the police and my experience
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of seeing death, of seeing people who have self-harmed
and of seeing people who have suicided. On many
occasions I have looked at those persons who have paid
the ultimate price and reflected on that, both as a young
man and now as we look at this bill. I have always seen
those situations where people have killed themselves in
whatever circumstances as a waste of the life that
person had. It is with that reflection that I find it
difficult to support the bill.
From my perspective everyone has a right to a life. The
preamble to the bill talks about life being precious.
Having seen people take their life because things were
too hard and having seen the impact of that on
individuals, family members and the like, I cannot see
that I could support such action for the purposes of this
bill.
I also have some issues with the legislation. I am being
very pragmatic, but the legislation is what is applied.
Again, my background tells me the legislation is how
you apply it. There are some issues that worry me;
people may disagree with them but as this is a
conscience vote I have taken the time to look at them. I
will not go into this at great length, but one of the issues
that worries me is the definition of ‘intolerable
suffering’. It is defined in the bill as meaning:
… profound suffering and/or distress, whether physical,
psychological or existential, that is intolerable to the
patient …

I sought guidance from various people as to what
‘existential’ means and how it could justify a person
terminating their life. I got a variety of different
responses. An example provided was a person in such
distress at the loss of a loved one that they felt they
could not live their life. People may disagree with this,
and that may be a problem with the word ‘existential’.
Some people who are more philosophical than I will
ever be have interpreted it that way in trying to
understand what that particular word means. I draw that
out because that is what the legislation is about. If there
were an interpretation of what the act means, that is a
word that would be considered.
I reflect on the people I see every year. I am one of the
few MPs who attends an unfortunate annual event
called the Flight of the Angels. This is attended by a
group of people who have suffered the death of a loved
one through homicide — through murder. These people
live lives that you cannot imagine. Would that mean
they are experiencing intolerable suffering in the
existential sense? Some could argue that that is the
case. Year after year I have seen these same people
feeling the same way about the loss of their loved one
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as a victim of crime. I am not saying that is right or
wrong, but it is an issue that weighs on me.
Clause 5 sets out the conditions under which a treating
doctor may provide assistance, and we have heard a
detailed outline as to how this is. My only concern in
terms of this clause is that, from my reading of it, there
does not appear to be an independent third party. There
are treating doctors, referrals to other doctors and the
like, but I am concerned. Far be it for me to agitate for
more legal influence, but there does not seem to be any
forming of legal oversight by the legislation to have a
third or a fourth person, or however many you want to
have, who is independent and totally separate — not a
medico, not a family member, not related in any way. I
may be misconstruing it, but that issue raises its head.
Another concern I have is with clause 9, which is
headed ‘Duty when declining to provide assistance’. It
states:
A doctor is not under any duty to provide assistance under
this Act.

That is fine and would make sense, but it goes on to
say:
A doctor who, for conscience, professional or other reasons,
declines to provide assistance must tell the sufferer that other
doctors may be willing to provide assistance. A doctor who
fails to do so is guilty of an offence.

The penalty for this offence is a fine not exceeding
5 penalty units. I find it hard to believe that a doctor
who has a clear conscience and does not want to
support this ‘must tell the sufferer’. The legislation says
‘must’; it does not say ‘should’. I cannot subscribe to
the view that a doctor could be found guilty because
they have a certain view of the proposed legislation.
Other issues include clause 11, which is headed ‘Not
for resuscitation’. I find that heavy in terms of some of
the related issues. The penalty of imprisonment for not
more than five years is significant, and from my
perspective it is very hard.
Clause 15 deals with improper conduct. A person who
intentionally or with motive sets out to kill another
person is usually charged with murder. This talks about
a person who acts by fraud or deception. When dealing
with murder cases there is often some form of
motive — it may not be related to fraud or it may be
with intent to do other harm — but as a former
policeman I find it hard to have a clause which provides
that improper conduct attracts no more than 14 years
imprisonment, when the same or a similar motive could
be applied to the intentional killing of a person and that
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defendant could get 25 years to life. I am not happy
about that.
In relation to clause 17, the offence of suicide does not
exist in this state. Therefore you cannot be accused of
aiding or abetting an offence that does not exist. I
cannot find mercy killing in the Crimes Act or statutes.
Manslaughter does exist, but homicide does not — the
offence is murder. I have some legislative concerns
about clause 17 as its interpretation may end up being
an issue.
Clause 19 deals with the state coroner’s report. I was
part of the inquiry into the Coroners Act when I was on
the Law Reform Committee, and there was an
extensive report on that. The bill states:
The State Coroner’s report must be reviewed by a joint,
all-party Parliamentary Committee.

My question is: which one?
This is not to be critical, but ultimately if the bill is to
go forward there will be many loopholes in the issues
that I have brought forward. As I say, I cannot in all
conscience support this bill based on the issues I have
raised and my experience of seeing people who have
intentionally killed themselves in circumstances where
if only there had been appropriate mechanisms in place
those people could have had happy and joyful lives. For
those reasons I will not be supporting this bill.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — When I talk to
people who have watched and supported loved ones
who have died, I have enormous respect for the role
they have played. After hearing of those experiences I
am often left with a sense of sadness. I often spend days
and weeks recalling the images that have been relayed
to me. When I think of those experiences, I am filled
with a sense of the enormity of death. When I think of
the role that the current law plays when dealing with the
dying, I believe that instead of supporting the dying,
their families, their friends and the medical profession,
it is an additional burden. The law adds a layer of
confusion and complexity at the very time when the
circumstances demand certainty.
The terminal patient pleading for pain relief and the
doctors administering that relief do so in the knowledge
that the pain relief will either then, or subsequently, end
the patient’s life. The legal consequences of the
doctor’s actions are, to me, unclear. To me it is unclear
what the legal consequences are for the doctors
prescribing the pain relief knowing that the pain relief
will kill the patient. As I see it, this is a grey legal area,
and I believe it places the doctor in an intolerable
position. It puts the family, whose members are
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complicit in the doctor’s actions, in a difficult position.
Of greatest concern is the position of the patient. When
the patient consents to receiving the potentially lethal
dose of morphine, what is it that they are consenting to?
These decisions are, of course, made in appalling and
difficult situations where a patient is suffering
excruciating and unrelenting pain. The patient is
extremely needy and vulnerable.
The law should provide clear guidance to the doctor,
and the law should safeguard the rights of the patient.
Those rights include the right to freely choose to end
their life. I enter the debate from the premise that the
current legal situation is untenable. It does not provide
clarity, it does not provide certainty, and it does not
provide much help. The law as it stands does not assist
the most vulnerable patients when they need it most. I
believe that the law should be amended. It should
provide a proper and transparent framework so that
those dying from an incurable disease can take control
of their death.
With that background I turn to the bill and I ask: does it
help the dying, their families and their doctors? Does it
provide that clear framework that protects and guides
the most vulnerable of patients? The bill, as I
understand it and as I have read it, covers two classes of
patients. It covers those who are suffering an incurable
illness and it covers those suffering from a terminal
disease. Patients suffering incurable illnesses or
terminal diseases qualify to use the provisions in the bill
if they are experiencing intolerable suffering. I have a
concern that the bill provides a very broad definition of
‘incurable illness’, of ‘terminal illness’ and of
‘intolerable suffering’. In the bill the definition of
‘incurable illness’ is not limited to an illness that is
going to result in the death of a patient. It means an
illness for which there is no cure. I would imagine that
under that definition one would find illnesses or
diseases including AIDS, but I am unclear as to
whether or not the definition of ‘incurable illness’ will
cover diabetes or indeed asthma. All of them on one
level could be incurable illnesses.
As I said, there is a second test. The incurable illness
must also cause intolerable suffering. I had a look at the
definition of ‘intolerable suffering’. Under the bill
‘intolerable suffering’ is not limited to the physical pain
caused by an incurable illness. Intolerable suffering can
include psychological or indeed existential pain. The
incurable illness does not have to cause any physical
pain. The inclusion of existential pain is unclear,
confusing and troubling. As I understand it, it means
that someone is concerned about their existence
because of their incurable illness. I am concerned that
the physical, psychological or existential pain does not

MEDICAL TREATMENT (PHYSICIAN ASSISTED DYING) BILL
Wednesday, 20 August 2008

COUNCIL

have to be objectively intolerable in the opinion of a
treating doctor. It is sufficient that the pain is intolerable
to the patient.
I have a number of concerns about the breadth of the
legislation. The bill goes a lot further than hastening the
death of someone suffering extreme and unrelenting
physical pain caused by a disease for which there is no
cure. The bill covers a much broader range of
circumstances.
I have a number of other concerns about the bill.
Clause 5 in particular deals with a patient suffering a
terminal illness and a mental illness. The clause
provides that the patient must be mentally competent.
Clause 5 provides also in subsection (i)(iii) that:
… any treatment of the sufferer’s mental illness is unlikely to
alter the sufferer’s decision —

to act under the bill. So it is unclear to me what this
clause means. It appears to be internally inconsistent. It
suggests that a person who is mentally competent can
use the bill where treatment of the mental illness
suffered by the patient is unlikely to alter the patient’s
decision to use the bill to end their lives.
There are a number of other issues. I am concerned
that, while nurses and pharmacists must be registered to
practice in Victoria, there appears to be no such
prerequisite for doctors. Under the bill, doctors who are
central to the working of this act must be qualified but
they do not have to be registered — that is, doctors who
prescribe drugs that will kill the patient do not have to
be registered to practise. It is sufficient, as I said, that
the doctor is legally qualified. I am not sure why this
distinction is in place, but I understand that a proposed
amendment will remedy that omission and I would
support any such amendment.
At the end of the day, I am not a medical-legal
practitioner and do not claim to have expertise in this
area. I do not have the experience or the familiarity to
attempt to provide amendments to address the concerns
I have. This is not a bill that has gone through extensive
consideration by a body such as the Law Reform
Commission and it has not had the benefit of
departmental input. This is no fault of the author of the
bill but it makes me concerned about any unintended
consequences of the bill that have not been carefully
and rigorously considered.
While I support people dying with dignity and not
suffering unnecessary torment, I think this bill goes too
far. It seems to me that anyone who has an existential
angst over their conditions can, on one reading of the
bill, end their life. So the bill has moved from a
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humanitarian position of helping someone die with
dignity to helping them commit suicide. While I have
no doubt that the community supports dying with
dignity, I do not believe there is broad support for
assisted suicide. So I cannot in good conscience support
this bill, and my opposition to this bill is not the
decision that I wanted to make.
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
just hope that I keep it together for the duration of my
contribution to this debate. Because it has spanned
some weeks, it has been cut and dissected and
reconsidered many times over, not because of any
doubt in my moral, personal or social framework but I
guess because irrespective of the confidence that we
have in our views based on the information that we
have acquired in the course of our own personal
experiences, nothing is ever 100 per cent certain. There
is always that small element of doubt in one’s mind.
Having considered all the issues — and as I said I was
not one of those who was wavering a hell of a lot — I
must confess that I find it very difficult to support
assisted suicide or euthanasia on any ground, be it
moral, personal or social.
First I would like to say that, on a personal level, all of
us have brought our own experiences to bear and mine
are not dissimilar but nonetheless still unique. I also
nursed my own father who at 63 years of age was
diagnosed with lung cancer and died after a very short
diagnosis spanning only eight weeks. My father had
been a very courageous and brave person. He had been
imprisoned by the communists and thought he would
not survive to see his family again. He had taken a very
brave decision to relocate his family to Australia in
search of freedom and peace of mind. In so many ways
he was a lot more courageous than many people and
certainly a lot more courageous than I was. Yet he
wanted to die at home; he did not want to die in a
hospital. We were very lucky that we had access to
palliative care. Through that experience I learnt what
palliative care was. As I said, he wanted to die at home
and I felt that it was my honour to grant him that wish
because it was he who gave us life and the opportunity
of enjoying much greater chances in life than he had
ever enjoyed himself, having been left fatherless at the
outbreak of World War II in 1941 in
Bosnia-Herzegovina in the former Yugoslavia. His
father had been killed before his eyes — cut open by a
knife, as Shakespeare would say, from the nave to the
chops — leaving his mother with four children and
pregnant to survive the entire war.
As is the case in the history of many immigrants to this
country who have come from troubled parts of the
world with a blood-spattered history such as, for
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example, the Balkans — and Bosnia-Herzegovina in
particular, it having been under the Ottoman Empire for
450 years as well as suffering many other
occupations — on the other side of my family, my
mother had been in the children’s concentration camp
called Jasenovac. It was only a fortnight ago that a
cousin of mine from Chicago alerted me to the fact that
her eight-month-old brother was listed on a website as a
victim in that particular concentration camp.
For many of us who have come from troubled parts of
the world, life and death are important and precious
issues, so I do not come to this debate lightly. I must
say I found it difficult to attend any of the briefings.
When Ms Hartland read her very detailed
second-reading speech I literally had to run out of this
chamber for fear that I was going to throw up. The
images of death, whether they be sanctioned by the
state or not, conjures in me such a violent physical
reaction that it makes me sick, so I apologise if I do not
remain composed for the duration of this contribution.
For me, death is rarely undignified. What is often more
undignified is how people live their lives. An elderly
person, a disabled person, or a person suffering an
intellectual disability may be not as useful or functional,
but they are not a styrofoam cup that can be thrown
away when it is no longer useful. Although I am a
Catholic I do not come to this position from my
religious convictions but much more so from my
personal experience. I never thought that I would quote
Pope John Paul II from 2004, but it is a very
appropriate quotation. He is reported as saying:

Wednesday, 20 August 2008

culture of our society and a regime that I could not
support on the basis of my own personal background,
and certainly on the basis of my own moral beliefs.
I do not need to remind people of the Hippocratic oath.
I am sure it has been quoted many times:
I will give no deadly medicine to anyone if asked, nor suggest
any such counsel.

As Ms Pulford said, and it was also alluded to by
Ms Mikakos, it is for the same reason that I am a strong
opponent of capital punishment. As a mother I could
not support the establishment of a regime that could
lead to one innocent death, because ultimately it could
be my son, and I treasure him and understand and
empathise with the importance of family. I could not
take an active part in the establishment of a regime
which could ultimately lead to an innocent person
dying, to a person who was unable to express their view
dying, to that decision being actively inferred by a third
party, or merely that it be another accident of our health
system, notwithstanding the great lengths to which
Mr Scheffer went to cast doubt and dispute the
1000 accidental deaths in the Netherlands, citing that
this occurred in 1995 and that it certainly could not
happen again. We know that in actual fact that was not
just a one-year audit. I could not support the setting up
a regime of that nature, especially one that applies not
just to the terminally ill, as flawed as that definition
is — for me, terminal restlessness is the critical point in
time; that is about three days before death, beyond
which it is irreversible and one cannot recover.

From the moral position I must say I reject the view
that a person can die with dignity; I think a person can
live with dignity. As has been often said — and I do not
want to use a cliché that has become trite — a civilised
society is judged mostly by how it treats those who are
most vulnerable. This bill ultimately deals with those
people who are the most vulnerable in the most
vulnerable times of their lives.

As mentioned by Mr Tee, the much broader definitions
in this bill relate to the hopelessly ill, the incurably ill
and existential pain — and having studied
sociology 101, I know existentialism is based on one’s
personal reality and may not be substantiated by
empirical or objective assessment. For me there is no
safeguard in that because it places at risk every person
with an intellectual disability and every person with a
physical disability who may not be able to express their
wishes, such as a young baby who is unable to
articulate. Even Mr Philip Davis mentioned that
perhaps this bill is better designed for the articulate, the
informed and the educated, and less suited to those who
are less so.

This bill is less about the right to choose. Although I am
a Liberal and I believe in choice, I believe on balance
this is asking me as a legislator and as a person to take
part in establishing a regime that goes beyond just a
personal choice — a regime I believe cannot possibly
have the safeguards of which we have been assured. It
is a regime that will lead to an irrevocable change in the

I have been contacted by thousands of people. So far I
have tabled a petition containing nearly
5000 signatures. Many have been ruled ineligible
because some people are illiterate and they did not
know that you have to sign or that you have to put your
address down, but they wanted to make their views
known. It applies to a whole range of people who are

… the intrinsic value and personal dignity of every human
being do not change, no matter what the concrete
circumstances of his or her life. A man, even if seriously ill or
disabled in the exercise of his highest functions, is and always
will be a man, and he will never become a ‘vegetable’ or an
‘animal’.
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not necessarily well informed and who may not be able
to articulate their views.
For me the bill is fatally flawed. It is too broad, and
there are no safeguards. It irrevocably changes the
culture of our society and the relationship between
patient and doctor. Based on a whole range of other
reasons, as I mentioned before, I do not believe I could
vote for the bill, whether it was referred to the
Legislation Committee or not.
That does not mean that we do not feel compassion for
people who are ill and are in pain. I lived through every
moment of my father’s illness. I took him to every
appointment and to every session of radiology. I was
there to wet his lips in his last few days of life. My
husband changed his incontinence nappies. Some
people may think it is a little dehumanising to be
talking about such personal matters. Many of us from
Europe do not care; we wear our hearts on our
sleeves — and that is me. As I said before, I did not see
that there was anything undignified in making my
father’s last wish come true. We were fortunate that
palliative care was important, but as soon as you move
that next step, how can you be sure that the health
services are not going to be reconfigured to deliver
services more for the easier, cheaper option, especially
when our hospitals are clogged with so many aged
people and especially as the cost of health care —
rather than funding for palliative care — is escalating?
Having read through the Oregon experience, it appears
that that is very much the case.
Palliative care is vital. The advancement of pain
management means that people who are terminally ill
need not suffer unbearable pain. Despite the fact that
this debate has been happening for 3000 years plus,
those advances mean that fewer and fewer people need
to suffer that sort of sense of hopelessness that the
second-reading speech refers to.
In terms of psychological pain, evidence shows that
once you treat that depression, that psychological pain,
quite often the desire to live is reignited. Medical
science is not that precise, with the exception perhaps
of the passing of that point of terminal restlessness, that
we can predict the time of death. People have been
diagnosed as having a short time to live but have
outlived that prediction. I knew a woman who suffered
from multiple sclerosis and was in a wheelchair for
most of her life. She was doted on and cherished by her
husband and lived in a wheelchair for 45 years. She had
an incurable disease, but she still wanted to live.
As I said, it is very difficult to talk about people at their
moment of death because we do not ultimately know

3205

how they will react. Quite often people who wish to
die, as I said, if treated properly, their zest for life and
willingness to live is reignited and they are able to live
a quality of life that perhaps they would not have
otherwise been able to envisage.
I think that to destroy the boundary between healing
and killing would mark a very significant departure
from the longstanding legal and medical traditions of
this country and would threaten unforeseeable
magnitude to vulnerable members of society. This is a
cultural change that we cannot afford — a culture of
death, as Mr Kavanagh has referred to it, where life is
treated as a commodity. To use a metaphor my son was
responsible for, ‘of the styrofoam cup’, I believe that
people are more than just empty vessels.
On Saturday I went to a coffee shop where I saw a
woman of 92 years of age. She was still dressed fairly
snappily and was being taken out of her nursing home
by her daughter and her son-in-law. We engaged in a
bit of conversation. She was having afternoon tea, still
mobile and dressed quite well. She spoke to the owner
in Indian, because she had lived in India for 10 years.
She had led quite an interesting life. As we walked out
her daughter turned and said to me, ‘You would not
want to live that long, would you?’. I thought, ‘Here is
a 92-year-old woman who is still enjoying a good
quality of life’, and I said, ‘I would love to live to be
100, not 92’. That showed me a very different
perspective of life — that is, this notion that somehow
you have lived your life and that you are being selfish if
you cling onto it. This is the dilemma, because if we go
down this track, then the culture of our society will be
that those who wish to live will be seen as selfish, as
not doing their duty and as exacerbating the family’s
drain on resources, be it time or money. Such people
will be seen as selfishly using up resources in our
hospitals that could perhaps be better diverted to the
treatment of babies or of people who have a longer life
prognosis. This is a culture of death and it is something
that I see as a retrograde step. I believe the pressure to
die will prevail if we go down this track, and growing
old will be something that this society will not support.
Over time I believe that those cultures will be the
culture of this society, which is basically focused on the
protection of family. Protection of individual choice
indeed will militate against it.
As I said earlier, there has been enormous response
without a lot of fanfare from a lot of people who have
wanted to sign petitions opposing what they see as a
very disturbing piece of legislation. As a legislator I
cannot agree to this legislation. I do believe in choice,
but, as Mr Philip Davis said, a choice that does not
harm others. I believe this legislation, if adopted,

MEDICAL TREATMENT (PHYSICIAN ASSISTED DYING) BILL
3206

COUNCIL

certainly would. This is not about exercising personal
choice. It is about asking a society to set up a regime to
make that possible. Extrapolating and interpreting the
wishes of others can establish a very dangerous regime.
As safeguards go, I believe the certainly will not protect
the elderly, the frail, the infirm, the inarticulate or
people with disabilities. Those who promote this last
fatal escape as a right should remember that such a right
may quickly become an expectation and, finally, even a
duty to die. We fear eventually that some individuals
and families will be forced to put financial concerns
above the needs of loved ones.
I would like to read one letter that I received with some
petitions that were forwarded to me from the Greek
Orthodox Community of Mentone and Districts. It says
everything in a very simple and measured way:
We at the Greek Orthodox Community of Mentone and
Districts and the Mentone Greek Elderly Citizens Club are
glad to have been given the opportunity to express our
opposition to the proposed bill. Our opposition is considered
and measured. It stems from deep religious and cultural
beliefs. In fact, for us, the euthanasia issue was settled a
couple of millennia ago at the time of the Spartans. The story
goes something like this. It is said that a son was taking his
old and infirm father to throw him over Mount Taygetus as
was the common practice at the time. The father turned
around and said to his son, ‘Son, I am very happy for you to
throw me over the cliff but remember that one day your turn
will come’. The son turned around and took his father back.
The Spartans stopped the practice of euthanasia.
We, who have signed the petition, are not callous people. In
fact, many of the older ones in our midst have witnessed the
horrors of war, knew a time before penicillin and have had
firsthand knowledge of losing loved ones in the most trying of
circumstances. It is because of these experiences that we
believe human life to be precious. It should not be cheapened
by legislating to hasten death.
As far as we are concerned, the existing legislation more than
adequately covers the most difficult of circumstances that can
be encountered when a person is dying. One only has to visit
the palliative care wards to know that measures are already in
place to deal with hopeless cases …

The letter goes on to say:
A core measure of any civilised society is how it treats its
most vulnerable and infirm. Parliament should concern itself
with raising the bar and getting world best practice in place
for areas such as palliative care, which in our opinion is
inadequate and underfunded.
Thank you once again for alerting us to this bill.

In addition to that we have received correspondence
from ad hoc interfaith committees representing clergy
from Christian churches and from the Islamic and
Jewish religious communities. They are all very firm in
their opposition to this particular legislation. We have
also heard from myriad medical practitioners in this
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state, from interstate and internationally. From other
members of the opposition I have heard of the concerns
of nurses about what this legislation will mean. I
acknowledge that many individuals who support this
legislation hold a different view. However, in summary,
on my own personal experience, on my own moral
framework and my concern about the irrevocable
change in the cultural practices of our community, I
could not support the bill as it is, or even if it were
referred to the Legislation Committee.
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I would like to take the
opportunity to make a pretty unqualified statement that
in fact I love life. Indeed I cherish life, and I am
committed to ensuring that there is a quality of life for
all of those I come across in my human experience. I
have a love for humanity, and I express that in the true
spirit of the various vantage points and expressions of
humanity that is evident in this debate in this chamber.
In dealing with life-and-death issues of our human
spirit, our human consciousness and our approaches to
our philosophy, this government has pretty much a
360-degree framework. Within our global community I
can say to those who will have a very different view to
the way in which I intend to vote on this piece of
legislation that I have a wholehearted respect and
regard for their point of view and for their commitment
to the quality of life of the people they express and
demonstrate concern for and commit themselves to.
In terms of how we should be measured, I think a
number of people in this debate feel as if their lifetime
of experience and commitment to humanity is
somehow summed up in their contribution to this
debate. I would like to contest that that is not the case.
In fact their lifetime contribution to the spirit of equality
and to achievement for all and to making sure that
global citizens maximise their opportunity and their
potential and that they live the longest, happiest and
most fulfilled lives I do not doubt for a second. All of
us have an ongoing opportunity to find a way of giving
life to that — all of us!
I do not think for a second that we should be swayed by
the gravity of this piece of legislation and the gravity of
the issues that actually confront us to the extent that we
lose sight of that. Regardless of how we vote on this
issue, regardless of the views we express, we have a
lifetime of opportunity to demonstrate our compassion
and commitment to humankind. I would encourage all
of us to dedicate our lives to that. That is the nature of
my commitment to political life. It is the reason I am
here, fundamentally because I seek to maximise the
opportunity for a quality of life for all our citizens.
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Clearly limits are placed on quality and opportunity. In
various societies, whether they are ours or others
around the world, a whole range of structural,
philosophical and physical barriers are put in the way of
people being able to maximise their full potential and
live happy and fulfilled lives. Just yesterday in this
Parliament we acknowledged that Aboriginal people
continue to this very day to have a life expectancy well
below that of the Australian population, and that is
intolerable.
We should dedicate ourselves to rich, fulfilling and
satisfying lives for all of our citizens — for all of us. A
number of complicated and perplexing issues bedevil
some of us when we are trying to drill down to what
that means when we grapple with issues of death and
dying. In trying to find a way of dealing with those
perplexing issues, we somehow lose sight of our
commitment to humanity and to a satisfactory and
fulfilling life.
I want to place on the record that I do not think we need
to entrap ourselves by trying to come to terms with the
way that we deal with end-of-life decisions and the
quality of life that may occur at the end of life. We can
lose sight of some of those commitments that we try to
perpetuate through our political and community life,
such as trying to empower people and enabling them to
make the most profound decisions that would affect the
quality of their life and at what point we say they
cannot make those decisions any longer.
People who dedicate their lives to empowering people
consider that at some critical point in time that
empowerment right should be taken away from them,
when in fact they do not have the capability to make
those decisions. At that ultimate moment it is not their
right to choose whether they should live or die, even
though there may be a whole range of extreme and
valid reasons — such as the pain and suffering, the
anxiety, the angst, the humiliation, the shame, and a
variety of those factors — that lead them inexorably to
considering it a very reasonable judgement for them to
make.
I do not say that I equate ageing with a debilitating
downhill trajectory and that we cannot cherish the
opportunities and the capacities of those octogenarians,
and those in their 90s or their hundreds, to reach a
satisfactory and fulfilling life. Ageing is not a relevant
issue in relation to this dynamic.
All of us have been inspired and will continue to be
inspired by those who have terminal illnesses, who
endure great pain and suffering, who are
wholeheartedly committed to maximising their
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potential and their engagement in life each and every
day, and who will not give up one day of that life. We
should all dig deep and find a supportive community
and supportive environments that provide caring
relationships to enable the most satisfying, fulfilling
and enriched life for those with whom we share the
global community and who are committed to
maximising each and every day of their lives.
I am not ignorant of the range of issues associated with
terminal illness and what it means for the person who
requires care, support and assistance. They may learn
many things about themselves. They may learn new
powers of understanding and enlightenment as they
endure the things they are subjected to, but the same
can also apply to those who provide the caring
relationship. This is not the first time in public life that I
have volunteered my personal experience. My mother
endured many years of a terminal illness. Her quality of
life deteriorated over many years of pain and suffering.
The care that my father provided to her was his
redemption, because in fact my wayward father found
his way in providing care for my mother who was
unable to care for herself. When he dies he will have
value in his life. The most shining example of his
achievement will be the love and compassion that he
showed to my mother in her years of decline.
I understand that pain and suffering, both for the person
who is subjected to the pain and suffering and those
who provide the care, can add to the value of life. Many
people who have entered into this debate volunteer that
they are particularly troubled by the notion of
regulating and intervening in decisions about the end of
life and the nature of the caring relationship. They find
it perplexing, and they say they are troubled by it. I say
to those people who volunteer that they are troubled by
it that that is not in itself a bad thing. Be troubled by it.
Exercise your mind about it. Seek out pain and
suffering. See how you respond. See what is your
mettle in actually dealing with these issues. See what
value you can add — beyond palliative care and
palliative intervention — to the human spirit by your
engagement and your intimate involvement in that pain
and suffering. Seek out more trouble for yourself in
dealing with this.
This is the challenge that I issue to those people who
have a contrary view about the way this bill should be
dealt with. It is a challenge that I will respond to. I will
not turn away from the pain and the suffering, I will not
be ignorant of the depths to which people have to go in
order to find their humanity to deal with these issues. I
encourage all of us for the rest of our lives not to turn
away from these issues. These are profound, troubling
and important issues which will lead us to find out
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something important about ourselves. They will add to
the human spirit any day that we try to make sure that
the quality of life for those whom we come across is
cherished.
A number of paradigms relating to this matter are
thrown up by this bill, and people have demonstrated
time and again that they have great difficulty in dealing
with them. It is important, as complex and as vexing as
these issues are, that we bring some clarity to what we
are trying to achieve through end-of-life decisions — if
we do regulate them — and decisions around the caring
relationship. Ultimately we need to consider whether
that leads to a regime of informed consent and a range
of issues regarding end-of-life decisions and actions
taken. We should try to think that, as enlightened as we
think we may be — as many people in this debate have
actually acknowledged — there is a degree of
confusion and ambiguity about the various rights and
responsibilities under the law that currently applies in
Victoria. That is an organising principle. We should try
to think about how we can reduce the ambiguity,
confusion and anxiety that may be derived from that.
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vantage point I am interested in the certainty of the
dignity of this life. The way in which we respond to
humanity in this life and how we try to ensure that the
quality, dignity and sanctity of this life is demonstrated
each and every conscious, living, breathing day in the
only life that ultimately we know.
This legislation is trying to create some certainty in a
field where ambiguity exists. It may err for a variety of
reasons, but that is what it is trying to do. The current
Medical Treatment Act is, I think, a reasonably good
piece of legislation. We should not try to pretend for an
instant that the regime that applies in relation to these
issues in the state of Victoria from which we are
starting is a greenfield approach in policy development
and practice. The Medical Treatment Act is a very good
and enlightening piece of legislation regulating
end-of-life decisions in respect of the caring
relationship. Certainly that is the view of the
government. There is no doubt about it — the
prevailing view of the government is that the act and
current practices very satisfactorily cover the field.

It is important for us to think about what many people
have described as the decision-making process they go
through in considering suicide — whether they do it on
their own or whether they do it with some form of
assistance. It is also important to think about whether in
relation to this very confronting issue of suicide we
have an idea of the chaos and violence that is quite
often associated with it and the trauma it creates not
only for the victim but for many other people in the
community and whether that is an ongoing tolerable
situation or whether there is some need for
dispassionate and calm consideration of these matters.
It is important for us to at least think about these types
of issues.

From my vantage point and my experience in a whole
variety of aspects of my life, including a period of time
as Minister for Aged Care, I am acutely aware that
there are many circumstances in which the current law
does not account for — again related to conscious,
informed decisions not the chaotic end-of-life
decisions — conscious, informed deliberations in terms
of providing care directives. There is an absence of
advanced care directives within the current legislation,
and time and again it has been identified as a failing of
the current legislative regime. In practice, because of
the limitations related to the absence of advanced care
directives and information about their application, there
is ambiguity and confusion in the minds of medical
practitioners providing care and assisting in end-of-life
decisions.

Ultimately — and I do not say this to be dismissive or
disrespectful in any way of people’s faith and their
deeply held convictions — in relation to the sanctity of
life and decisions around the end of life, we are trying
to grapple with whether the pain and suffering that is
endured by the people we are talking about who might
be exercising their right under current law or the
proposed law might be addressed through a dignified
way of dying and exiting this life, or whether their pain
and suffering will only be relieved ultimately through
their salvation in the afterlife.

This bill takes a different approach and tries to deal
with and remove those ambiguities. Many people are
affronted by the fact that it removes them so
comprehensively. They think it is a whole new world
order, but — not for the first time in this second-reading
debate in this chamber — I can say that it is important
to see this regime as part of a continuum of legislative
and practical approaches to these issues, rather than a
starting from scratch.

For many of us that is a key organising principle of our
lives, so I do not dismiss it. For many of the people
taking part in this debate here and around the world this
is a key organising principle of their life and their sense
of self. I do not underestimate this issue at all. From my

In relation to the principle of empowering people to
make decisions throughout their lives, it is an important
statement. From my vantage point and in terms of my
political pedigree, legislation that empowers people is
generally good — and supporting empowerment is an
organising principle of this legislation.
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Many people have entered into this debate and spent a
lot of time trying to rule it in or rule it out based on its
technical standing — whether it is rigorous, whether
every bit is cogent and whether all the mechanisms will
work. Can I say that at this stage of the debate all we
are deciding is whether we support the bill or do not
support the bill on the basis of what it is purporting to
do. On the basis of what it is purporting to do, as a
matter of principle, whether you are on one side of the
ledger or the other, I am for it. Because from my
vantage point it is trying to empower people, trying to
deal with the removal of ambiguity.
All of us have a test in terms of how we organise our
lives and what we are committed to, but ultimately the
test I apply to myself basically comes from my
organising principles of how I live my life and my
value systems that I have adopted. In this instance the
simple test comes from the value systems that my
mother gave me. Many people may dismiss the gravity
or relevance of that, but I assure members that my
mother’s principles, her values were more consistent
than the Bible, the Koran or the readings of the Dalai
Lama. She was very straight. She gave me the values
that will sustain me through most of my conscious life.
She gave me the framework that I have applied in this
contribution, because I started in the spirit of saying that
we are all in this together. Whether we agree with one
another or not, we are in this together and we have an
obligation to one another. We have a need to respect
one another and to treat one another with decency and
dignity. Ultimately we have an obligation to enrich
each other’s lives and to empower one another. My
mother gave that to me and it holds me in good stead.
My mother died a diminished woman. Instead of being
the humorous, lively, well-informed, articulate woman
that I knew when I was a child, she was a woman who
in the last two or three years of her life was embittered
and diminished. She had lost her ability to feed herself
and had lost her ability to speak. The very last time I
saw my mother, as I held her hand, as I made I eye
contact with her for many, many minutes, she conveyed
to me a number of things. She conveyed to me the fact
that she loved me, that she was very proud of me and
that she wished me the best that I could be. She also
conveyed in her eyes that she did not want to see me
again, that she wanted to be let go. This is a view that
she had held for years. She conveyed to me very clearly
what she wanted for herself and what she would want
me to do in this debate.
In this debate I have no option about what my fibre tells
me to do because it is very clear. The interesting thing
about this is that I will vote in favour of the bill on the
second reading for the reasons I have outlined, but
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probably there is a joke in this. I will not be voting in
favour of the reasoned amendment moved by Philip
Davis. My mother would be okay with that too. She
understands that I am not here as an individual — much
as I have individual views, principles and values — but
that I am part of a collective. She knows that I would
not be here if I were not part of a party that was elected
to govern.
The government has determined that it is not going to
take responsibility for tidying up this piece of
legislation and passing it. If this chamber does, that is
something else. The government is of the view that the
Medical Treatment Act is sufficient to cover the field.
In terms of the responsibility for getting this bill into the
form required to pass the third-reading stage, the
government believes it is the responsibility of this
chamber. My mother would understand that. In terms
of her expectation of me my mother knows the
principles that I take, knows what I am committed to do
within the collective, she knows what my limits of
ministerial responsibility are, she knows what I will be
determined to do for the rest of my life, both in terms of
this debate, how it proceeds and what happens with this
legislation. She knows what I will be committed to do
for the rest of my life with adding value and touching
the human spirit each and every day with the people I
come into contact with.
Ultimately that is a test for all of us, regardless of what
we do in voting on this bill. Members should not
trouble themselves too much about what they do with
their vote; they should trouble themselves about what
they do in life.
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I was riveted
by the comments made by the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change. Many of his
comments were very worthy and should be commended
for our consideration, to say the very least.
This is a very important and a very historic bill in many
ways. There are four sorts of people who support the
bill. There are those who genuinely wish to ease the
suffering of loved ones or to put in place a situation
where they themselves will not be subject to excessive
pain at the time they feel they are ready to go. I have
total sympathy for that position. It is not something that
any of us would get any joy out of — feeling the sort of
pain that we know some have suffered in the past. I
know in my own case with my own parents, whilst I
was not there for my father’s passing I was there when
my mother died. While holding her hand I prayed that
her next breath would be her last, such was the
difficulty she was clearly having in breathing. When
that final breath did come there was a sense of very
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great sadness and grief, but also a sense of relief that
she had gone to a better place and that she was no
longer in the pain that she had been.
I have considerable sympathy for the position held by
the proponents of this legislation, those who have been
most active in supporting it and those who put this bill
together. There are those, of course, who will and do
support this legislation for the advancement of their
own social agenda. They see the elderly, the sick and
the disabled as a nuisance to be disposed of. These are
people I have met — doctors, professors, so-called
ethicists — who have told me that members of my own
family should have been killed. They are people like
Professor Peter Singer, whom I regard as one of the
more dangerous individuals on the face of the earth. He
believes that as human beings we have a responsibility
to put down people with disabilities, for example. Just
this week I received an email from one of my
constituents, Helga Kuhse from Monash University,
one of Professor Singer’s long-time, right-hand women.
That email brought back many bad memories for me
and reinforced the view I had perhaps already taken on
this bill.
There are those who see this bill as an opportunity to
ease the squeeze in hospitals and in the welfare sector.
They are the ones — not all of them — who will quite
often decide who deserves the very limited funding that
public hospitals have. They will decide who gets the
beds and who gets the sorts of services that the elderly
and disabled receive. They are the sort of people who,
because of the constant financial pressure they are
working under, are inclined to support the bumping
off — if I can use that very crass term — of those they
see as being well past their use-by date. I can see that
they would certainly be supporting this legislation.
There is another group that would support this
legislation. They are relatives, friends, loved ones —
and I put that in inverted commas — who are very keen
to get their hands on property, perhaps on the family
home or on life savings. Of course the bill says this
cannot be done. But it will be. If this bill is passed there
is nothing surer. They will get around it and that will
happen. We are, as I think Ms Mikakos said a little
earlier, fighting human nature here, and that is not
something that we often win against. Granny would not
be granny for long, but she would be an end to,
perhaps, a family’s financial problems. Dad would no
longer be dad; he would now be a way of paying off the
house. We would see families impressing upon their
elderly members that they are burdens on their children
or grandchildren. We all know them within our own
families.
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One of the worst things that people can be told at a
certain age is that they are a burden. There are so many
people I know, even in my own family, who live in fear
of becoming a burden. I can assure the house that
nobody in my family will ever be a burden. But there
will be some who will use that argument, in line with
this legislation, to get rid of their aunty, their uncle,
their grandfather, their mother — whoever. They will
impress upon these extraordinarily vulnerable people in
our community that their time has come and that they
are a burden on their families and on society. Greed is a
part of human nature. That greed will come to the fore
if this legislation is passed. People will die as a result of
that greed. Let me assure the house that that happens in
the best of families.
I have a philosophy in life — and this will surprise
some members of the house — that was given to me by
one Jeffrey Gibb Kennett, a former Premier. It is that
one should never, ever give up. I suppose it was not just
Jeff Kennett who gave me that philosophy. He
reinforced the philosophy that was first shown to me by
my own father. When I was three years of age my
father contracted cancer and was given six months to
live. I was only three at the time so of course I was
totally unaware of what was going on and I have
absolutely no recollection at all of my father being a
well man. But I do have many happy memories of dad
because he did not last 6 months, he did not last
12 months — he lasted another 17 years. The doctors
got it wrong, as they so often do.
If we put all our faith in the medicos or the medical
community, we are really short-changing ourselves. My
father would have been short-changed if he had listened
to those doctors and gone home and said, ‘I’ve got six
months to live. I might as well take some tonic and I’ll
tootle off a little bit earlier’. Seventeen years would
have been lost. My father was not the only one who
would have been in that position, and that was a long
time ago, far too long and much longer ago than I am
going to mention.
Medical science has of course improved enormously
since then, so we should never give up. We should
instil in those who are facing difficult times — whether
it be mentally, emotionally or health wise — the joy of
hope. We should never seek to steal from them what
may be possible tomorrow — that is just so important.
We must always keep hospitals as places of healing.
Hospitals should always be seen as places we go to to
cure our ills; they should never be seen as places to
which we go to be killed. They should not be regarded
as human abattoirs. This legislation moves us down that
track. When I enter a hospital I do not want to see signs
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directing patients to two separate wards — one saying,
‘To be saved, this way’, and another saying, ‘For those
who wish to be killed, over here’. Do any of us want to
see that? Under this legislation there is a very real
chance that we would see something along those lines.
It is intrinsically wrong for doctors to involve
themselves in the taking of patients’ lives. It is a step
that we as a society must not take. We must not have
the sick being afraid to go to hospital. In the
Netherlands, which has embraced euthanasia in a fairly
big way, a large proportion of euthanasia victims are
not voluntary at all. In the past 30 years Holland has
moved from assisted suicide to euthanasia, from
euthanasia of people who are terminally ill to
euthanasia of those who are chronically ill, from
euthanasia for physical illness to euthanasia for mental
illness.
Business interrupted pursuant to standing orders.

COUNTY COURT AMENDMENT (KOORI
COURT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister
for Planning) on motion of Mr Lenders.

LABOUR AND INDUSTRY (REPEAL) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS
(Minister for Industry and Trade) on motion of
Mr Lenders.

WHISTLEBLOWERS PROTECTION
AMENDMENT BILL

3211
That the house do now adjourn.

Driver Education Centre of Australia: Careful
Cobber program
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — The matter I
raise is for the attention of the Minister for Education
regarding the Careful Cobber road safety program that
has been delivered at the Driver Education Centre of
Australia (DECA) in Shepparton for more than
30 years. My request of the minister is that she reinstate
state government funding of this highly regarded and
successful program for primary schoolchildren.
The Careful Cobber program is a hands-on, interactive
road safety education program for young
schoolchildren, starting with the basics. It is iconic
across northern Victoria, and indeed most of the state,
as a critical early years road safety program. It teaches
prep students about road safety and how to be safe
pedestrians, whilst older children are taught appropriate
attitudes, skills and knowledge for safe cycling, as well
as being given an understanding of road laws and the
need to abide by them. In grade 6 students progress to
driving motorised Careful Cobber cars. Driving the cars
teaches the children to be more aware of some of the
social and legal responsibilities of drivers and puts them
in a good position to become responsible road users.
In 2007 a total of 8493 students from 155 primary
schools participated in the program. Over the 30 plus
years the program has run, literally hundreds of
thousands of students have participated in the Careful
Cobber program, and even Prince Charles and Princess
Diana had firsthand experience of driving the Careful
Cobber vehicles.
The program is booked out in advance from year to
year, and primary schools from as far south as Hastings,
as far north as Cobram, as far east as Porepunkah and
as far west as Swan Hill bring their students to
Shepparton for the program each year. Primary school
students from Westmeadows in Premier John
Brumby’s own electorate of Broadmeadows have
participated in the Careful Cobber program and will
miss out if funding is not reinstated.

Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister
for Planning) on motion of Mr Lenders.

ADJOURNMENT
The PRESIDENT — Order! The question is:

My office was devastated by the news of the potential
loss of this program, as my two electorate officers and I
have completed road safety education programs at
DECA, including the Careful Cobber program, and
have learnt invaluable skills that remain with us today.
It is not only my office that is concerned about the
potential loss of this program but also the parents —
many have contacted me to express their concern that
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children may miss out on participating in this valuable
program.

me that a large number of his constituents have also
received this correspondence.

The last state government funding that the DECA
received for the Careful Cobber program was about
$180 000 over the past three years, which equates to
about $7 per student participating in the program. This
funding came from the Department of Education and
Early Childhood Development. No more funding has
been allocated for future years, and without further state
government funding the program will have to close at
the end of this year.

I intend to draw attention to this scam locally, but my
request to the minister is that his department investigate
this particular lottery scam and, more importantly, that
he initiate a public information campaign to warn the
community about it and target that information
campaign at the Spanish-speaking community in
Melbourne’s west.

If the state government does not reinstate funding, the
Careful Cobber program will be lost forever as there is
no way DECA can fund the program itself. I call on the
minister to immediately reinstate state government
funding for the highly regarded and successful Careful
Cobber program for primary school children.

Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, and it is in regard to a
feasibility study into an increased police presence at
train stations, starting with McKinnon station, which is
in the Assembly electorate of Bentleigh. As I explained
last night, I recently held a public transport forum, and
one of the overwhelming concerns that came out of this
forum was people’s safety. Some suggestions also
came out of it. I have done some research into this, and
I would very much like the minister to organise a
feasibility study to have a closer look at what can be
done to make these stations safer.

Consumer affairs: lottery scams
Mr PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — I raise a
matter for the Minister for Consumer Affairs. About
two weeks ago my office received a letter from
Euromilliones Loteria Internacional — I cannot say that
as well as Mr Languiller, the member for Derrimut in
the Assembly. The letter informed me that I had won a
rather large lottery.
Mr P. Davis — No, no, I won it!
Mr PAKULA — Mr Davis won it too! It was a win
of €799 925.20. The lottery is apparently backed not
only by the European Union but by Bill Gates as well.
The letter was signed by a gentleman by the name of
Roberto Diaz Lopez. To claim my prize of nearly
€800 000 I merely had to contact a Jose Juan Carlos
and of course provide certain details, including my
bank account number.
It is easy to be flippant or to make a joke about this kind
of correspondence. However, the unfortunate reality is
that many people are taken in by these schemes. We
read in today’s newspapers about the tens of millions of
dollars that have been scammed out of people by the
well-known Nigerian lottery scam. I understand from
talking to other members that this particular piece of
correspondence has been widely circulated in the
western suburbs of Melbourne. It has been targeted at
Melbourne’s Spanish-speaking community, of which
there are large numbers in the western suburbs,
particularly in St Albans, Sunshine, Maidstone,
Footscray and Werribee. I was discussing this matter
with the member for Derrimut today, and he informed

Rail: station safety

There is an excellent British government scheme called
the Secure Stations Scheme. It is a little like the Heart
Health tick on our food that shows we can feel
confident when we pick up a food product that it is
going to be healthy for us and will protect our hearts.
This scheme works along the same sort of lines. A
number of issues need to be ticked so a station can be
considered safe in all aspects. This is not just done
once; it has to be monitored on a regular basis. This
ensures that people can have confidence that the station
has met its requirements. The points covered include
staff training, help points, closed-circuit television
(CCTV), lighting, increased security and having police
regularly involved in the station itself.
I would like to see the minister implement a feasibility
study into significantly upgrading security measures at
train stations, beginning with McKinnon. I would like
this study to look into having police posted at stations
24 hours a day, installing and 24-hour monitoring of
CCTV cameras for all station areas, including car
parks, and installing more emergency alarms — and for
this process to happen on a regular basis. This should
be accompanied by a six-month pilot trial of increased
security measures at McKinnon station. This would
become a benchmark for railway stations throughout
Victoria. I know the community of McKinnon would
be particularly pleased to be involved in such a
comprehensive feasibility study.
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The action I am seeking is for the minister, as a matter
of urgency, to conduct a feasibility study into
significantly upgrading security measures at train
stations along the lines I have just mentioned, starting
with a six-month trial at the McKinnon station.

Breastfeeding: Best Start program
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Children and Early Childhood Development, Maxine
Morand. There is substantial evidence about the
significant benefits breastfeeding provides to both
mother and baby in the short and long terms. The
Brumby Labor government supports people
breastfeeding in a variety of ways, in particular through
programs including maternal and child health services
and the Best Start program. Best Start is part of our
early youth initiative. It supports families, caregivers
and communities in providing the best possible
environment, experiences and care for young children
in those all-important preschool years.
I had the pleasure last week of launching Ballarat’s
Best Start breastfeeding charter. This is an initiative
designed to promote and encourage better breastfeeding
rates in Ballarat. In preparing a few speaking notes for
the launch I was a little disturbed to learn that Ballarat
ranks 71 out of 78 local government areas in the
percentage of infants fully breastfed at six months.
Ballarat’s rates at three months and six months are
consistently lower than the state, metropolitan and
regional averages, and the Grampians region average.
Fewer than 50 per cent of mums in Ballarat are
breastfeeding after three months, and the figure drops to
around 35 per cent at six months.
The benefits of breastfeeding are clear. The United
Nations Children’s Fund, among other organisations,
suggests that breastmilk alone is the ideal nourishment
for infants in their first six months of life. Breastmilk
contains all the nutrients, antibodies, hormones,
immune factors and antioxidants that an infant needs to
thrive. Breastfeeding assists maternal recovery
following birth, it is convenient, it enhances the special
bond between mother and child, importantly in this day
and age it is very environmentally friendly and low on
packaging and unlike most things these days it comes
free.
The Best Start program is continuing the work it started
in 2004 with its initial campaign, but these statistics
indicate it has quite a lot of work to do. I ask the
minister to work with me to develop strategies to
improve breastfeeding rates in Ballarat.

3213

Princes Highway–Cardinia Road, Pakenham:
signage
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — My matter
this evening is for the Minister for Roads and Ports, and
it concerns the intersection of the Princes Highway and
Cardinia Road in Pakenham. Since the opening of the
Pakenham bypass a significant volume of traffic has
been taken off the highway, which has been fantastic
for the township of Pakenham and the residents in and
around that area.
One of the unfortunate consequences has been an
increase in the number of people making right-hand
turns from Cardinia Road into oncoming traffic on the
Princes Highway. As traffic volumes have been
removed, often it is possible from Cardinia Road to
erroneously believe that the road is a single lane each
way, and consequently people are turning right into
oncoming traffic. In the absence of traffic the signage at
that intersection is poor and does not indicate clearly to
people who may be unfamiliar with the area or who
may be in haste that they are making a mistake.
This issue was brought to my attention by a local
constituent Mr Wayne Lording, and I thank him for
making me aware of it. Since being made aware of the
issue by Mr Lording I have spoken about it with other
people and have been surprised at how many near
misses there appear to have been in the area.
The action I seek from the minister is to investigate this
intersection and as a matter of urgency improve signage
so that people are under no illusion that they need to
cross the median before they can access the other lanes
of traffic.

Water: small towns water quality fund
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Water. The action I seek is for the minister to officially
launch the small towns water quality fund. The fund
was announced in the 2007–08 budget and was
allocated $20 million. The scheme follows on from the
previous country towns water supply and sewerage
program which funded 52 projects and which has been
fully allocated. I believe the fund will enable
cost-effective projects that will upgrade water and
wastewater facilities in small towns, improve
environmental conditions and better safeguard public
health. The fund will support water corporations and
regional councils on a matched funding,
dollar-for-dollar basis up to $1 million. I expect the
small towns water quality fund will be relevant to a
number of towns in my own electorate of Western
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Victoria. I congratulate the government for funding this
scheme, and I call upon the minister to launch it.

VicForests: performance
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Treasurer. I have raised
problems in respect of the management and resource
allocation practices of VicForests on numerous
occasions. Undoubtedly a problem exists — as
manifested in the matter I raised yesterday on the
closure of a sawmill and consequent loss of jobs at
Cann River because of the failure of VicForests to
supply wood. The experience of everyone who deals
with VicForests — timber mills and processors,
harvesting and haulage contractors, firewood
contractors, even the Construction, Forestry, Mining
and Energy Union that represents people working in
those areas — is that VicForests is dysfunctional,
incompetent, arrogant, out of touch and beyond
salvation.
Most recently there have been more problems with the
tendering of harvesting and haulage contracts and with
the allocation of firewood supplies. Mill operators have
impressed on me the extent of the problems and the
uncertainty they face because of a lack of security of
timber supply, rising sawlog prices and the supply of
timber that does not meet their requirements.
VicForests was set up in February 2002 under a
program with the glib title Our Forests Our Future to
create a separate entity for commercial forestry
management. The Department of Sustainability and
Environment website talks glowingly of an objective:
… to ensure the long-term future of our forests and regional
communities.

Echoing that sentiment in March this year, the chief
executive officer of VicForests, David Pollard, said in a
press release that the organisation’s tendering process
would:
… allow for long-term employment security in the Victorian
timber industry.

The East Gippsland forest industries project was set up
in 2006 to develop options for the future of the industry
in the region, and yet the industry is in a more uncertain
position now than ever. I remind the Treasurer that he
has referred a number of times to the government’s
development of a new timber industry strategy and to a
review of Our Forests Our Future. This government has
merely meddled with commercial arrangements in a
way that has made the whole system unworkable. We
have seen no evidence of progress with the review, no
indication of consultation or any outcome towards a
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new strategy for a country-based industry worth
$6 billion a year and employing 25 000 people. I ask,
therefore, that the Treasurer act to bring this process to
a swift conclusion — that is, if it is indeed taking
place — and deliver the promised comprehensive
strategy guaranteeing a certain, viable, sustainable
future for the Victorian timber industry.

Plastic bags: supermarket trial
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — I wish to raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Environment
and Climate Change. On Monday this week the
Brumby Labor government commenced an
Australia-first trial that will over the next month test a
charge of 10 cents for each plastic checkout bag in
major supermarkets at Fountain Gate, Warrnambool
and Wangaratta in Northern Victoria Region. The trial
is about identifying the best way of cutting plastic bag
use and achieving the best result for customers,
businesses and the environment.
Victorians use around 1 billion lightweight plastic
checkout bags each year in Victoria alone, according to
Sustainability Victoria. The government is mindful of
the impact of charges on low-income shoppers, and for
this reason 50 000 free reusable bags are being
distributed in the trial areas.
I have been encouraged by the early comments from
constituents and by Mr Steve Condon, owner of the
Supa IGA in Wangaratta, who has said that his
customers were well aware of the charge being
implemented after weeks of staff handing out flyers and
posters in the lead-up to the start of the trial.
Mr Condon also said that he has been astonished by the
reduction in plastic bag usage which has exceeded all
expectations to date.
I welcome the fact that the Brumby Labor government
has determined that funds raised from the trial will be
devoted to local environmental projects. Tonight the
action I seek from the minister is to provide information
about the process for local environment groups to be
considered for funding raised from the trial.

Employment: regional and rural Victoria
Mr KOCH (Western Victoria) — I raise a matter
for the Premier concerning his government’s response
to worsening job security, particularly in regional
Victoria. Although the Premier has admitted Victoria is
experiencing the toughest economic conditions since
1992, he has failed to put in place strategies that will
steer the state through these difficult times. Business
confidence is at its lowest level since September 2001,
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and most economic forecasters are pointing to a
growing number of job losses.
Victoria lost more than 1500 full-time jobs in July
alone, the only state to record a deficit. As reported in
the Age of 8 August:
At 4.6 per cent, the state’s unemployment rate remains
stubbornly above the national average of 4.3 per cent.

Farming communities across regional Victoria were
shocked when the Department of Primary Industries
(DPI) announced it would be sacking 70 staff and by
the end of next year closing three of its agricultural
research centres at Walpeup, Toolangi and Kyabram,
and depots at Stawell and Rainbow. With no
consultation and under cover of darkness, the
government is pushing through a poorly disguised
restructure that is a serious blow to rural communities
still struggling with the effects of drought.
Farmers rely heavily on the support of local DPI
officers to help them through the drought, and they
rightly feel betrayed and let down by the government
and the Minister for Agriculture in particular, who
refuse to intervene on their behalf. Far too many
regional communities are struggling to come to terms
with the tightening economic conditions on top of
drought, higher fuel and input costs, and decaying road
and rail infrastructure.
In Western Victoria the Dartmoor community is still
reeling after the new owner of its sawmill, Carter Holt
Harvey, heartlessly announced it was shutting down the
mill and axing all 130 jobs. The full impact on
Dartmoor’s community is yet to be felt, but it will
severely impact on local businesses, house values and
possibly even the long-term future of this close-knit
community. Last night we heard about a similar
situation in Cann River, where timber workers will
suffer a similar fate.
Deteriorating economic conditions and competition
from cheap imports have forced Stawell’s Motorway
Tyres into receivership, sending its entire staff of 35 to
the dole queue. This comes on top of Steel Chief’s
decision in June to close its Stawell fabrication plant.
Local job losses hit country communities hard, forcing
many who have lost jobs to move away in search of
work. The flow-on effect is a fall in school enrolments,
fewer customers for local businesses and reduced
community involvement, threatening the very survival
of these communities. My request is for the Premier to
outline his government’s strategies to ensure the
ongoing future of jobs in regional Victoria.
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Sunraysia Highway, Avoca: signage
Mr VOGELS (Western Victoria) — I raise an issue
for the Minister for Roads and Ports, Tim Pallas. It
concerns a decision by VicRoads to refuse an
application by Don and Carol Foster to reinstate a road
sign advertising the Avoca Motel on the Sunraysia
Highway. This sign has been in place for many years.
However, VicRoads has now pulled out section 6.2 of
the Tourist Signing Guidelines to refuse re-instatement.
The Fosters have the full support of the Pyrenees shire
in writing this application, and once again this shows
the inflexibility of VicRoads when dealing with tourist
signage.
Only two weeks ago in this house the Rural and
Regional Committee tabled a report on this very issue.
A key recommendation was that VicRoads work
collaboratively with stakeholders in the tourism
industry to improve tourism signage throughout
Victoria for the benefit of the industry and rural and
regional communities.
I would like to read from a petition which was sent to
me by Don and Carol Foster of the Avoca Motel and
signed by many people and business representatives in
Avoca. It states:
Re complaint from guests
We have been having guests stay with us who say they are
discovering us by accident. Although we spend a lot on
advertising it seems travellers don’t know there is another part
to this town. One guest said she found us because she had to
find somewhere safe to turn around and bingo there is a
motel, IGA, milk bar, hardware, hairdressers, butcher, grain
store, coffee house, garage just to name a few businesses that
cannot be seen from the south end of town and are missing
out on trade. This problem could be rectified if we had some
signs somewhere near the main intersection. Maybe a town
plan could be positioned at or near the intersection.
Below are the signatures of some guests who have been
staying here and have made a comment about this problem,
also the local business who support this request.

The action I seek from the minister is for VicRoads to
work with the Avoca community and the Pyrenees
shire to allow signage to be erected directing travellers,
tourists et cetera to their right destinations, thereby
helping small towns like Avoca to stay vibrant into the
future.

Planning: Melbourne
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment issue tonight is for the Minister for
Planning and it concerns amendment C105 to the
Melbourne planning scheme. The amendment proposes
to introduce new local policy that will protect and
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enhance our laneways in the CBD (central business
district) and comes as a result of the CBD lanes built
form review that was conducted by Hansen Partnership
for the Melbourne City Council. The review that
formed the basis of amendment C105 looked at four
core value characteristics such as connectivity,
proportion of activity frontages, elevation articulation
and views.
Melbourne’s laneways, as we all know, are part of our
city’s great attractiveness, our uniqueness and our
livability. Laneways such as Hardware Lane, Meyers
Place and others have been transformed from small,
dark, dingy side streets to food and drink hubs with
terrific restaurants, galleries and shops. They are a
drawcard for tourists that no other Australian city can
match. Some of them are under threat.
The rampant removal of heritage buildings under this
government in particular, such as the Royal Sun
building only recently, is rivalling what took place
around Australia in the two immediate post-war
decades. It is leaving a cloud over much of our
remaining built history and, in particular, many
buildings that have a terrific restoration capacity which
could see Melbourne build brand new buildings but
retain our fabulous heritage streetscapes.
The government approval of high-rise towers with
limited or no setbacks from laneways can create wind
tunnels and the kinds of dark and dingy laneways that
exist in soulless city centres like Sydney and downtown
Perth, and that is a growing problem for Melbourne. In
short, we are losing our competitive edge in a
downtown area that is one of the best in Australia. It is
an advantage that can have a terrific business and
tourism potential and one we should not lose without a
fight.
Amendment C105 was exhibited in April 2006. The
amendment and submissions received in response went
to the city council’s planning committee in September
2006. An independent panel was recommended and
subsequently appointed. It was then the subject of a
panel hearing in February 2007 and a month later the
panel report was issued. After further rigorous checks,
it was finally submitted to the minister in September
2007, which was 11 months ago. It sat with the minister
for a very long time. In fact the longest phase of the
C105 amendment’s lifetime has involved in its sitting
in a manila folder on the desk of the Minister for
Planning.
Given that in this house today we have been discussing
issues such as the promptness of decision making, my
request to the Minister for Planning tonight is very
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simple. He is to pick up a pen, take the folder headed
‘C105 amendment, Melbourne planning scheme’,
please open the file and sign the C105 amendment by
the end of this week to ensure that our laneways have
the protection they deserve.

Alexandra District Hospital: funding
Mrs PETROVICH (Northern Victoria) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Health and
concerns the Alexandra hospital. Earlier this month the
minister had the audacity to announce the so-called
increase in funding of a measly $158 000 for this
hospital and once again failed to deliver on his
government’s re-election promise of $15 million.
In this year’s budget we could see only $1 million for
the preliminary planning phase, and that is some two
years down the track. Instead of fulfilling this promise,
Mr Andrews has tried to pull the wool over the eyes of
the people of Alexandra by massaging numbers and
making a huge fanfare about the normal increase in the
operating funds. This really is scraping for good news. I
am not sure why you would bother with a media
announcement and a visit to announce a less than 3 per
cent increase in annual funding. Maybe Mr Lenders can
help me with this later on. Rather than inventing a
publicity opportunity for the local member for
Seymour, what this community wants to see is the
Brumby government deliver on its commitments.
Mr Lenders — You are obsessed with Ben
Hardman.
Mrs PETROVICH — I am, like the minister was
before with somebody else. I was in Alexandra the
week before last and spoke to a number of concerned
locals about the lack of real progress in the
redevelopment of this hospital, which had been
promised more acute beds and additional support
services.
At the moment the people of Alexandra know that there
is about a $14 million shortfall that the government
needs to deliver and not $158 000 more for the
day-to-day operations. The sceptics amongst us believe
that this multimillion dollar promise will be recycled as
a new election promise for 2010. Meanwhile the people
of Alexandra will have to wait at least another four
years.
Given that the minister acknowledged in his media
release the important role this hospital plays in the local
community, this is not good enough. It is just another
example of this government’s neglect of country
Victoria. Mr Lenders is right, I am obsessed. I am
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obsessed with the electorate of Seymour and its lack of
facilities.

The PRESIDENT — Order! The house now stands
adjourned.

As a matter of urgency I ask Minister for Health to
advise the people of Alexandra when they can expect to
get their promised funding and when they can expect
the redevelopment of this hospital to begin.

House adjourned 10.36 p.m.

State Emergency Service: funding
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I wish to raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, Mr Cameron. It relates to funding for the
Victoria State Emergency Service, the support that is
provided to it by the Victorian government.
The South Eastern Metropolitan Region is well
supported by six SES units, including those at Chelsea,
Frankston, Waverley, Springvale, Narre Warren and
also a unit in Pakenham, which, although outside the
South Eastern Metropolitan Region, provides support in
the Berwick area of the region.
As members know, the units provide substantial
support to the community in times of emergency, such
as floods, fires and storms, for damage repairs et cetera,
and they are run by volunteers. A lot of the funding for
SES units is raised by volunteer members of those
units. One of the challenges that SES units are facing in
the south-east, and elsewhere in Victoria presumably, is
the enormous increase in fuel costs. This had added
dramatically to the operating costs of SES units
throughout the South Eastern Metropolitan Region and
is putting substantial pressure on the capacity of the
units to meet the fuel costs in addition to the operating
costs met from their existing fundraising activities.
What I am seeking from the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services is that he review the current
structure of government funding for SES units. There is
government funding, particularly of a capital nature, to
SES units at the moment, but I ask that the existing
structure of funding be reviewed so that this immediate
need for recurrent funding for fuel can be met.

Responses
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I have one written
response to the adjournment matter raised by Mr Philip
Davis of 29 May. Thirteen members raised
adjournment matters for ministers, and I will refer 12 of
those directly to the ministers. I will respond in writing
to the matter Mr Philip Davis raised with me with the
precise details.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. R. F. Smith) took the chair
at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

CORRECTIONS AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Hon. J. M. MADDEN
(Minister for Planning).
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4.

acknowledgement of cases where even individuals who
sign an agreement to voluntary euthanasia do and have
changed their minds when faced with death;

5.

draw attention to the tragic and illegal ‘euthanasing’ of
hundreds of people including many elderly patients in
public hospitals who have never agreed to voluntary
euthanasia in jurisdictions which have a voluntary
euthanasia regime, such as Holland.

The petitioners call on the members of the Legislative
Council of the Victorian Parliament to vote against this bill
which will legalise euthanasia in Victoria.

By Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan)
(721 signatures)
Laid on table.

PETITIONS
Following petitions presented to house:

Ordered to be considered next day on motion of
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan).

Abortion: legislation
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council proposals within
government to remove legal protection for children before
birth in Victoria.
Unborn babies are the most vulnerable and defenceless
members of our society and, as such, need the full protection
of Victorian law. Abortion kills unborn children and often
permanently damages their mothers.
The petitioners therefore request that the Legislative Council
rejects any move to decriminalise abortion in Victoria.

By Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan)
(943 signatures)
Laid on table.

Euthanasia: legislative reform
To the Legislative Council of Victoria:
The petition of certain citizens of the state of Victoria draws
to the attention of the Legislative Council serious concerns
about the Medical Treatment (Physician Assisted Dying) Bill
2008 and any regime which allows voluntary, active
euthanasia and urges:
1.

members of the Legislative Council to not proceed with
passing laws which allow the taking of life of another;

2.

support for ensuring access to palliative care and pain
management to all those Victorians who need it;

3.

consideration is given to international research which
demonstrates that when pain is removed or alleviated,
the desire to live is reinstated among those who suffer
chronic pain;

PAPER
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General’s Office — Report, 2007–08

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
St Catherine’s School, Toorak: early learning
and visual arts centres
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — I was
honoured to officially open the early learning centre
and the visual arts centre at St Catherine’s School,
Toorak, yesterday. St Catherine’s is a remarkable
school, and for over 100 years it has provided excellent
education for girls. The visual arts centre is truly
state-of-the-art, and the visual arts program at
St Catherine’s School is strong and diverse. The visual
arts are a vehicle for self-expression as well as a
foundation for later options in careers such as
architecture, graphic design, art history, curatorship,
interior design, filmmaking and web design.
The staff at St Catherine’s early learning centre strive to
encourage the following values in preschool children:
appreciation, commitment, confidence, cooperation,
creativity, curiosity, empathy, enthusiasm, tolerance,
respect and integrity. I think these quotes from the
author Robert Fulghum sum up what is important to
early childhood development:
All I really need to know about how to love and what to do
and how to be has been learnt in kindergarten.
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…
Wisdom was not at the top of the graduate school mountain,
but there in the sandbox at nursery school.

I congratulate St Catherine’s on its continuing
commitment to excellent education for girls.

Thursday, 21 August 2008

or East Reservoir. The study will also include a review
of existing skateboard parks in the northern part of the
municipality. Fun and exercise is a good recipe for
healthy kids, and I commend Darebin council for its
initiative.

Road safety: Hume
Tertiary education and training: teacher
salaries
Mr DRUM (Northern Victoria) — I was recently
reading a communication from Greg Barclay, the
president of the Bendigo Regional Institute of TAFE
sub-branch of the Australian Education Union. He is
quite disturbed about the lack of funding for TAFE
colleges and particularly for BRIT in Bendigo, and in
that communication he was trying to explain why union
members had voted unanimously for a 24-hour strike
yesterday. In his letter to the editor published in the
Bendigo Advertiser of 23 July he said:
TAFE teachers have not taken industrial action like this since
1995. Teachers in Victorian TAFEs are now earning $21 000
a year less than teachers in NSW TAFEs and $13 000 a year
less than teachers in Victorian schools. We have not had a pay
increase since September 2006.
…
For TAFE teachers to get a salary increase, the Brumby
government must agree to give the TAFEs the extra money to
pass on to the teachers for a salary increase.

He calls on the Minister for Skills and Workforce
Participation, Jacinta Allan, and the Premier, John
Brumby, to stop refusing to give the extra money to the
TAFE directors so that they can increase the salaries for
the teachers. He goes on to say:
Ms Allan continues to make noises about the vital role that
TAFE teachers will play in helping fix the ‘skills shortage’ —

but wonders how that is going to happen if there are no
teachers left in the system. He also said:
The minister responsible for TAFE lives in this community
and asked for community support at the last election.

He says he will remember Jacinta Allan at the next
election. I think that Greg Barclay’s situation at BRIT
could very well be repeated right across the state.

Darebin: skateboard park study
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — In
discussions with Darebin councillors recently I was
informed of their intention to run a skateboard park
study. A feasibility study is to be conducted in
consultation with young people in the municipality who
will assist in the actual design of this new recreational
facility. The facility will be built in either East Preston

Mr ELASMAR — I am very pleased to report that
road accidents in Hume, a local government area in my
electorate, have fallen to a five-year low which has
been attributed to various road safety improvements by
VicRoads and the Hume City Council. Casualty crashes
have fallen from 500 in the 12 months ending 30 June
2003 to 319 in the 2007 financial year. It is a good
news story that deserves to be told.

Building industry: plumbing regulations
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to see that the Plumbing Industry Commission
has released a regulatory impact statement on the
proposed plumbing regulations 2008. What this is
designed to do is to replace the existing regulations that
sunset in November 2008. It has suggested some
changes to plumbing classes to bring Victoria into line
with other states, reflecting the requirements of the
Council of Australian Governments. The interesting
thing, which is typical of this government, is what is in
the detail of these proposed regulations.
There are two issues that are buried in the detail. One is
to include a small increase in fees across the board and
increase the cost of compliance certificates to $31. It
does not sound much, but when you look at last year’s
annual report, which shows there are in excess of
315 000 compliance certificates lodged, you realise that
what this minor change to the plumbing regulations is
going to do is bring an extra $2.5 million into the
coffers of the government. Members can read it as they
wish, but it is just nothing short of a cash grab by the
government, another sneaky method of its gaining
money from people who are using plumbing services.
Now every time a person gets a plumbing certificate
they are going to get slugged even more by this
government.

Rail: government policy
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Maybe it
is just me; maybe I am getting paranoid! I think I am in
danger of becoming a conspiracy theorist, but this
government seems to be utterly locked into massive
road projects as a solution to all of our transport
problems. There is a saying ‘When all you have got is a
hammer, after a while everything starts to look like a
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nail’, but the government is incapable of doing anything
else.
The West Gate Bridge can bring 10 000 cars into
Melbourne during the morning peak. That is all it could
ever bring in, and that is all it is ever going to bring in.
The guy who did the blueprints for the West Gate
Bridge knew this, but the government is putting on an
Academy Award-winning performance by pretending
to have uncovered this crisis and to now be mobilising
the entire efforts of the government to solve it.
The North Melbourne station can shift two-and-a-half
times as many people in that same period, yet it is
getting some new escalators. Footscray station has
2500 transfers or boardings in the same period, and it
cannot get itself a new footbridge. We know that
Clifton Hill station is now carrying more people than
the nearby Eastern Freeway exit, and all it is getting is
some track work first promised in 1967.

Roxburgh College: performing arts centre
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — I rise to
acknowledge yet another example of the great
commitment of the Brumby Labor government to my
electorate of Western Metropolitan Region. Thanks to a
$1.43 million grant from the state government, students
at Roxburgh College can now learn in a state-of-the-art
performing arts centre, which the Premier himself
opened. This new facility features a professional dance
studio, music rehearsal rooms and a significant 280-seat
auditorium. Such things were unheard of when most of
us in this house were of school age.
This government is committed to education. It is
committed to our youth. This first-class new centre will
encourage more students to take an interest in the arts
and allow them to develop skills in drama, dance, music
and theatrical production that could open many new
doors for them, and thus many career opportunities. In
addition, the auditorium will be available for
community use, where some 79 per cent of the students
come from homes where English is the second
language. The centre will thus prove to be an invaluable
community resource and so extend far beyond the
students and the school itself. The Brumby Labor
government provided $620 000 for the centre, with
Roxburgh College contributing $780 000; Hume City
Council, $20 000; and Roxburgh Park Primary School,
$10 000. This is a partnership that benefits everyone
and is one where the community will grow together as
time progresses.
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Jewish community: anti-Semitic attacks
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) —
Victoria Police are resisting calls by Melbourne Jewish
community leaders to set up a hate crimes squad to
tackle the growing number of anti-Semitic attacks.
Richard Kerbaj in the Australian of 11 March reported
that Jewish groups, such as the B’nai B’rith
Anti-Defamation Commission, have been accused by
police, who oppose the concept of a hate crimes squad,
of exaggerating the number of anti-Semitic attacks to
justify greater taxpayer-funded security measures.
Apparently the Victorian Chief Commissioner of Police
has been approached by Jewish leaders to set up the
unit, which would play a similar role to a successful
program in New South Wales.
According to Jeremy Jones of the Executive Council of
Australian Jewry, between 1989 and 2005 an annual
average number of anti-Semitic attacks was reported in
Victoria. Even more troubling is the increase in the
incidence rate to 185 in 2006 and 171 in 2007.
In his article Richard Kerbaj wrote:
One quote by senior police sources said the Jewish
community received more attention and security for its
functions and events than other religious and ethnic groups. If
the Muslim community was to know to what extent they
would go crazy.

Right now Victoria does not have a unit for hate
crimes; instead it has a security intelligence group
which has a mandate to investigate race hate crimes.
According to Naomi Levin this desk is not intended as
a hate crimes unit, but rather as an investigative group
that will look into trend patterns only.
How is this attitude going to solve the growing problem
of anti-Semitic attacks, and which other group could
anyone possibly point to that suffers as our Jewish
community does?

Swan Hill Pioneer Village: festival
Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I am
pleased to have had the opportunity to participate in the
great debate last Friday night in Swan Hill at the Swan
Hill Pioneer Village. It was part of the Pioneer Week
Festival that was being held at the village. Some
80 people attended the dinner, which was a sell-out and
a huge success. I am pleased to say that my former
parliamentary colleague Mr Barry Bishop was there
with his wife, Brenda, and everybody had a really fun
night.
The debate topic was ‘Should women have the right to
vote?’, and it coincided with the centenary of women
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having the right to vote in this state. I congratulate those
on my team, which was arguing in the negative —
Cr Bruce Jones and the editor of the Guardian, Felicia
Chalmers. I also want to congratulate the winning team,
which argued in the affirmative — Nathan Schammer,
a year 9 student from MacKillop College, Joanna
Paynter, a year 12 student from Swan Hill College, and
Mr Barry Bales. It was a really fun night, and
everybody got into the spirit of it. There were plenty of
dress-ups and lots of black placards, so I congratulate
all those who were involved in putting on this great
event.
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efficiency of the arterial road network within the city of
Casey. Thompsons Road carries around
20 000 vehicles per day through Cranbourne, with
growing residential developments in and around the
region. Easing congestion and improving the livability
of the community are a priority of the government. The
road is being widened and reconstructed for
1.6 kilometres, providing three lanes each way from
west of the South Gippsland Highway to Rosebank
Drive and two lanes each way between Rosebank Drive
and Narre Warren-Cranbourne Road.

John Ilhan Memorial Reserve, Westmeadows
Film industry: government initiatives
Mr ATKINSON (Eastern Metropolitan) — I note
that the government has just released a report on Film
Victoria which was prepared by the Nous Group. The
report canvasses the success of government programs
in regard to film and television production. The report
has been warmly welcomed by the Minister for
Innovation, Mr Jennings, and it certainly has a number
of elements to it that are encouraging; however, I think
there are also quite a number of things in this report that
are of concern.
I note that the minister has called for submissions
seeking views on how Film Victoria, and indeed the
recommendations of the Nous Group, might be taken
forward by the government. I certainly share his hope
that some very good submissions will be made in that
process, because film production is very important in
Victoria and worth a lot of money. We are part of an
international program of productions. Indeed one of the
merits pointed to by the Nous Group is that we have
attracted more international programming. Sadly, with
Australian television now pursuing mind-numbing and
often demeaning reality TV, the level of film and
television production in Victoria is low. Can I suggest
to the minister that he pursue scriptwriting programs as
part of a program of building our investment?

Thompsons Road, Cranbourne: duplication
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
I rise to congratulate the Minister for Roads and Ports
for last month starting the works to extend the
duplication of Thompsons Road between the South
Gippsland Highway and Narre Warren-Cranbourne
Road. Families living in and around Cranbourne can
look forward to reduced congestion and safer driving
conditions with the $22 million upgrade of Thompsons
Road.
This project signifies another important milestone along
the way towards improving the safety, access and

Mr SOMYUREK — On another matter, on behalf
of the Australian Turkish community I thank the
Premier, John Brumby, for his announcement that the
Victorian government will contribute $250 000 to help
redevelop a Westmeadows recreation area as the John
Ilhan Memorial Reserve. Mustafa Ilhan was a great
soccer fan, and I am sure he would have been pleased
with this gesture by the Premier.

Gas: Avoca supply
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — Mr John
Vogels recently visited Avoca to issue a media release
and to promise that natural gas would be delivered to
Avoca if the Liberal-Nationals coalition were elected to
office in 2010.
Mr Vogels knows that the natural gas extension
program is fully committed, with 34 towns having been
successful under the competitive tender process in the
biggest rollout of natural gas in Victoria since the
1970s. The government ensured that every town
nominated had equal opportunity for inclusion in the
program and that the greatest number of Victorians
benefited.
The Shire of Pyrenees nominated Avoca for
consideration, but unfortunately no bid was attracted
from the Kennett-McNamara government privatised
gas distributors. Gas distributor SP AusNet estimated
that connecting Avoca to gas would involve an
economic shortfall of $4.73 million. The Liberal Party
promise to connect Avoca to natural gas is not based on
any economic rigour and prioritises Avoca ahead of
other similar towns.
Is Mr Vogels planning further cynical, media release
inspired visits to make more uncosted promises to
Victorian communities? His release suggests that the
Brumby Labor government is hoarding funds in the
Regional Infrastructure Development Fund, but we
have provided more than $400 million through the
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RIDF to fund 192 projects worth more than $1.2 billion
across regional and rural Victoria.
The opposition continues to selectively criticise the
government for not capturing all of the towns or some
parts of some towns in the initial rollout. This is
because it has no plans of its own for regional Victoria
and will say or do anything to win a few votes in places
its former leader referred to as the toenails of Victoria.
This is just another example of the Baillieuland
splurge-o-meter and ought to be viewed as a cheap
political stunt.

Raywood: community plan
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — Last week it
was my very great pleasure to launch the Raywood
community plan at the town hall in Raywood, near
Bendigo, where I was representing the Minister for
Community Development, Peter Batchelor. The event
was a celebration of the local community’s drive to
make Raywood the best community it can be. It has
produced the plan with the assistance of a $150 000
community support grant from the Brumby Labor
government to the Greater Bendigo City Council to
help plan for the future of 12 small communities near
Bendigo, including Raywood.
Members of the Raywood community have done a
great job, with the assistance of officers from the
Bendigo council and the Department of Planning and
Community Development, producing a plan that
identifies practical projects that will improve the lives
of residents.
Many members of the Raywood community attended,
and I especially wish to acknowledge the principal of
the Raywood Primary School, Mr Trevor Trewartha,
parents and students, staff and teachers, for their
contributions. I also wish to acknowledge and thank the
member for Bendigo East and Minister for Regional
and Rural Development, Jacinta Allan, for her support
for the Raywood community, including the community
plan.
Finally, I wish to thank Mr Trewartha for taking the
time, after the event, to show me the new multi-use
facility at the school — a very impressive facility. I am
aware he is seeking further government funding for it.
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Auditor-General: Maintaining the State’s
Regional Arterial Road Network
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — I am
pleased to make a contribution to the debate on the
Auditor-General’s report on maintaining the state’s
regional arterial road network dated June 2008. I made
a statement on this report soon after it was released a
couple of sitting weeks ago.
It is worth revisiting this report, because the
Auditor-General has found that the condition and
performance of the regional road infrastructure has
deteriorated in recent years and that, moreover, this is
likely to continue into the future because maintenance
expenditure has failed to keep pace with inflation and
the expansion and ageing of the asset base, higher
traffic levels and higher community expectations —
which are justified — all mean that the road asset base
is deteriorating over time.
This is very concerning in and of itself, but more
concerning when put in the context that the road toll in
Victoria seems to have plateaued. Many factors
contribute to reducing the road toll: education about
road safety, driver fatigue campaigns and other
educative processes. A very important part of the mix is
the condition of the road network. It is most concerning
that on the one hand we have the Auditor-General
saying that the regional arterial road network is likely to
deteriorate in condition going forward while on the
other we have the fact that the road toll has plateaued.
Coupled with that we also have the report into vehicle
safety tabled earlier this week by the Road Safety
Committee. In Mr Koch’s contribution about the report
he said the committee believed Victoria had fallen
behind other parts of Australia and other parts of the
world regarding vehicle safety. That is most
concerning. Traditionally Victoria has been a world
leader on this issue. It has been a world leader in
advocating for increased vehicle safety. This
combination of factors causes me great concern.
On top of that is the recent revelation contained in
documents released through an application under
freedom of information which show that the
government is investigating options to introduce
B-triples and expand B-doubles on the Victorian road
network. This is a response to the crisis in the rail
freight system and inaction from the government since
it came to power in dealing with the rail freight
network. The consequence is increasing pressure to
move goods on larger and larger trucks. There is a
strong argument of increased productivity from using
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larger trucks — that is something that has been
happening for many, many years — but to cope with
those larger trucks the road network would need to be
significantly improved and this requires significant
additional investment.
The government needs to make a decision about what it
wants to do and how it proposes to transport goods
around Victoria and to other states. If it believes that
rail freight is preferred — and there are many
arguments for rail freight as the preferred model,
including the ability to move large quantities of goods,
environmental reasons and the reduction in danger by
reducing the number of trucks on the road — it needs to
invest in rail freight. If it wants to permit the number of
B-triples to go beyond what is further permitted for the
Ford Motor Company, it needs to provide roads that
will cope with vehicles of that size. It needs to invest in
the road network so that it can handle those sorts of
vehicles. It is most concerning that larger trucks may be
using roads maintained by local government while local
government is struggling financially. Larger trucks
cause the road pavement to deteriorate which increases
the cost pressure on ratepayers. Therefore the
government needs to act with regard to this issue.

Rural and Regional Committee: rural and
regional tourism
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — It gives
me great pleasure to speak on the report by the Rural
and Regional Committee on its inquiry into rural and
regional tourism dated July 2008. I have read the report
with great interest. I believe tourism is a great tool for
kick-starting the economy in regional and rural areas by
substantially increasing employment. Most people take
holidays in capital cities, so often the countryside is
overlooked except for the occasional Sunday drive, a
one-day picnic with family and friends or maybe a long
weekend away, usually somewhere close to home,
when we have a public holiday weekend. The report
has identified a strategy plan that will open up new
tourism destinations in regional and rural areas — and I
must say, not before time.
Capital city holidays are costly, there is no doubt about
that, but the tourism infrastructure benefits are there.
We have ready-made entertainment facilities,
restaurants and varying degrees of luxury hotels.
Internet access is a standard facility in most
metropolitan hotels and cable television is available for
insomniacs. International-standard airports and even
made roads are a factor in some touring holidays. Our
world-class capital city holiday venues are enjoyed by
the international community, and so they should be.
However, we need to address the issue of
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decentralisation of tourism and employment in the
regional and country regions of Victoria.
There are 39 recommendations in this report, and
probably the loudest message in it is that we need to
invest in our regional and country areas. As we all
know, the tourism industry is the first to take a beating
when we have an economic downturn. The first cut to a
family budget is holidays, so we need to take on board
seriously the strategy plans proposed in the report to
improve our facilities and promote new tourist
destinations.
I do not need to elaborate on our beautiful beaches or
glorious rainforests. Look at the Otway Ranges, for
example, with magnificent scenery unrivalled
anywhere in the world. Let us make the most of what
nature has provided to Victoria and add facilities to
which we would be happy to take our families.
Importantly, we need to open our lakes and rivers and
bushwalking tracks to international tourists. Just as
important are employment opportunities for our
regional and rural Victorians.
I commend the committee for its detailed work and
support wholeheartedly the recommendations contained
in the report.

Library Board of Victoria: report 2006–07
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — Today I
would like to speak on the State Library of Victoria
Annual Report 2006–07. In the highlights for the year
2006–07, under the month of May, the report says:
The state government announces in the state budget that
$9 million will be provided to develop Australia’s first Centre
for Books (Writing) and Ideas at the library as the centrepiece
of Melbourne’s bid to win UNESCO City of Literature status.

I am a huge advocate of the state library, and I was very
pleased to see in the papers this week that the Brumby
government has achieved this UNESCO (United
Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural
Organisation) rating for Melbourne. That is a very
exciting thing for Victoria and for Australia as a whole.
It is particularly exciting for Victoria because it puts us
again at the centre of literature, writing and all sorts of
creative arts, and that is very important. We are the hub
and the centre in the country for the arts, and this has
been very good recognition by UNESCO.
It is most unlike me but I will read from a press release
from the government because I am very excited about
this. A media release by the Minister for the Arts says:
Melbourne joins Edinburgh as a City of Literature and now
sits alongside other cities in the network including Berlin,
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Buenos Aires and Montréal as cities of design and Bologna
and Seville as cities of music.
Ms Kosky said the City of Literature designation was a coup
for the city that not only recognises Melbourne’s literary
achievements but will bring far-reaching benefits to the city
and across Victoria.

I put on record my praise for the entire library staff and
board of the state library, because I think this really is a
coup.
We have a very rich and deep collection at the State
Library of Victoria. For many generations, regardless of
which political party is in power, there has been a
recognition of the depth of literature in this state and of
how important it is to both Victoria and Australia as a
whole.
However, I have some concerns about how this will
work and I would like to know the details better. The
president of the Library Board of Victoria and former
Premier, Mr John Cain, who I think has done a very
good job, has been very generous in asking me if at any
time I wish to attend a briefing about what the library is
doing. I would be very keen to take up this option and
see how this UNESCO program will work for us in
Victoria, because I am quite committed to being an
advocate for it once I have greater details. One of the
concerns I have about it relates to how much it will
overlap with the existing programs and activities at the
library. I am led to believe the centre will be located in
a specially designated area, and I would like to have a
greater understanding of exactly how that will work.
I again explain to the chamber the history of the library
building. Members may recall that apart from housing
the library, the building used to house the museum and,
many years ago, the gallery. It was Sir Keith Murdoch
who decided that the art gallery needed to have a
dedicated space, and that was when it was decided to
consider putting the National Gallery of Victoria in
St Kilda Road. As we all know, it is there today and is a
very successful venue. Not until recently, under the
Kennett government, was the museum relocated. This
left space for the library to take over the entirety of the
site. This was extremely successful, but various
programs within the library — for example, the
La Trobe library section — had to have their own place.
I understand the La Trobe library section covers a range
of specific areas, and I put on record my praise for
Dianne Riley, who has been able to keep the integrity
of the La Trobe library within the larger organisation.
My concern about the UNESCO literary cities program
relates to how it will overlap with the state library
foundation. How will we attract donations for the
UNESCO program? How will we differentiate it from
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the library foundation? How will funds be allocated to
this? Will the establishment of this excellent initiative
impact on the funding of other state library programs?
How will the raising of funds be distributed between it
and the foundation? What relationship will it have with
Arts Victoria? How will Victorians going into the
library differentiate between the centre and the wider
programs of the state library?

Western District Health Service: report 2006–07
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I rise to make
a statement on the Western District Health Service
annual report for 2006–07. This report is co-signed by
the service’s president, Richard Walter, and its chief
executive officer, Jim Fletcher. It touches on many of
the highlights of 2007 that the service is particularly
proud of. Its major achievements include the
re-accreditation of the aged-care residential facilities at
Hamilton and Penshurst and the re-accreditation of the
postgraduate medical program. It also received top
ratings for external cleaning audits, patient satisfaction,
waste management and pressure-area care and
maintained its accreditation status with the Australian
Council on HealthCare Standards.
With regard to human resources, the Western District
Health Service received a number of awards — the
Victorian public health award, the state nursing
excellence award, the south-west coast employee of the
year award and the Australian annual reporting gold
medal — and a commendation for the Premier’s
primary health service of the year award.
The quality of the service and the excellent
organisational skills of its staff were also recognised
with a number of funding grants awarded during the
reporting period. There was a state government grant of
just over $1 million over a three-year period to expand
the chronic disease management program. This
program focuses on two leading causes of illness in the
shire: respiratory disease and heart disease. There was
also $186 000 from the state government to support the
involvement of and partnership with local GPs in the
management of people with chronic disease, and an
additional $614 000 for the Go for Your Life program.
On 5 August at the invitation of the service I visited
Coleraine and had an opportunity to look at a range of
health and care facilities in the town. I thank Jim
Fletcher for the time he spent in taking me through
existing facilities and the master plan that is the vision
for health care in Coleraine. I was also there to launch
the three independent living units, which the state
government made a contribution to in the 2005 budget.
It was very pleasing to formally open those three units
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and go into the home of one of the residents, who was
very welcoming. The state government contributed
$250 000 to those three units and $331 640 was
contributed by the M. B. Wishart Foundation. One of
the descendants of those who established the Wishart
Foundation was in attendance at the launch and met
again a number of people in Coleraine that day. She is
permanently located in Hamilton and also has a history
in health care in the area.
I take this opportunity to thank all those involved in the
Western District Health Service. We know that
providing good-quality health care is incredibly
important for rural Victoria. I want to thank also the
staff who showed me through the Coleraine hospital
and explained the physical issues they have in terms of
their working environment. It impressed on me the
need to get the master plan up and running. I further
thank the members of the women’s auxiliary of the
hospital who made me very welcome on the day; being
in their company was very enjoyable. I thank the staff
and the support staff of the Western District Health
Service for the very hard work they do not just in
Coleraine but in the surrounding areas, and I commend
this report to the house.

Auditor-General: Services to Young Offenders
Mrs KRONBERG (Eastern Metropolitan) — The
purpose of the audit underlying the Victorian
Auditor-General’s report of June 2008 entitled Services
to Young Offenders was to examine the extent to which
diversionary and rehabilitation services provided by the
Department of Human Services and the Magistrates
Court of Victoria maximise diversion of young
offenders from the criminal justice system, reduce the
risk of reoffending and improve rehabilitation and
reintegration into the community.
In August 2000 the government trumpeted its juvenile
justice reform strategy. At that time, and I assume this
is still the case, its aims were to divert young offenders
from entering the youth justice system; better
rehabilitate high-risk young offenders; and reduce the
likelihood of reoffending among those released from
custody, through better pre-release transition and
post-release support programs. The intention of this
program is to divert young offenders aged 10 to
20 years from custodial sentences to less risky forms of
punishment. Under the dual-track system that emanates
from this program, young offenders who have been
given community-based orders or are placed in
custodial supervision are under the jurisdiction of the
Department of Human Services and those who enter the
adult correctional system are under the Department of
Justice’s jurisdiction.
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The Auditor-General’s report points to areas for
improvement in the planning of services, which include
measures and targets linked to objectives — the
government is flying blind — and performance
measures and targets linked, again, to key strategic and
operational activities and initiatives — that is, doing
what you are saying you are going to do.
It also found that a more whole-of-government
approach needs to become a priority. Emphasis was
placed on the Magistrates Court of Victoria needing to
develop planning documents that clearly describe its
aims for preventing young offenders from progressing
through the justice system — flying blind again!
Central concerns include the shortfall identified in the
needs identification procedures for young offenders.
There remains a risk of inconsistencies occurring in the
identification of people in the criminal justice diversion
program. Flying blind again, hyperbole and no
measurable outcomes.
The endemic and longstanding problems this
government is having with the implementation of its
client relationship information system, which is of
critical importance for youth justice, is highlighted.
Right now there is a lack of sufficient analytical data
for anyone to develop an understanding of the
effectiveness of interventions and services in the
rehabilitation of young offenders and reducing rates of
reoffending. The ability to respond has been totally
thwarted — again flying blind — and this is a signature
of this government, of its launching something,
instituting something, not being able to properly specify
a system and perhaps not being able to fund the
ongoing development and modification of a system
which is just a dinosaur out there and is not providing
the deliverables that were set in the original
specifications.
The Auditor-General also recommends that a
whole-of-government approach be instigated that
finally gives decision-makers a heads-up on the
identification of needs and for the planning and
coordination of youth justice services in this state. What
is going on?
Even though the reduction of youth reoffending and
effective rehabilitation are central to the objectives of
the Department of Human Services, this department
could not demonstrate that these goals were being
achieved. Critically, gaps in performance and outcomes
measurements are impairing the ability of Parliament
and the community to monitor the youth justice system
as a whole. There needs to be a greater focus on the
implementation of data-collection systems and
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performance management per se. Because the
Department of Human Services has not conducted
periodic research to assess changes in the rate of youth
reoffending over time, the Auditor-General is therefore
unable to report as to whether the juvenile justice
reform strategy launched in August 2000 has
effectively reduced the likelihood of reoffending. This
is a disgrace. This government is to be condemned.

Victorian Law Reform Commission: civil
justice review
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — The
Victorian Law Reform Commission’s latest report,
no. 14, on its civil justice review is the most
comprehensive and amazing document that I have yet
seen as a member of Parliament. This amazing
document is the product of a great deal of hard work
and dedication by the members of the commission, and
I wish to particularly commend them for their
professionalism and exhaustive work. Covering well
over 700 pages, it deals with a wealth of areas within
the civil justice system that operates within Victoria,
from class action to expert witnesses, conduct of
persons to financial issues, reducing unnecessary costs
to ongoing review, pre-trial issues to non-judicial
resolution and more.
Unlike some members of this house I am not a lawyer,
but to look into this report is to know all that one needs
to know about civil law and how it operates in Victoria.
If I were a law student, then this would be a
compulsory textbook, although I dare not even ask how
much it would cost if it were sold externally.
The commission examined the goals our community
has for the civil justice system and how well they are
achieved. This role is absolutely necessary if this aspect
of justice is to be up to date, relevant and fair to every
member of our society without favour or
discrimination. Year 12 Victorian certificate of
education students who learn legal studies would
quickly advise that both the criminal and civil justice
systems have flaws. The commission sought to identify
those flaws and to suggest solutions. I believe it
succeeded.
I must applaud the commission for the reforms it has
suggested. Its aim is to make the system far more
efficient, far more cost effective, to prevent unwanted
and unfounded litigation and to create an even better
system than that which operates at present. In chapter 4,
for example, it examined alternate dispute resolution,
an area in which both sides of the house take an
interest, as it can often better serve the community than
a drawn-out and expensive trial. It found a number of
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areas where improvements could be made, including
industry dispute resolution schemes, educating judges,
lawyers and their staff on these schemes, extending the
new area of collaborative law, court-conducted
mediation, certain compulsory referrals to other legal
experts, conferencing and others. Not being a lawyer I
must welcome anything that makes the law more
simple for the community to access and which makes it
a less costly feature of living in a complex society such
as ours.
I am also impressed with chapter 11 and with similar
remarks made by the Attorney-General regarding
reducing the cost of litigation. If members of the
community cannot access justice because it is beyond
their reach financially, then it is justice denied and a
failure by us in our role as members of Parliament to
best represent their needs. When the courts are way too
costly and lawyers charge far too much, a great many
within my largely socially disadvantaged electorate will
find that they simply cannot afford justice. This is not
civil, nor is it moral, and the Attorney-General’s
announcement on lawyers’ fees and charges shows that
the Brumby Labor government is deeply concerned that
civil justice should be far more attainable for all within
our state. I cannot do anything else but commend such a
responsible approach by a government that continually
leads the rest of Australia by its continuing amazing
example.
There is much in this report to praise, and I am certain
that when the time comes we will all be intently and
sincerely involved in the debates over the various bills
that will be introduced to enact its many
recommendations. I commend the report to the house.

Parks Victoria: report 2006–07
Mr P. DAVIS (Eastern Victoria) — I am delighted
to have the opportunity to make some comments on the
Parks Victoria annual report for 2006–07, a matter
which I am sure will be of keen interest to the Minister
for Environment and Climate Change. It is always a
delight to have the minister responsible for a particular
area of government administration in the house at the
time when one makes an observation or two about that
area. It is about Parks Victoria that I wish to make lots
of observations today.
Parks Victoria, as the minister knows, has been the
subject of my keen scrutiny over the course of this year.
In fact I have engaged in a project that results from a
longstanding interest in nature, in the bush and in
particular in bushwalking. That motivated me earlier in
the year to undertake an investigation of our national
parks and related visitor facilities. I wanted to analyse
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and assess how we might take greater advantage of
Victoria’s world-class natural heritage. My focus has
been on walking tracks and information services and
facilities which are available for walkers, whether they
be casual ramblers on a weekend outing or committed
bushwalkers.
I have found major problems on which I will not go
into detail at the moment, but the minister knows I have
found problems with poorly defined and poorly
maintained tracks and inadequate signposting, and I
have noted that, although there is a lot of printed and
online information available, much of it is unreliable. It
is important that information provided to people using
our national parks be accurate, reliable and up to date.
Importantly I want to contrast the position in Victoria
with that of other states. As the minister knows, I have
done that by looking at New South Wales, in particular
the Snowy Mountains national park and the Blue
Mountains National Park. More recently I have had a
look at Western Australia, and I found that compared to
the west Victoria is sadly lacking. Parks Victoria could
well emulate the efforts of the Western Australian
authorities, which have engaged over the long haul in
the development of the capacity of parks and associated
walking tracks to attract visitors and therefore
economic benefit for local regional communities — for
example, I instance the Bibbulmun Track, which is a
nearly 1000-kilometre track from Perth to Albany and
which takes in a vast area of the south-west of Western
Australia. It is extremely well supported by the
government agencies in the west, including the
Department of Environment and Conservation. The
track development has been undertaken by a friends
group but has been significantly promoted by
government. It has not just been left to local tourism
operators; in fact the government funds the production
of walking guide books and comprehensive contour
maps which provide detailed information for the full
length of that track.
In addition there is the Cape to Cape Track, which is
part of the Leeuwin-Naturaliste National Park
250 kilometres south of Perth. From Cape Naturaliste at
the north it is a 135-kilometre walk to Cape Leeuwin in
the south. This is an iconic walking track which
compares markedly with the poor state of the
Australian Alps Walking Track from Walhalla to
Canberra, a 650-kilometre walk. There is a need for the
minister to ensure that Parks Victoria understands the
potential for environmental tourism, in particular for
those people who wish to enjoy our great outdoors by
walking. The result will be significant economic
benefits derived by local regional communities.
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Auditor-General: Performance Reporting in
Local Government
Mr THORNLEY (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise
to speak on the Auditor-General’s report on local
government performance reporting. It is an interesting
report. The Auditor-General has taken time to assess
the performance management and performance
reporting activities of local governments and suggest
how they can be improved. It is a useful and important
document. We used to have a saying at McKinsey that
in any organisation, what gets measured gets done. If
you are not measuring the right things, then the right
things do not get focused on. What any organisation
chooses to focus on for its performance measurement is
very important in determining its operational focus. Of
course that assumes that the organisation has significant
levels of performance measurement and shares them
with constituents.
The record of local government is pretty mixed in that
respect, and that is clearly the Auditor-General’s
finding. These findings are primarily focused on
non-financial metrics. There is a standard set of
accounting measures by which all local governments
report their financial results, but service delivery
performance, customer satisfaction and a range of
important metrics are the focus of this report.
The Auditor-General’s report makes a number of
recommendations flowing from that which are set out
on page 3 of the report. Firstly, it recommends that all
local governments should ensure their annual reports
contain these types of performance metrics in ways that
are relevant and appropriate and presented in easily
comprehensible form to ratepayers and other
stakeholders. Secondly, it recommends that regulations
be issued establishing minimum standards for
performance measurements to ensure there is some
base level that all local governments need to comply
with. Thirdly, it recommends that all councils document
and approve their performance reporting policies.
Finally, it recommends that councillors and staff are
trained in those matters. All of those recommendations
make good sense.
As some folks in my office and I perused the
performance reporting of a number of the local
government areas that fall within Southern
Metropolitan Region, which I represent, I could see that
the Auditor-General’s recommendations provide the
opportunity to achieve greater fruition. I have looked at
some of these documents, and in a number of cases
they compare fairly poorly with the sort of performance
reporting I have seen in other environments.
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As a board member of the Brotherhood of St Laurence,
for example, the internal performance reporting
dashboard that the management team there has
developed is much more comprehensive and effective
than most of the documents I saw from these councils,
despite their being considerably larger organisations.
Certainly I know, from some work I have been doing
looking at the Victorian government as a whole and
now the Growing Victoria Together metrics over the
years, that the depth of work that has gone into those is
really quite significant and that there is a fair bit of
scope for improvement with councils.
For example, Bayside City Council does some of the
things that the Auditor-General recommends. It has
about 25 pages devoted to performance in its annual
report, which is a good thing. It includes some targets
and results giving a year-by-year comparison. There is
a very strong emphasis on customer satisfaction, which
is good to see, and measuring that effectively, and a
wide range of other things are analysed. There is not so
much on outcome efficiency or output indicators,
however, along the lines that the Auditor-General
suggests. I might say that with every council we looked
at we found that there is no common benchmarking
across local government at all. That is an obvious
opportunity. I remember implementing that across
student organisations 25 years ago to get people to have
some sort of common benchmarks and performance, so
therein lies an opportunity for everybody.
The example of Bayside City Council was a reasonable
one. The performance review by the City of Port Phillip
is pretty comprehensive. It was probably one of the best
we saw — about 30 pages of work. It had a very
easy-to-understand format and layout. There was a very
frank discussion of where it had been successful and
where it had not, including areas of customer
satisfaction. There were some real output efficiency
indicators. It was a pretty good example.
I contrast that with the City of Boroondara, which, to
my surprise as a resident, had a pretty poor
performance on just about all of the items the
Auditor-General suggested. As an example, on the few
metrics that were presented call centre efficiency was
39 per cent versus a target of 80 per cent. This sort of
reporting is important, and the Auditor-General’s
recommendations should be taken up by all local
governments.

Freedom of Information Act 1982: statement of
reasons for seeking leave to appeal
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased to make a contribution to statements on reports
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and papers in respect of the statement of reasons for
seeking leave to appeal pursuant to a section of the
Freedom of Information Act 1982.
Dealing with this government on FOI is an ongoing
saga. The record of freedom of information under the
Bracks and Brumby Labor governments has been a
record of secrecy and continuing abuse of the system.
This statement sets out the reasons for seeking leave to
appeal in the matter of Western Suburbs Legal Service
v. Department of Justice. The government is always
quick on its feet in taking matters to the Supreme Court
seeking leave to appeal decisions of the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal when the decision does
not fall in favour of the government.
I for one have been through that process where the
government has sought leave to appeal to the Full Court
of the Supreme Court on the release of certain
documents that were granted to me after a two-day
hearing at VCAT. The government went to great
lengths to ensure that those documents remained a
secret, and they do to this day. The people of Victoria
still have no idea of what the real deal was between
EastLink and the government. I guess it will be forever
unknown to motorists whether they will be travelling
on a tollway for 30 years or for 15 years or whether
there will at some stage be a lower price than what is
currently being charged.
The government frequently spouts its mantra on FOI.
We have only recently had the example where I sought
information about certain matters from DIIRD
(Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional
Development), the very department that is referred to in
this statement. We asked for certain documents. I
requested the information on 22 April. DIIRD
acknowledged the request on 8 May. It acknowledged
the payment of the $22 and said it received the notice
on 30 April. On 18 June, under section 19 of the act,
DIIRD requested $60 for information sought from the
financial management system.
Thus far it has taken DIIRD 50 days from its
acknowledgement of the request to provide this
response. On 15 July DIIRD acknowledged payment of
the $60, which was received on 30 June, and my
cheque was deposited by DIIRD on 11 July 2008. It
took my money and agreed to release documents, but
then on 25 July there was another letter from DIIRD
saying that, based on section 25A(1)(a), it now refused
access to the documents. We now have a situation
where I will end up going back to VCAT on this issue
because clearly the information I sought, which the
department initially agreed to provide, has opened up a
can of worms.
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What occurs with this government is that, once it
suspects that you might be on to it, it shuts down the
system. It appears that this is what has occurred with
this statement of reasons for seeking leave to appeal.
We do not know the particulars of why. The
government will go to great lengths. While the matter is
under appeal the documents cannot be released, and we
will end up going through the same process.
For the life of me I cannot understand why departments
initially say they will release information and then say
they cannot. That was after taking my $22 and then
later my $60 — and not only that, banking it. It says a
lot about the way the department operates and in
particular the way FOI is being treated in this state. FOI
under the Bracks and Brumby governments is nothing
short of a joke.

Regional Development Victoria: report 2006–07
Ms BROAD (Northern Victoria) — Today I wish to
make some remarks about the Regional Development
Victoria annual report 2006–07. I know a number of
my colleagues have also made remarks about this
report, and I wish to add my comments to theirs.
Regional Development Victoria was established by the
Labor government in 2003, and its focus is on building
stronger communities, economies and infrastructure to
create a prosperous and growing provincial Victoria.
The 2006–07 annual report, amongst many other
developments, indicates that all the initiatives and
programs announced in the government’s $502 million
action plan for growth in provincial Victoria, Moving
Forward, had commenced which is a considerable
undertaking by RDV. That Moving Forward plan, just
to remind members, was launched in November 2005
by the Labor government, and it included $100 million
for the Provincial Victoria Growth Fund and
$200 million for the renewed Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund otherwise known as RIDF.
RIDF is another initiative of the state Labor
government. Members of the Liberal and National
parties might recall it, because the legislation for that
fund was opposed by them when it was brought into the
Parliament in the first term of the state Labor
government. Fortunately they finally saw sense and that
legislation eventually passed through the Parliament
and the fund was established, which is a very good
thing when you look at what has now been achieved
through RIDF. I will come back to some of the
achievements through the fund which are outlined in
the annual report.
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But more recently, in June of this year, the Premier,
John Brumby, unveiled Moving Forward — Update —
The Next Two Years 2008 to 2010, which sets out a
series of further initiatives in regional and rural
Victoria. The centrepiece of that Moving Forward
update was a $15.9 million initiative to boost the
planning capacity of Victoria’s 48 regional and rural
councils and to accelerate the development of statutory
plans for major regional growth centres. Anyone who
has spent some time in rural and regional Victoria will
know that there are many regional cities which are
struggling to keep up with the pressures of population
growth and development and job growth — which are
very good problems to have. I am very pleased that they
are being supported through this initiative, which will
result in 15 additional planners working to support
councils to accelerate statutory planning for key growth
areas.
This work is going to be overseen by a newly
established regional and rural growth ministerial task
force which is being chaired by the Minister for
Regional and Rural Development, Jacinta Allan. In
addition to those measures there are a range of other
initiatives in the update to support growth and change
in regional and rural Victoria. They include
$8.1 million for industry development, $7.38 million
for a skills development statement, $35.2 million for
infrastructure development and a further $10.88 million
to tackle drought and climate change.
Importantly the Moving Forward update also allocates
more than $50 million from the Regional Infrastructure
Development Fund and the Provincial Victoria Growth
Fund and sets out new funding of $12.4 million. RIDF
continues on through this update, and I expect it will
continue to achieve projects as diverse as the existing
Mildura freight gate project through to the Wangaratta
performing arts centre, which have been terrific
initiatives in the past.

LEGISLATION REFORM (REPEALS No. 3)
BILL
Statement of compatibility
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) 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 Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 3) Bill
2008.
In my opinion, the Legislation Reform (Repeals No. 3) Bill
2008, as introduced to the Legislative Council, is compatible
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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 bill is to repeal a number of redundant acts
of Parliament (listed in schedule 1), as well as making some
consequential amendments to ongoing legislation (as
described in schedule 2).
As part of the process for selecting the acts included in the bill
for repeal, the department of each minister who is responsible
for those acts has conducted a careful review of that
legislation, in consultation with parliamentary counsel. Those
departments have advised the Department of Premier and
Cabinet that the repeals will not engage any human rights
protected by the charter.
In addition, section 14(2)(e) of the Interpretation of
Legislation Act 1984 provides that the repeal of an act or a
provision of an act, by itself, does not ‘affect any right,
privilege, obligation or liability acquired, accrued or incurred
under that act or provision’, unless the repealing act expressly
provides for a contrary result. The bill does not expressly seek
to affect any person’s existing rights, privileges, obligations
or liabilities, but simply to repeal the acts specified. As a
result, this section should operate to prevent any unintended
impairment of the rights or obligations of any persons that
might result from the repeals.
Human rights issues
1.

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

The bill does not engage any of the rights under the charter.
2.

Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

As the bill does not engage any of the rights under the charter,
it is not necessary to consider the application of section 7(2)
of the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because it does not raise
any human rights issues.
HON. JOHN LENDERS, MLC
Treasurer

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Treasurer).
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This government is committed to modernising government,
and to further increasing its accessibility and accountability.
Consolidating and modernising Victoria’s legislation plays a
key role in delivering on this promise.
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The Brumby government has set an ambitious target for
cutting red tape. In our statement of government intentions,
we signalled our commitment and dedication to the Reducing
the Regulatory Burden initiative, which will boost the
competitiveness of the Australian economy.
While regulation is an essential tool in any government, this
government is leading the country in its efforts to reduce
regulatory burden through its legislation reform program.
Parliament has a responsibility to review the legislation in the
Victorian statute book on a regular basis and to repeal acts
that no longer serve any useful purpose.
The bill before the house, namely, the Legislation Reform
(Repeals No. 3) Bill 2008, demonstrates progress that we
have already made. Once passed, this bill will repeal a
number of spent and redundant acts within a number of
different portfolios that are identified as suitable for repeal.
The acts to be repealed are listed in schedule 1 to the bill.
Schedule 2 to the bill makes two amendments to the Road
Safety Act 1986 to preserve the effects of one of the repealed
acts, namely, the Road Safety (Further Amendment) Act
1991. Schedule 2 will ensure that certain changes to the Road
Safety Act 1986 that were made by the repealed amending act
will continue to operate only from the time when the
amending act came into effect.
The government has given this review process increased
priority and visibility in an effort to decrease the total number
of acts by at least 20 per cent, based on the number of acts in
operation in 1999. In reducing the regulatory burden, we will
maintain Victoria’s position as the recognised leader in this
area, as well as increase the accessibility of Victoria’s
legislation. Clearing the statute book of redundant acts will
help to make the task of consulting our legislation less
confusing.
Accordingly, the government has instituted a review of all
acts across every portfolio to identify legislation for repeal.
This bill is the third bill to be presented to Parliament as part
of this ongoing program.
The first two acts in this series, namely, the Legislation
Reform (Repeals No. 1) Act 2008 and the Legislation Reform
(Repeals No. 2) Act 2008, repealed a total of 70 acts between
them. This bill will carry the repeals program forward.
The legislation that was repealed by those acts, and that will
be repealed by this bill, was introduced by a number of
different governments over a lengthy span of time. It is
commendable that this Parliament is taking responsibility for
removing that legislation now that it is no longer required.
The government will continue its review of Victorian
legislation, and intends to present further legislation reform
bills to Parliament in future.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern
Victoria) on motion of Mr Koch.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 28 August.
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COUNTY COURT AMENDMENT (KOORI
COURT) BILL
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning),
Mr Lenders tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the County Court Amendment (Koori Court)
Bill 2008.
In my opinion, the County Court Amendment (Koori Court)
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 bill aims to increase the participation of the indigenous
community within the administration of the criminal justice
system and to allow for indigenous community involvement
in the sentencing process. The bill will establish the Koori
Court division in the County Court of Victoria to hear
criminal proceedings. The bill builds upon the Koori Court
model, already in operation at the Magistrates Court and
Children’s Court. The Koori Court division of the County
Court will consider criminal matters, with the exception of
sexual offences.
The Koori Court process is that once a defendant has been
arraigned and consented to the jurisdiction of the Koori Court,
a plea discussion takes place around the bar table, involving
all court participants. The plea discussion allows an
Aboriginal elder or respected person to bring their insight
from the local indigenous community, to provide assistance
with any cultural considerations that may arise during
proceedings and to ensure the defendant understands the
seriousness with which the indigenous community views their
actions. In so doing, the plea discussion aims to increase the
indigenous community’s ownership of the justice process and
strengthen linkages between the court and the indigenous
community.
Human rights issues
1.

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

Section 8 — recognition and equality before the law
Section 8(3) of the charter provides that every person is equal
before the law and is entitled to the equal protection of the
law without discrimination and has the right to equal and
effective protection against discrimination.
The amendment to establish the Koori Court division in the
County Court engages section 8(3), as the jurisdiction of the
Koori Court is limited to offences committed by indigenous
people, thereby differentiating between indigenous and
non-indigenous people.
Section 8(4) of the charter provides that any measures taken
for the purpose of assisting or advancing persons or groups of
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persons disadvantaged because of discrimination does not
constitute discrimination.
Clause 6 of the bill provides for the establishment of the
Koori Court division within the County Court. The purpose of
establishing the Koori Court is to assist indigenous persons,
who are disadvantaged and overrepresented in the criminal
justice system. The Koori Court aims to redress the
overrepresentation of indigenous people in the Victorian
criminal justice system by reducing recidivism. The lower
recidivism rates of indigenous defendants who have
participated in the Magistrates Koori Court demonstrates that
the Koori Court model is achieving this aim. Therefore, this
proposed amendment falls within section 8(4) of the charter
and is accordingly compatible with the charter.
Section 19(1) — cultural rights and section 19(2) — distinct
cultural rights of Aboriginal persons
Section 19(1) of the charter provides that all persons with a
particular cultural, religious, racial or linguistic background
must not be denied the right, in community with other persons
of that background, to enjoy his or her culture, to declare and
practice his or her religion and to use his or her language.
Section 19(2) further recognises that Aboriginal persons hold
distinct cultural rights and must not be denied the right, with
other members of their community to, inter alia, enjoy their
identity and culture; maintain and use their language; and
maintain their kinship ties.
The establishment of the Koori Court division in the County
Court promotes the cultural rights of indigenous persons. It
takes steps towards fostering positive relationships with the
indigenous community in Victoria by enabling the County
Court to develop an understanding and knowledge of the
practices, cultural traditions and observances of cultural,
religious, racial and language groups. The Koori Court
division of the County Court will promote indigenous culture
by commencing each session of the court with a welcome to
country in recognition of the traditional custodians of the
land. Furthermore, the Koori Court integrates indigenous
support services with orders issued by the County Court
thereby ensuring that defendants receive appropriate support
in recognition of their cultural rights as indigenous people.
The Aboriginal elder or respected person plays an important
role in reminding the defendant that their offending has
consequences for the indigenous community and the wider
community. The incorporation of Aboriginal elders or
respected persons in the Koori Court division not only
emphasises to defendants their importance in the indigenous
community but also in the wider Victorian community. In
particular, clause 6 of the bill (new section 4G(2)) provides
that the Koori Court division may consider any oral statement
made to it by an Aboriginal elder or respected person. This
encourages the indigenous defendant and their family to
participate in a plea discussion thereby emphasising the
importance of maintaining kinship ties within the criminal
justice system.
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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Clause 6 of the bill (new section 4G) promotes the right to a
fair hearing, as it provides that in sentencing, the court may
consider any oral statement made to it by an Aboriginal elder
or respected person. It may inform itself in any way it thinks
fit, including by considering a report prepared by, or a
statement or submission prepared or made to it by, or
evidence given to it by a range of people including family
members of the defendant and Koori Court officers.
Consideration of a range of submissions at sentencing differs
from the way in which pleas are otherwise heard in the
County Court. By hearing from a range of interested parties
the court is provided with a broader understanding of the
individual’s sentencing needs which will result in more
culturally appropriate sentencing orders. Such orders may
include linking the defendant/appellant with support services
from indigenous service providers including housing and
drug and alcohol services.
Section 25(1) — the right to be presumed innocent
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proved guilty according to law.
Clause 6 of the bill inserts new section 4E(c) in the County
Court Act 1958. Section 4E(c) requires that the defendant
must plead guilty to the offence in order to have their
proceeding dealt with in the Koori Court division of the
County Court. If a defendant wishes to appeal to the Koori
Court division of the County Court against a sentencing order
made against him or her by the Magistrates Court, he or she
must have pleaded guilty either as a requirement of eligibility
for the Magistrates Koori Court or before the Magistrates
Court sitting other than as the Koori Court division.
A guilty plea is a fundamental aspect of the County Koori
Court model, based on the Magistrates Koori Court model
already in operation. For the Aboriginal elder or respected
person to have a significant participatory role in the plea
discussion in the Koori Court division, the defendant must be
willing to acknowledge their guilty plea and address the ways
of resolving their offending behaviour.
It should be noted that nothing in the bill limits the right of an
indigenous defendant to be presumed innocent in the County
Court, nor to plead not guilty and have their proceeding heard
at first instance or on appeal in the County Court, sitting other
than as the Koori Court division. Therefore, the right to be
presumed innocent is not limited.
Section 25(4) — right to review of conviction
Section 25(4) of the charter provides that any person
convicted of a criminal offence has the right to have the
conviction and any sentence imposed in respect of it reviewed
by a higher court in accordance with law.
While the bill does not limit the right to appeal against a
sentence order, the ability to change one’s plea on appeal to
the Koori Court division is not available under new
section 4D(2) and (3). As stated above, the Koori Court
division may only deal with proceedings where the defendant
has pleaded guilty to the offence.
If a defendant wishes to appeal to the Koori Court division of
the County Court against a sentencing order made against
him or her by the Magistrates Court, he or she must have
pleaded guilty either as a requirement of eligibility for the
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Magistrates Koori Court or before the Magistrates Court
sitting other than as the Koori Court division. The appellant
will be bound by their guilty plea and will only have a
rehearing on the sentencing order.
However, nothing in the bill limits the right of an indigenous
person to have both their sentencing order and plea reviewed
in the County Court, sitting other than as the Koori Court
division. Therefore, the right to review of conviction is not
limited by the proposal.
Conclusion
I consider that this bill is compatible with the charter because
this bill does not limit any human right protected by the
charter.
JUSTIN MADDEN, MLC
Minister for Planning

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Treasurer).
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The County Court Amendment (Koori Court) Bill 2008 (the
bill) establishes a Koori Court division in the County Court of
Victoria. In so doing, it creates for the first time in Australia
an indigenous sentencing court in a higher jurisdiction. It
builds on the success of the current Koori Court division in
the Victorian Magistrates Court.
The Magistrates Koori Court program was an initiative of the
Victorian Aboriginal justice agreement. This historic
agreement, entered into in 2000, embodied a partnership
between various Victorian government departments and a
number of key Victorian Koori organisations. It was a
response to the issues and recommendations raised by the
Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody to
tackle disadvantage and inequity, reduce Koori contact with
the criminal justice system, and improve justice outcomes for
indigenous Victorians.
The Victorian Aboriginal justice agreement was reviewed in
2004 and recommended that both the government and the
indigenous community renew their commitment to the
agreement. This resulted in the development and release of a
second phase of the agreement, which was launched in June
2006. The new agreement highlighted the need to enhance
and expand the Koori Court network. The bill implements
this objective and demonstrates the government’s continuing
commitment to implement the work of these partnership
agreements.
It also demonstrates the willingness of the government, the
Victorian indigenous community and the broader community
to experiment with inclusive, innovative, culturally
appropriate and modern approaches to reduce indigenous
overrepresentation within the criminal justice system.
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The bill is consistent with my 2004 justice statement with its
commitment to establishing problem-solving courts to
address the underlying causes of crime and A Fairer Victoria
which strives to improve the lives of disadvantaged
Victorians, improve access to justice and build new
partnerships with indigenous Victorians. The bill also
promotes the values of the Victorian Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities including its recognition of the
distinct cultural rights of indigenous people.
The establishment of the first adult Koori Court division in
the Magistrates Court by this government in October 2002
sought to provide a culturally appropriate legal framework to
break the cycle of overrepresentation of indigenous
defendants in the criminal justice system. The Koori Court
model represents a fundamental shift in the way in which we,
as a community, deal with indigenous defendants. It operates
in an informal atmosphere allowing for greater participation
by the indigenous community in the sentencing process.
An independent evaluation of the Koori Court division of the
Magistrates Court found that Koori courts had successfully
reduced levels of recidivism including breaches of
community corrections orders. It also overturned the
presumption that Koori courts would be a ‘soft option’. It is
now well recognised how confronting and difficult it is for an
indigenous defendant to face senior members in his or her
community and the community itself.
A further measure of the success of the Koori Court model is
reflected in its expansion across Victoria, from its inception in
2002. Victoria currently has seven Koori courts which are
located in Shepparton, Broadmeadows, Warrnambool,
Mildura, Latrobe Valley and Bairnsdale, with a Koori Court
launched recently in Swan Hill in June 2008. There are also
two Children’s Koori courts located at the Melbourne
Children’s Court and in Mildura.
Why have a County Koori Court?
The need for a specialised Koori Court division of the County
Court, which builds on the successful Magistrates Court
model, is essentially twofold. Firstly, indigenous defendants
often come from the most disadvantaged of backgrounds of
all Australians and continue to face inequities on a daily basis.
Secondly, there continues to be a significant
overrepresentation of indigenous people in the Victorian
justice system. While much of this is caused by indigenous
social and economic disadvantage, there are other
contributing factors, including the relatively poor outcomes
indigenous people experience in the criminal justice system.
This overrepresentation is illustrated by Victorian statistics,
which indicate that:
currently indigenous adults are 11 times more likely than
non-indigenous adults to be sentenced to prison rather
than sentenced to serve a community-based disposition;
and
currently indigenous adults are 15 times more likely than
non-indigenous adults to be placed on remand.
Establishing a Koori Court division in the County Court
acknowledges the importance of incorporating indigenous
communities’ cultural beliefs and practices in our justice
system. It is intended that this will produce fair and equitable
treatment for indigenous people and address the underlying
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cause of criminal activity. These aims are best achieved
through a partnership between the indigenous community and
government which fosters trust, understanding and a
commitment through the direct involvement and participation
of the indigenous community in the development of justice
solutions.
What is a Koori Court?
The Koori Court division of the County Court is based on the
Magistrates Koori Court model. In essence, this model allows
for the sentencing process to be more culturally accessible,
grounded in indigenous communities’ efforts to promote
rehabilitation and promote sanctions which are
comprehensible to the indigenous community.
The key emphasis is on creating an informal and accessible
atmosphere. The model allows greater participation in the court
and sentencing process by the indigenous community through
the Aboriginal elder or respected person, Koori Court officer,
indigenous defendant and their extended families or connected
kin and if desired, victims. Additionally, a corrections officer or
juvenile justice officer, the defendant’s legal representative and
prosecutor will be involved in the plea discussion to explore the
offenders’ sentencing needs. The model is designed to break
down the disengagement that many indigenous people have
experienced with the criminal justice system.
How will the Koori Court division of the County Court
work?
The Koori Court division is a new way of approaching and
dealing with indigenous defendants in the County Court. The
bill establishes the Koori Court as a division of the County
Court, rather than it being a new ‘court’.
The Koori Court division will have the same jurisdiction as
the criminal jurisdiction of the County Court to hear all
offences, with the exception of sexual offences.
The Koori Court division will hear a proceeding where the
defendant meets the definition of an Aborigine, as set out in
the bill, and pleads guilty or is found guilty of an offence. The
defendant must also consent to the proceeding being heard in
the Koori Court division and the Koori Court division must
consider that it is appropriate that it deal with the proceeding.
As in the general division of the County Court, the defendant
will initially be arraigned with the judge sitting at the bench
and the defendant sitting in the dock or at the bar table. This
will be followed by the plea discussion. The manner in which
the plea discussion is conducted represents a significant
departure from the general operation of the County Court.
The plea discussion will operate as a conversation around the
bar table with the judge seated on one side of the table
accompanied by an Aboriginal elder or respected person on
either side. The defendant and their family, the Koori Court
officer, corrections officer, the defendant’s legal
representative and prosecutor, who are also seated at the table,
will all have the opportunity to participate in plea
submissions.
The Aboriginal elder or respected person will assist the court by
providing information on the background of the defendant and
possible reasons for the offending behaviour. They may also
explain relevant kinship connections, how a particular crime
has affected the indigenous community as well as provide
advice on cultural practices, protocols and perspectives relevant
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to sentencing. The judge may confer with the Aboriginal elder
or respected person and discuss the most appropriate sentence
including the conditions placed on a sentence.
It is clear from the experience of the Koori Magistrates Court
that one of the keys to its success is the participation of the
Aboriginal elder or respected person who symbolises that the
offence is not condoned by either the indigenous or the
non-indigenous community and that any sentence imposed is
only carried out after information is provided to the
magistrate by the Aboriginal elder or respected person. In this
way, the sentencing process as well as the sentence itself is
community owned so that when a crime is committed against
the wider community it is also seen as being against
indigenous community standards.
Following the conclusion of the plea discussion, the judge
may ask the Koori Court officer about the availability of
appropriate local services and programs. This is consistent
with the case management approach which will be adopted by
the division to address the individual sentencing needs of the
indigenous defendant. The corrections officer can also
provide advice about indigenous programs offered by the
Office of Corrections, either in the local community or in
custody. This partnership approach aims to maximise the
rehabilitation prospects of the defendant and incorporate
locally based support services to meet the needs of an
individual defendant. The sentencing stage in the Koori Court
division will follow the same procedure as the general County
Court. The court has the same sentencing dispositions
available to it and the judge will sit alone at the bench to
deliver the sentencing order. This reinforces to observers that
the judge is the ultimate decision-maker.
The County Court criminal division hears more serious
criminal offences than those heard in the Magistrates Court,
with a greater likelihood of a custodial sentence being
imposed. Aboriginal elders or respected persons will therefore
be trained accordingly to address the needs of higher criminal
jurisdiction. Training and orientation will include information
on the types of offences likely to come before the court and
familiarisation with criminal evidence and case materials,
including depositions.
How will appeals work in the Koori Court division of the
County Court?
The County Koori Court division will hear appeals from the
Magistrates Court. This is an aspect which is unique given the
appellate jurisdiction of the County Court. The creation of a
Koori Court division in the County Court provides an
indigenous appellant or respondent, or the Director of Public
Prosecutions, with the opportunity to appeal a sentencing
order from a decision of the Magistrates Koori Court or the
Magistrates Court.
The eligibility criteria is the same for appeals as for cases heard
at first instance in the Koori Court division. However, appeals
heard in the Koori Court division depart from the general
County Court procedure in that the appellant or respondent is
bound by their guilty plea and the division conducts a
re-hearing of the sentencing order only and not the plea. This
focus on the sentencing order reinforces the Koori Court model,
which relies on the appellant or respondent’s acceptance of
their guilt and a willingness to address the reasons for their
offending behaviour. If an indigenous appellant or respondent
wishes to have their plea and sentencing order appealed they
can do so in the general County Court.
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Appeals heard in the Koori Court division provide indigenous
appellants or respondents for the first time with an
opportunity to have a re-hearing of their sentencing order
conducted in a culturally appropriate venue.
Conclusion
The Koori Court division of the County Court will produce
meaningful and effective outcomes by focusing on the
underlying causes of an individual defendant’s offending
behaviour and employing a case management approach to
address their sentencing needs. This framework will utilise a
collaborative framework featuring the Aboriginal elder or
respected person, the Koori Court officer, the defendant and
their family and community service providers and criminal
justice agencies, all overseen by a judge.
The first Koori Court division of the County Court will be
piloted over four years, commencing at the Morwell law
courts in the Latrobe Valley. The decision to select Latrobe as
the pilot site was made in partnership with the Victorian
indigenous community and representatives of the justice
system, including the County Court.
The Koori Court division will be supported by a range of
significant local support services which will complement
sentencing orders. These include a Koori drug and alcohol
worker based at the Latrobe Valley Magistrates Court, a
mentoring program and a learning place, located in nearby
Yarram, which is a culturally appropriate residential learning
place for up to 20 men undertaking community-based orders.
The government anticipates that the Koori Court division of
the County Court will commence operation in the Latrobe
Valley towards the end of the year. It has the strong support
of the County Court, the local indigenous community and
current Koori Court elders.
The County Koori Court project has been overseen by a
reference group, including the County Court; the children’s
Koori Court; the Broadmeadows Koori Court; the Office of
Public Prosecutions; Victorian Aboriginal Legal Service;
Victoria Legal Aid; Corrections Victoria; and representatives
from the Regional Aboriginal Justice Advisory Committee. I
would like to thank them for the work they have already done
and for their continuing efforts in ensuring the success of this
important initiative.
I would also like to acknowledge the commitment of the
County Court to this important reform and I particularly wish
to acknowledge the Chief Judge Michael Rozenes for his
leadership.
The County Koori Court pilot will be independently
evaluated to determine whether it has been effective in
reducing indigenous contact with the criminal justice system
and recidivism. If the evaluation is successful, the Koori
Court division of the County Court could be extended to
further locations throughout Victoria.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Koch.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 28 August.
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LABOUR AND INDUSTRY (REPEAL) BILL
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and Trade), Mr Lenders tabled following
statement in accordance with Charter of Human
Rights and Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Labour and Industry (Repeal) Bill 2008.
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a defence is enacted for the benefit of an accused to
escape liability where they have taken reasonable steps
to ensure compliance, in respect of what could otherwise
be an absolute or strict liability offence.
(b) The importance of the purpose of the limitation
The closure of factories and warehouses is an extension of the
public interest and commemorative purpose of the Anzac Day
Act 1958. By extending liability to those concerned with the
management of a body corporate, the bill recognises that it is
those persons who have the responsibility and power to take
steps to prevent breaches of laws by bodies corporate.

The bill has two objectives:

The purpose of the imposition of a burden of proof on an
accused person concerned with the management of the body
corporate, is to provide such a person with an opportunity to
escape liability in circumstances where the offence was
committed without his or her knowledge or consent and
where the defendant took appropriate measures to ensure
compliance with clause 5C(1), without undermining the
ability to enforce the provision.

1.

(c) The nature and extent of the limitation

In my opinion, the Labour and Industry (Repeal) Bill 2008
(the 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.
1.1 Overview of the bill

2.

to repeal the Labour and Industry Act 1958 (the LI act),
which has been identified as redundant legislation; and
to make consequential amendments to other acts, to
ensure their continued effective operation.

1.2 Human rights issues
Part 3 of the bill amends the ANZAC Day Act 1958 to
include provisions relating to the closure of factories and
warehouses on Anzac Day which are currently in the LI act,
which the bill proposes to repeal.
Clause 5C(1) requires an occupier of a factory or warehouse
to ensure that the factory or warehouse remains closed on
Anzac Day.
Clause 5C(5) provides that where a body corporate is guilty
of an offence, any person who is concerned or takes part in
the management of the body corporate is also guilty of the
offence. A defence is provided for in clause 5C(6) if the
person charged proves that the offence was committed by the
body corporate without that person’s consent or knowledge
and the person exercised due diligence to prevent the
commission of the offence. The defence would be required to
be proved by a defendant on the balance of probabilities.
By placing a burden of proof on the defendant, clause 5C(6)
limits the right to be presumed innocent in section 25(1) of
the charter.
However, I consider that the limit upon the right is 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
The right to be presumed innocent is an important right that
has long been recognised well before the enactment of the
charter. However, the courts have held that it may be subject
to limits particularly where, as here:
the offence is of a regulatory nature; and,

The burden of proof is only on the defendant where he or she
seeks to raise the defence and requires the defendant to prove,
on the balance of probabilities, that he or she did not know or
consent to opening the factory or warehouse on Anzac Day,
and that he or she took reasonable steps to prevent this from
happening.
(d) The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The imposition of a burden of proof on the defendant is
directly related to its purpose.
Before the defence could apply, the prosecution would have
to establish that the body corporate is guilty of the offence
and the accused is concerned or takes part in the management
of that body corporate. It is reasonable to impose an
obligation and corresponding liability on those who have the
responsibility and power to take steps to prevent breaches of
laws by bodies corporate.
(e) Less restrictive means reasonably available to achieve
the purpose
Removing the defence altogether would not infringe the right
to be presumed innocent. However this would not achieve the
purpose of enabling the defendant to escape liability in
appropriate circumstances.
Although an evidential onus would be less restrictive upon
the right to be presumed innocent, it would not be as effective
in achieving the purpose of the provision.
The defence relates to matters that are principally within the
knowledge and/or control of the accused. Even with a notice
provision, it would be difficult and onerous for the state to
investigate and prove absence of knowledge and due
diligence on the part of those involved in the management of
a body corporate.
The inclusion of a defence with a burden on the defendant to
prove the matters on the balance of probabilities achieves an
appropriate balance of all interests.
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(f)

Other relevant factors

Whilst the prescribed penalty can involve fines of up to
100 penalty units ($10 000), it does not involve
imprisonment.
Accordingly, the provision is compatible with section 25(1)
of the charter.
1.3

Conclusion

I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because to the extent that
the bill limits rights, those limitations are reasonable and
demonstrably justified in a free and democratic society.
Theo Theophanous
Minister for Industry and Trade

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Treasurer).
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Labour and Industry (Repeal) Bill 2008 is a
straightforward piece of legislation that will repeal the Labour
and Industry Act 1958, and make some minor consequential
amendments to three other acts.
As members are aware, the Brumby government is
committed to reducing the regulatory burden on business. In
2006 we launched our Reducing the Regulatory Burden
initiative, which included a commitment to review the state’s
laws. We promised that any act or regulation identified as
redundant, or which overlapped other legislative
requirements, would be repealed as soon as practicable.
Old and redundant legislation has the potential to impose
unnecessary costs on business and the community at large.
Even where an old act is no longer enforced, there is a
recognised cost to business of having to be familiar with the
provisions of the act, and any obligations that may be
imposed.
In 2007 the Victorian Competition and Efficiency
Commission was directed to review the Labour and Industry
Act. VCEC consulted widely and heard submissions from
industry and community groups.
It is fair to say that the Labour and Industry Act was once one
of the best known acts on the Victorian statute book. The act
originally served as the primary source of workplace
regulation, containing broad provisions concerning registration
of shops and factories, general workplace conditions, safety
requirements and the control of certain trades.
Over the years numerous other acts have replaced operative
elements of this legislation. In 1979, for example, the
Industrial Relations Act, which has in turn been superseded,
became the primary instrument for regulating workplace
relations in this state. In 1981 the Industrial Safety, Health
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and Welfare Act was enacted and in 1985 the Occupational
Health and Safety Act separately regulated workplace health
and safety. Long service leave, once regulated by the Labour
and Industry Act, now has its own act, as do public holidays
and shop trading hours.
Now only 35 of the original 207 sections from the 1958 act
remain. Of those sections, only 14 actually relate to rights and
responsibilities or have some material impact on business.
There are no regulations. The remaining provisions cover a
minimal number of matters, such as the provision of toilets,
restrictions on the delivery of bread, and the appointment of
inspectors, of whom none have been appointed since 1992.
There are other anachronistic provisions remaining in the
Labour and Industry Act. For example, the act at section 56
requires a factory to have a prescribed amount of space and
ventilation. Section 57 requires the provision of firefighting
arrangements, including full water buckets. Both these
sections have been superseded by the Building Code of
Australia as well as regulations made under the Building Act
1993.
Bread industry
The act originally regulated seven distinct trades, including
billposting and stamping furniture. All provisions relating to
trades have long since been repealed, except one relating to
the bread industry.
The act makes it an offence to deliver bread at certain times
on a Saturday or Sunday. There are also restrictions on the
sale of bread beyond 48.3 kilometres from where it was
baked. Victoria is the only state or territory imposing such
restrictions.
The structure of the bread industry has also changed
significantly over time, making such a provision less relevant.
Evidence presented to the VCEC review suggested that the
section was originally intended to protect local bakers in rural
areas from competition from larger, more capital-intensive
bakers. As VCEC noted in its report, there has been a growth
in the proportion of bread supplied by manufacturing chains
or franchises which bake locally but enjoy the economies of
being part of a large organisation.
The provisions in the act relating to the bread industry are, of
course, no longer enforced, but if they were to be enforced,
these provisions are more likely to harm innovative specialist
local bakers who would be prevented from reaching a wider
market. The bread industry provisions as they stand are also
inconsistent with the Victorian government’s COAG
commitments to implement broader competition policies.
The house will also be aware that the Bread Industry Act
1959 itself will soon be repealed. This act is included along
with a number of other redundant bills, in the Legislation
Reform (Repeals No. 3) Bill 2008.
Benefits of repeal
The VCEC review considered the question of whether
repealing the Labour and Industry Act would place an undue
burden on any section of the community or prevent the
achievement of the Victorian government’s policy objectives.
VCEC found that all substantive provisions of the act are
redundant. The provisions are either no longer enforced
and/or are replicated by other legislation. As such, the act
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imposes little, if any, compliance or administrative costs on
business or the community. If the provisions of the act were
to be enforced, then there would be substantial costs on
business.
Even in the absence of any enforcement regime, there is still a
cost involved in being aware of the act’s existence and
purpose. For example, to obtain registration by the Builders
Practitioners Board to be an erector or supervisor of
temporary structures (such as tents or stadium seating), the
applicant must demonstrate knowledge of the Labour and
Industry Act.
The benefits to business of repealing the act must be weighed
against the cost to the community at large. Whilst there are
not huge savings to be made through the repeal of the act,
there are no identifiable benefits to be had through its
retention. On balance, repeal is warranted.
Amendments to other acts
VCEC was also asked to consider alternative means of
dealing with any non-redundant provisions of the act. This led
to the conclusion that should the act be repealed,
consequential amendments would be required for three other
acts. The bill before the house therefore amends the ANZAC
Day Act 1958, the Education Training Reform Act 2006 and
the Pipelines Act 2005.
The Labour and Industry Act contains a provision regulating
the closure of factories on Anzac Day. The government has
decided to maintain arrangements for regulating factories on
Anzac Day, and to facilitate this through an amendment to the
ANZAC Day Act. The bill will amend the ANZAC Day Act
to generally provide that factories and warehouses, with
certain exemptions, are to remain closed on Anzac Day. We
believe, given the significance of Anzac Day, and the
expectation that normal activities be curtailed on such an
important day, that the current arrangements should be
maintained. Members will probably be aware that the current
ANZAC Day Act already imposes restrictions on
entertainment and sporting events, and it is appropriate that
the act also regulate the operation of factories.
In transferring the relevant provisions of the LI act to the
ANZAC Day Act, it has not been possible to replicate the
provisions in their original form due to drafting differences
between the two acts. The proposed amendments have,
however, been drafted to best reflect the actual provisions of
the LI act and to ensure consistency with the ANZAC Day
Act. In particular, the existing provisions in the LI act do not
explicitly provide that an offence is committed or impose a
penalty should a factory or warehouse be open on Anzac Day.
The penalty associated with non-compliance of the factory
closure provision under the general offence provisions of the
Labour and Industry Act is $300. Further, in relation to the
penalties, new section 5C in the ANZAC Day Act specifies
that factories and warehouses (as defined in section 5B) must
remain closed on Anzac Day. Responsibility for this will lie
with the occupier. The LI act at section 139 did not specify
who had to comply with this provision. The provision to be
included in the ANZAC Day Act makes it clear that the
responsibility lies with the occupier. This is preferable to the
onus being on the factory owner, as the owner may have
limited or no control over the factory’s operations.
It is proposed to increase the penalty for non-compliance to
100 penalty units, which is consistent with existing penalties
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under the ANZAC Day Act and the 2002 recommendation of
the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee. The higher
penalty now creates a significant deterrent in comparison to
the previous penalty. It should also be noted that the existing
penalty in the Labour and Industry Act has not increased for
many years. The original penalty, dating from the 1953
Labour and Industry Act, was £20. Twenty pounds, roughly
$40, certainly went a lot further back then.
Factories that are currently required to be closed on Anzac
Day under the LI act will still be required to be closed
following amendments to the ANZAC Day Act. Similarly,
exemptions that currently apply will still stand.
The government will continue to monitor Victoria’s
legislative framework to ensure Anzac Day commemorative
events are adequately protected.
The Education Training Reform Act requires amendment as it
seeks to rely on the definition of factory in the Labour and
Industry Act. It is proposed to amend the Education Training
Reform Act, so that the definition of factory will be the same
definition as in the ANZAC Day Act.
The Pipelines Act also relies on the definition of factory in the
Labour and Industry Act. Due to the construction and
application of this act, it has been determined that the current
reference to the definition of factory in the Labour and
Industry Act should be repealed, rather than amended.
There are two other minor drafting changes I wish to bring to
the house’s attention. The definition of laundry currently in
the Labour and Industry Act, which will be replicated in the
ANZAC Day Act, refers to inmates of a ‘juvenile school’. I
have been advised that inmates of youth justice centres and
youth centres, the modern equivalent of a juvenile school, do
not undertake any laundry work. It is therefore proposed to
remove the term ‘juvenile school’ from the legislation.
Secondly, it is proposed to include a provision in the same
terms as section 5(4) of the ANZAC Day Act in the section
dealing with factories and warehouses to be closed on Anzac
Day (clause 5C of the bill). This provides generally that if a
body corporate is guilty of an offence, any person concerned
with management of that body corporate is also guilty of the
offence. Defences to the charges brought pursuant to
subsections (1) and (2) of section 5C will also be included to
mirror the equivalent defence currently available in the
ANZAC Day Act.
Conclusion
In conclusion, there is no argument that, with the exception of
the provisions relating to Anzac Day, the Labour and Industry
Act fails all necessary tests of relevancy. Despite its lack of
relevancy, its continued existence imposes at the very least an
inconvenience on business. Repeal of the act will have no
detrimental affect on business, employees, or the general
community. In repealing the act, we have ensured that
arrangements for factory closures on Anzac Day, including
any exemptions, have not changed.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Koch.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 28 August.

WHISTLEBLOWERS PROTECTION AMENDMENT BILL
Thursday, 21 August 2008

COUNCIL

WHISTLEBLOWERS PROTECTION
AMENDMENT BILL
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning),
Mr Lenders tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Whistleblowers Protection Amendment
Bill 2008.
In my opinion, the Whistleblowers Protection 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 permits the Ombudsman to table a report under
section 103 of the Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001 (the
act) that is likely to identify a person against whom a
protected disclosure is made when the Ombudsman is of the
opinion that disclosure of the identifying information is in the
public interest.
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whether or not the public interest could be met in a
manner that is unlikely to lead to the identification of the
person.
The bill also provides that the Ombudsman is required in the
report to detail the reasons why it is considered that the public
interest requires that the report should identify the person
subject to investigation.
Section 61(1) of the act provides that the Ombudsman must
not, in any report under part 5 or part 8 of the act, make a
comment adverse to any person unless that person has been
given an opportunity of being heard in the matter and their
defence is fairly set out in the report. The requirements set out
in section 61(1) do not currently apply to a report tabled under
section 103 which is in part 9 of the act.
The right to privacy involves procedural aspects requiring
some involvement of the person to be identified in decision
making which will interfere with his or her privacy.
Consequently, the bill extends the safeguards in section 61(1)
of the act to a report tabled under section 103. In addition, the
bill provides that the Ombudsman must provide to the person
who is subject to adverse comment:
details of the adverse comment; and
either:
a copy of the parts of the report that relate to the
adverse comment; or

Human rights issues
information about the adverse comment
The proposed bill engages the rights contained in section 13
of the charter. Section 13 provides that a person has the right:
not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with;
and

that would adequately enable the person to put forward
any defence they may want to be set out in the report.
Therefore, any interference with the right to privacy or
reputation is neither arbitrary or unlawful, and there is no
limitation on the rights in section 13 of the charter.

not to have his or her reputation unlawfully attacked.
Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)
The right to privacy concerns a person’s ‘private sphere’,
which should be free from government intervention or
excessive unsolicited intervention by other individuals. An
interference with privacy will not be unlawful provided it is
permitted by law, is certain, and is appropriately
circumscribed. An interference will not be arbitrary provided
that the restrictions on privacy are reasonable in the particular
circumstances.
The interference with privacy and reputation is neither
arbitrary or unlawful as the Ombudsman’s power to table a
report is circumscribed and certain, and is reasonable given
the important public interest in the Ombudsman reporting to
Parliament on an investigation into a protected disclosure. In
particular, the bill sets out a non-exhaustive list of criteria to
guide the Ombudsman in determining whether or not it is in
the public interest to disclose the identity of a person against
whom a protected disclosure is made including:
the nature of the particulars to be disclosed;

The bill does not limit any human rights and therefore it is not
necessary to consider section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion
The Whistleblowers Protection Amendment Bill 2008
engages section 13 of the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities. The fact that the proposed amendments
apply to investigations that have already commenced or been
conducted does not, of itself, make the legislation arbitrary. In
addition, the transitional arrangements also provide that the
amendments do not apply where the Ombudsman has made a
previous report under section 63 of the Act or tabled a report
under section 103 of the Act prior to the commencement of
the amending Act. Sufficient safeguards have been included
in the bill to ensure the amendments do not result in an
unlawful or arbitrary interference with privacy or reputation.
JUSTIN MADDEN, MLC
Minister for Planning

the public interest to be served by the disclosure;

Second reading
the reasons why confidentiality is not appropriate; and

Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Treasurer).
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Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I move:
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That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
The Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001 (the act) was
introduced to implement a key commitment of the Labor
government to legislate to protect people who disclose
information about serious misconduct in the Victorian public
sector. The legislation was part of a raft of reforms introduced
by this government to ensure government is open, honest and
accountable.
The Ombudsman is due to finalise an investigation initiated
under the act. The matter has been the subject of considerable
comment in the media and the Ombudsman believes that it is
in the public interest to report to Parliament on the outcomes
of the investigation.

Statement of compatibility
For Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning),
Mr Lenders tabled following statement in
accordance with Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities Act:
In accordance with section 28 of the Charter of Human Rights
and Responsibilities, I make this statement of compatibility
with respect to the Corrections Amendment Bill 2008.
In my opinion, the Corrections Amendment Bill 2008, 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.
Overview of bill

Section 103 of the act allows the Ombudsman to, at any time,
report to Parliament on any matter arising in relation to a
public interest disclosure under the act. However,
section 22(3) provides that the Ombudsman must not, in such
a report, disclose particulars likely to lead to the identification
of a person against whom a disclosure is made.
The Ombudsman is concerned that, given the high-profile
nature of the matter, he will not be able to make a report to
Parliament without including details that would identify the
individual or individuals being investigated. The Ombudsman
has therefore requested that section 22(3) be amended to
allow him to make the report.
In summary, the bill removes the impediment that currently
prevents the Ombudsman from tabling a report in Parliament
under section 103 of the act that contains particulars
identifying a person against whom a protected disclosure is
made. The amendments also include certain safeguards to
ensure that identifying a person against whom a protected
disclosure is made is not an unlawful or arbitrary interference
with that person’s right to privacy or reputation.
It is intended that the amendments contained in the bill apply
to any report tabled by the Ombudsman pursuant to
section 103 regardless of when a disclosure under the act is,
or was, made or an investigation under the act is, or was,
commenced. That is, upon commencement of the
amendments, the Ombudsman will be able to table a report
identifying a person against whom a protected disclosure has
been made, where that disclosure was made and the
investigation begun before the commencement of the act.
However, the transitional arrangements also provide that the
amendments do not apply where the Ombudsman has already
made a report under section 63 of the act or tabled a report
under section 103 of the act prior to the commencement of the
amending act.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Koch.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 28 August.

The bill will amend the Corrections Act 1986 to provide for
the creation of prisoner compensation quarantine funds for the
purpose of paying into them certain damages awarded to
prisoners and to provide for the payment out of those funds of
certain amounts recoverable by victims and others from
prisoners.
Human rights issues
The provisions of the bill raise a number of human rights
issues.
1.

Right to equality — s 8

Section 8(2) of the charter provides that every person has the
right to enjoy his or her human rights without discrimination.
Section 8(3) of the charter provides that every person is equal
before the law and is entitled to the equal protection of the
law without discrimination, and has the right to equal and
effective protection against discrimination.
Discrimination is defined in s 4 of the charter as having the
same meaning of discrimination as s 6 of the Equal
Opportunity Act 1995, namely discrimination on the basis of
an attribute including: age, breastfeeding, gender identity,
impairment, industrial activity, lawful sexual activity, marital
status, parental status or status as a carer, physical features,
political belief or activity, pregnancy, race, religious belief or
activity, sex, sexual orientation or personal association with
someone who has any of the above attributes.
As the status of being a prisoner is not a prohibited ground of
discrimination under the terms of s 4 of the charter and s 6 of
the Equal Opportunity Act 1995, the bill does not engage the
right to equality under ss 8(2) and (3) of the charter.
2.

Right to privacy — s 13

Section 13 of the charter provides that a person has the right
not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with. An
interference with privacy will not be unlawful provided it is
permitted by law, is certain, and is appropriately
circumscribed. An interference will not be arbitrary provided
that the restrictions on privacy are reasonable in the particular
circumstances.

CORRECTIONS AMENDMENT BILL
Thursday, 21 August 2008

COUNCIL

3241

This right is relevant in situations involving the disclosure of
private information. The right only proscribes interference
where that interference is unlawful or arbitrary.

Therefore, while the above provisions engage the right to
privacy in s 13 of the charter, the provisions do not constitute
a limit on the right to privacy.

The clauses of the bill which engage the right to privacy
under s 13 of the charter are:

3.

Clause 104X of the bill provides that a victim may apply to
the secretary to be notified of an award of damages to a
prisoner. Clause 104Y provides that the secretary must
publish a notice advising of an award of damages to a
prisoner as soon as practicable after the award is made, and
the notice will include the name of the prisoner and the
money in the award that has been paid to the Prisoner
Compensation Quarantine Fund. The notice will be published
in the Government Gazette, in a daily newspaper circulating
generally around Victoria and in a daily newspaper
circulating generally around Australia. The secretary may also
publish the notice on the internet. Clause 104Z provides that
the secretary may forward a copy of the notice under
clause 104Y to any victim who has applied to the secretary
under clause 104X. Clause 104ZA provides that victims may
apply to the secretary for information about a victims claims
fund within the initial quarantine period in respect of that
fund.
Clause 104ZB provides that the provision of information by
the secretary under these sections is authorised despite any
agreement to which the secretary or state is party that would
otherwise prohibit or restrict the disclosure of information
concerning an award of damages, and does not constitute a
contravention of such an agreement. Clause 104ZC provides
that a person to whom information is provided under these
sections must treat the information in an appropriate manner
that respects the confidentiality of that information.
Where the information disclosed under the above clauses is
already in the public domain (such as a court order made in
open court) it is unlikely that any issue would arise in relation
to the disclosure of information. However, even where the
above provisions may engage the s 13 right, in that they relate
to the disclosure of personal information and amount to an
interference with a prisoner’s privacy, they do not limit the
right to privacy in s 13 of the charter, as s 13 only applies
where the right is unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with.
The interferences in the bill with privacy are not unlawful as
they will occur pursuant to powers conferred by legislation
and will be reasonable in the circumstances. Further, the
interferences are not arbitrary, as any interference will occur
only in precise and circumscribed circumstances, and the bill
provides safeguards regarding the use of the information,
apart from where the information is in the public domain.
Clause 104ZD creates offences where a person to whom
information is disclosed under the above clauses discloses the
information to any other person except for the purposes, or in
connection with, the taking and determination of legal
proceedings by the person against the prisoner concerned; and
where a person who becomes aware of information disclosed
to a person under the above sections uses that information or
discloses it to any person. The creation of these offences
protects information disclosed in accordance with the bill
from being used inappropriately, and thus prevent a prisoner’s
privacy being interfered with arbitrarily.

Property rights — s 20

Section 20 of the charter establishes a right not to be deprived
of property otherwise than in accordance with law.
Clause 104V provides that the amount of any award of
damages to a prisoner must be paid to the secretary
immediately after the damages are awarded, to be held in trust
for the prisoner by the secretary. The money held in trust
constitutes a prisoner compensation quarantine fund for
victims of the prisoner and others. Any award of damages for
a civil wrong (defined as an act or omission of the state that
gives rise to a claim by a prisoner against the state, that
occurred while the claimant was a prisoner detained in
custody in a prison and that arose out of or in connection with
his or her detention in custody in a prison) must specify the
amounts, if any, awarded or agreed to in respect of existing
and future medical costs and legal costs (clause 104T).
Further, a court must not make an award or approve an
agreement between the state and a prisoner for damages
unless the court is satisfied that clause 104T has been
complied with. It does not apply if the award of damages to a
prisoner does not exceed $10 000. Clause 104O provides that
‘award of damages’ means damages awarded pursuant to a
judgement of a court or paid or payable in accordance with an
agreement between the parties to the agreement. An ‘award of
damages’ does not include any amount specified in the award
of damage made or approved by the court as attributable to
existing and future medical costs, false imprisonment or legal
costs.
Clause 104ZG provides that the secretary must not pay out
any money in a prisoner compensation quarantine fund to a
prisoner until the end of the quarantine period for the fund
(defined in clause 104O as the period of 12 months following
the publication in the Government Gazette of the notice in
respect of the fund under clause 104W). The secretary must
within 45 days after the end of the quarantine period pay out
of the prisoner compensation quarantine fund to the person
entitled to payment any amounts required to satisfy any debt
of or award against the prisoner that was notified to the
secretary by a victim under clause 104ZE(2) or by a creditor
under clause 104ZF. If any amount remains in the prisoner
compensation quarantine fund after all amounts are paid out,
the secretary must pay the remaining amount to or at the
direction of the prisoner within, or as soon as practicable after
the end of, the period of 45 days after the end of the
quarantine period.
Clause 104ZH applies where the secretary has received notice
from a creditor of the prisoner, but has not received any
notification from a victim. As with clause 104ZG, the
secretary must not pay any money out of the prisoner
compensation quarantine fund to any person until the end of
the initial quarantine period. The secretary must within
45 days after the end of the initial quarantine period pay out
of the prisoner compensation quarantine fund to the persons
entitled to payment any amounts required to satisfy any debt
of a prisoner that was notified to the secretary under
clause 104ZF and that the secretary is satisfied is a valid
claim. Again, if any amount remains in the prisoner
compensation quarantine fund after all amounts are paid out,
the secretary must pay the remaining amount to or at the
direction of the prisoner within, or as soon as practicable after
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the end of, the period of 45 days after the end of the
quarantine period.
Money payable to a prisoner as damages would constitute
property within the meaning of s 20 of the charter. However,
the European Court of Human Rights has made clear that, in
relation to the deprivation limb of the property right in
article 1 of the First Protocol to the European Convention on
Human Rights, temporary seizures of property do not
constitute deprivations of property. As the bill does not
permanently deprive a prisoner of his or her property (given
that damages are temporarily held in trust rather than
permanently acquired from a prisoner), the bill does not limit
prisoners’ property rights. While a prisoner may be deprived
of the damages he or she received from the state permanently
if a court awards damages to a victim of the prisoner, or if a
creditor has a valid claim against a prisoner, the deprivation
occurs by virtue of an order of the court rather than by
operation of the bill.
Accordingly, the above clauses do not limit the property right
in s 20 of the charter, as no deprivation of property occurs.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because to the extent that
some provisions do raise human rights issues:
these provisions do not limit human rights; or
to the extent that some provisions may limit human
rights, those limitations are reasonable and demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society.
JUSTIN MADDEN, MLC
MINISTER FOR PLANNING

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Treasurer).
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill amends the Corrections Act 1986 to further
strengthen the recognition that this government has given to
the needs of, and harmful effect of crime on, victims.
The government is committed to empowering victims to
exercise all of their available rights and remedies to seek
compensation for the effects that they have suffered due to
crimes perpetrated against them. The effects of these crimes
can be severe and long lasting and can also have a significant
impact on families as well. The bill provides an opportunity
for victims to consider their existing rights under the civil law
through notifying them of moneys received by prisoners in
respect of claims brought against the state and quarantining
those moneys for a period of at least 12 months to allow
victims to bring civil proceedings against the prisoner.
The government intends to address the situation where an
offender receives an award of damages from the state and
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therefore has a much improved financial situation. Victims
can then choose to take advantage of that improved financial
situation by taking their own legal action in the knowledge
that there are assets that may satisfy a successful judgement.
The government is aware of the perceived inequity when
offenders are seen to use the law for their own purposes
through pursuing compensation arising from their
circumstances in custody. This bill represents a step in
addressing that inequity.
In developing the bill the government has taken note of
similar developments in the New Zealand Prisoners’ and
Victims’ Claim Act 2005 and in the New South Wales Civil
Liability Act 2002. In addition, similar reforms are currently
before the Queensland Parliament. Whilst these jurisdictions
are similar in many ways they do differ from Victoria, in the
legislative and administrative context. Despite the differences,
all of the schemes attempt to alter the balance between an
offender and their victims after an offender receives an award
of damages from the state that places them in a much
improved financial position.
All victims of crime are able to bring a civil suit against
perpetrators where they can satisfy the requirements of a
relevant cause of action. However, the decision to bring a
civil claim is dependent on the victim’s financial resources to
fund the claim, the likelihood of recovering damages if the
claim is successful and the victim’s willingness to pursue
their perpetrator in the civil courts. In many instances, victims
simply do not pursue civil remedies either because they lack
the funds to bring the action or their perpetrator is
impecunious or they do not want to face their perpetrator in a
civil court. As often is the case, many convicted offenders
have very few assets and no income for a victim to
successfully enforce a civil judgement.
Under the Corrections Act 1986, victims can register and be
told information about a prisoner’s sentence, parole and
release date.
At present, compensation paid to prisoners by the state can be
disbursed or squandered by the prisoner prior to claims being
made by victims or judgements being enforced against them
by those who have a judgement in their favour or others, such
as the child support agency. The scheme does not change the
law as it currently stands as to who can claim the funds.
However, it will allow victims and others to know where the
funds are, in order to decide whether to make a claim or have
an existing judgement enforced.
Under the bill, damages awarded to offenders will
immediately be paid to the Secretary of the Department of
Justice to be quarantined in a trust fund. A public notification
process will then commence. Victims will have 12 months in
which to consider and commence legal proceedings against
the offender. They can do this with the knowledge that the
quarantined funds may be available to satisfy a successful
claim.
This is not a scheme to redress all wrongs done by offenders
to their victims. It is a scheme that provides another
opportunity for victims in Victoria to seek civil redress in the
light of an offender’s changed financial situation.
I move now to the substantive operation of the scheme. The
bill amends the Corrections Act 1986 to:
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quarantine damages and awards payments to prisoners
received as a result of a successful claim against the state
of Victoria or a private prison operator;
provide for the public notification of successful claims
by prisoners to enable victims of crime and others to
consider civil action to recover funds;
provide for the registration of victims to allow the
disclosure of relevant information;
provide for the payment out of the fund to victims and
creditors.
The bill does not affect the legal right of a current or former
prisoner to bring a claim that may result in the payment of
compensation or other award by the state of Victoria or a
private prison operator.
It does not matter for the purposes of the scheme whether a
prisoner brings their claim when in custody or after they have
been released or whether a claim made whilst in custody is
not resolved before their release. Provided the claim results in
a payment by the state of Victoria or a private prison operator
in relation to the conditions and circumstances in detention, it
will potentially be quarantined. The bill applies to prisoners
serving a sentence in custody and excludes prisoners on
remand.
The aim is simply to provide victims the opportunity to bring
a claim once they have been made aware of the existence of
an asset that might be available to enforce a successful civil
suit. The scheme only applies to damages or awards that
relate to the circumstances of a prisoner’s incarceration. The
scheme does not guarantee that a victim will be able to
recover damages, irrespective of whether they can bring a
claim within the limitation period or following an extension
of that period granted by a court. Where a prisoner receives a
damages payment, the bill requires the money to immediately
be paid to the secretary to be placed in the fund.
For the scheme to operate effectively, a broad definition of
victim has been included in the bill to provide maximum
opportunity for potential victim claimants to seek redress in
the civil courts. The definition of victim captures:
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Victims can then register and receive more detailed
information to enable them to consider their situation.
In relation to other persons who might have a claim, such as
creditors, the public notification aspects of the scheme are
sufficient to alert them to the existence of funds against which
a debt may be satisfied.
The scheme captures any payment of damages or an award
following a successful claim made by a prisoner at common
law or under statute. The types of claims that may be made by
prisoners or former prisoners include allegations of
negligence, breach of contract, breach of statutory duty and
claims based on a statute such as antidiscrimination matters
and breaches of privacy.
The scheme applies to payments made pursuant to a court
order on the completion of a hearing and payments made
pursuant to a settlement agreement agreed between the
parties. In all cases, it will only apply to claims made in
relation to circumstances during the prisoner’s time in
custody. It will not apply to claims made by a prisoner against
another prisoner.
The scheme does not quarantine an award after a successful
claim for false imprisonment given the basis of such a claim.
Following a successful claim or settlement the award or
damages may compensate a prisoner in relation to a number
of different components, including:
medical costs;
loss of earning capacity;
pain and suffering;
loss of bodily function;
amounts referrable to a breach of rights and/or
entitlements (e.g., discrimination claims and breach of
privacy claims et cetera);
loss of reputation in the case of defamation;
punitive damages to punish the defendant; and

a person who has had a criminal act committed against
them by a prisoner;

the replacement value of damaged or lost property.

a person who is the next of kin or a family member of a
person who has died as a direct result of a criminal act
committed against them by a prisoner (this may or may
not include a deceased estate); and

It is not appropriate under the bill to quarantine all types of
payments. Accordingly, the bill will not affect damages
payable in relation to medical costs and the cost of future
care. In addition, the scheme does not capture the payment of
legal costs awarded against the state of Victoria or a private
prison operator.

a person who is the primary caregiver or a family
member of a person who has had a criminal act
committed against them by a prisoner.
The definition of victim is intended only to facilitate
notifications and the disclosure of information. It is important
to note that unlike other options open to victims this scheme
does not require a victim to establish any threshold level of
injury or harm. As a victim under this scheme they will
simply have certain information disclosed to them; any issues
concerning their level of injury or harm are issues that will be
resolved during the civil process if they decide to take action.
The bill provides for a public notification of the fact that a
prisoner has received a payment following a successful claim.

The bill ensures that a judgement or settlement agreement in
favour of a prisoner specifies an amount available for the
purposes of the scheme that will be placed in the fund. Where
the parties cannot agree on that amount, the court is given the
power to specify that amount. The scheme requires that a
court cannot ratify a settlement agreement unless it is satisfied
that the apportioned amount is appropriate in the
circumstances.
The scheme sets a threshold quarantine amount of payments
of or in excess of $10 000 as it is inefficient to include small
amounts of money in the fund. This, in effect, will be a
threshold amount determining when the scheme operates.
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The money in the fund will be quarantined for a minimum of
12 months and, in the case where a victim brings proceedings
during that initial period, the quarantine will last until the
conclusion of those proceedings. At the end of the quarantine
period, the secretary is authorised to pay moneys out of the
fund to victims and/or creditors. In doing so, the bill requires
the payments to be made pro rata and in accordance with the
priority of payment required under the law.
This bill further strengthens the recognition that this
government gives to the harmful effects of crime and the
needs of victims of crime.
I commend this bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Koch.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 28 August.

PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELLBEING BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 19 August; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change).
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
The bill is a rewrite of the principal act, the Health Act
1958, and it makes consequential amendments to other
acts. According to the government, it replaces and
updates the Health Act, particularly in relation to public
health and safety matters. The government purports that
the bill will provide a modern and flexible legal
framework to strengthen Victoria’s ability to respond
quickly and decisively to emerging risks to public
health whilst safeguarding the rights of individuals who
may be affected by measures taken to protect public
health.
That is all very well and good, and I will not traverse
the concerns that have been raised by the opposition
through the previous speaker, Mr David Davis, but I
would like to express concern that this process was
started some 10 years ago, with the initial discussion
paper reviewing the act being released in 1998. So it
has taken a full 10 years for this government to rewrite
the act. You would not want to be holding your breath
to see the implementation of the key objectives if it has
taken nearly 10 years for the government to rewrite the
act.
The introduction of this bill was initiated by the need to
review legislation under the national competition policy
principles. The government released a discussion paper
in 2004 and went on to draft a policy paper, which was
released in 2005. There were a subsequent policy paper
in 2006, and all of this concluded in 2008.
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It is always a good thing to review legislation, and the
legislative framework, because there ought not to be
any obstacles — such as an outdated framework — to
the government delivering this very important service.
But we cannot just hope by merely having an updated
framework and updated legislation that the government
will ensure that it is implemented and that the key
objectives of the legislation are improved or met.
There is pervasive, overwhelming evidence to show
that the government has failed to deliver on its major
undertaking when it won office in 1999 to ‘fix the
health system’. We continue to hear the government’s
spin about how health is its no. 1 priority, and it
certainly registers in all of the polling and surveying of
the community, which is skewed to an older
demographic. Health is a very important priority for the
community. When people genuinely need procedures
there ought to be no excuse for those procedures not
being able to access them, notwithstanding the need to
address the most serious cases as the highest priority.
I will just have a quick scan through the literature of
some of the local Labor members of Parliament —
there are no Liberals in the Assembly covered by South
Eastern Metropolitan Region — and what they say
about health. It is just spin. It is disappointing that the
very serious issues in the health system, particularly in
the south-east, have not been addressed over the life of
this government — its nine years of government. It
shows clearly that these members, as well intentioned
as they may be, have failed to knock loudly on the
doors of former Premier Bracks and now Premier
Brumby and certainly the ministers for health to make
sure that they get the outcomes that their communities
need and consistently rate as their highest priority.
I note also that for the very first time since I have been
re-elected the face of Mr Bob Smith, the President,
appears on the back of this newsletter too. I am not sure
how many times he has visited the area since he has
been President, but it is nice at least to see his face. In a
recent budget update entitled Budget 08 — Victorian
State Budget the face of the member for Carrum, the
Speaker in the Assembly, appears. The update states:
The Brumby Labor government is taking action to deliver
quality health services for local families.

It then goes on to cite a couple of initiatives.
Coincidentally, in view of the bill that has been first and
second read in the Assembly, the Speaker mentions
$4.8 million being provided as a boost for the
pregnancy assessment unit at the Monash Medical
Centre. I wonder whether the Monash Medical Centre
may have had a bit of forewarning as to the direction
that the government was going to take on this very
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important legislation that was introduced into the
Assembly.
The member for Frankston in the other place,
Dr Alistair Harkness, obviously spends a lot of time
updating his website and communicating with his
constituency online. Let me tell you that his
constituents say that they would rather see him in
person, out there fixing up the problems that need to be
fixed, including those being experienced in the
Frankston Hospital emergency department and
especially in the delivery of better mental health
services in the electorate. He should get offline and out
into the community. I note that in his most recent letter
to the community, which was issued in August — and I
suspect was a response to the canvassing of issues that I
have been undertaking in Frankston as one of the local
upper house MPs — he said:
I need your help to work out our future priorities — to best
serve you, your family and our community.

If after nine years he does not know what those
priorities are, dare I say he probably does not deserve to
continue serving that very important Frankston
community as its local member of Parliament.
Mr Lenders — He hasn’t been a member for nine
years.
Mrs PEULICH — The government has been in
office for nine years. In his letter Dr Harkness goes on
to say:
Through those opinion surveys, residents told me that health
is their top priority …

What a shame that the Bracks and now the Brumby
Labor governments have failed to deliver on the
expectations of the community in Frankston. He goes
on to say:
Now, I want to check with you again —

nine years later —
to identify what’s most important to you and what I can do to
help in the future.

Hello! It will require more than just a rewrite of the
Health Act.
I turn to a newsletter of the member for Mordialloc in
another place, who happens to represent the seat in
which I now reside. Dare I say that Mordialloc is
missing the former member, Geoff Leigh, very
seriously.
An honourable member — No, it is not!
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Mrs PEULICH — Geoff Leigh is sorely missed.
Wherever I go, people say to me, ‘At least Geoff Leigh
was out their batting for the community; at least we had
things done’. Of course now there are so many serious
problems in the electorate of Mordialloc that they
would gladly roll out the red carpet to have Geoff Leigh
back! What does the member for Mordialloc say about
health? It is the standard line and spin of the PR (public
relations) department, with very little customisation.
The contents of these newsletters are all the same. On
the subject of health, her newsletter says — —
Ms Darveniza — Hold it up again! What is on the
front cover?
Mrs PEULICH — It has not been doctored. Can I
suggest that it probably required a bit of doctoring.
Under the heading ‘Quality health services for local
families’, the member for Mordialloc’s newsletter
states:
Janice Munt and the Brumby Labor government are taking
action to deliver quality health services for local families.

What a lot of baloney, considering that she is referring
to the Clayton campus of the Monash Medical Centre
which, together with another hospital in the area, is
registered as one of the hospitals that people and
patients are least satisfied with across the state of
Victoria. In her newsletter she cites, yet again, the
pregnancy assessment unit, which is being funded to
the tune of $4.8 million. What did they know that we
did not? She also mentions $45 million for the second
stage of the redevelopment of the Kingston Centre. The
Kingston Centre in Cheltenham is on a very nice and
very expensive piece of land. However, much of the
centre is unfortunately to be relocated to Doveton. Here
we have a perfect example of how the member for
Mordialloc looks after the health needs of the people of
Mordialloc.
What do we have in the newsletters of the member for
Cranbourne in another place? On a personal level all
these members are very nice people. We exchange
courtesies and civilities out there in the community, but
in the Parliament we have an obligation to our
communities, and that obligation is to work as part of a
party or as Independents and to make sure that
whatever undertakings we give we indeed deliver on. It
is my job to make sure that undertakings that have been
given by the government are delivered upon. What does
Mr Perera say? Under the heading ‘Budget delivers
strong investment in health’ an article in his newsletter
states:
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The Brumby government is taking action to ensure families
have the best health system by investing in hospitals servicing
our community.

It goes on to talk about the Frankston Hospital. Of
course we know that despite the best efforts of the
medical staff Frankston Hospital has been having
serious difficulties in its emergency department which
have been exacerbated by the closure of crisis
assessment team services outside normal office hours
so that psychiatric patients have to present at the
emergency department to access mental health services.
Is that not just absolutely appalling public policy,
especially given that that department has had such
significant problems?
I will not go on to cite many of the other newsletters
that I have collected — I have probably given them too
much airplay as it is — but let us contrast what is said
with what is delivered. Victoria now has the nation’s
longest queues for hospital beds and the most crowded
hospital waiting rooms. The number of patients
languishing in Victorian hospital waiting rooms has
jumped 141 per cent in three years. That is the worst
rate of any state in the nation, according to the recent
annual snapshot of the Australian College for
Emergency Medicine reported in the Sunday Herald
Sun of 12 August 2007. The Victorian Labor
government provides the lowest level of per capita
funding for our public hospitals and has the fewest beds
per capita compared to all the other states and
territories.
A Your Hospitals report shows that as of October 2007
some 38 109 people were on the elective surgery
waiting list, an increase of 1655 people on the figure for
the same time last year. In the past six months some
34 337 people waited for more than 8 hours on trolleys
in emergency departments. Do members remember all
the chasing of people who overstayed on hospital
trolleys by the then opposition shadow health minister,
Mr John Thwaites? Do members recall that and the
collaboration in most instances with the health unions
and the ambulance chasing? The figures are worse, but
where are the stories? Unfortunately often in our
political system it is the capacity to get those stories out
into the media that creates the public perception, and
this is why this government is so hell-bent on
controlling that PR and spin, but of course the facts tell
a different story.
In the last six months some 68 172 people waited more
than 4 hours in an emergency department waiting room
before being treated and discharged. Yes, we do
understand that they are triaged according to need, but
nonetheless that is a horrific statistic. In the last six
months some 8426 people categorised as emergency
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cases waited longer than 10 minutes for treatment in an
emergency department. That is an increase of 116 per
cent since June 2000.
In the last six months 42 780 people whose cases were
categorised as urgent waited more than 30 minutes
before being treated, which was an increase of 68 per
cent since June 2000. The urgent surgery list has
increased by 87 per cent in six months — more than
ever before. But despite all these figures and the
projected budget surplus of $842 million at its disposal,
the Brumby government waited until the very last
minute to inject just $15 million as bandaid relief to
deal with less than 20 per cent of the existing waiting
list, which many, of course, described as a media
stunt — and we know that it was.
On funding for hospitals, as I mentioned earlier,
according to the Australian Medical Association’s
public hospital report card for 2007 Victoria has poor
results for the number of beds per 1000 of weighted
population — 2.3 compared to 2.6 nationally — and
unfortunately runs the system dangerously close to
100 per cent of capacity. Victoria comes in last for
recurrent expenditure per person, with spending at $588
compared to $665 nationally, and of course we all
know that it is not just the amount of money you spend
that matters, but how you spend it, and this government
has historically not had a great record on getting the
best bang for its buck. Despite the best efforts of
hospital staff, emergency departments are failing to
keep up with growing demand, with the lack of beds
and hospital capacity problems being a major
contributing factor.
Category 2 patients — those with severe pain, severe
breathing difficulties or major fractures — according to
performance standards should be seen within
10 minutes. Category 3 patients — moderately severe
blood loss, severe breathing difficulties or major
fractures — should be seen within 30 minutes. The
number of Victorians who have failed to be treated
within the clinically appropriate time in each of these
two categories has doubled in the last four years, with
an average of more than 10 000 a month failing to be
treated within the clinically appropriate time between
July and December 2007.
Previously unreleased documents obtained under FOI
from the Metropolitan Ambulance Service, or MAS,
found that from 1 January to 31 July 2007 more than
5600 patients endured waits of 30 minutes or longer in
ambulances outside hospitals — in ambulances that
could not even get through the door!
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In a Victorian patient satisfaction monitor report survey
undertaken between March 2006 and February 2007
the Dandenong Hospital, in my region, and the Monash
Medical Centre featured in the top 10 of Victoria’s least
favourite hospitals. Of the 15 800 patients surveyed,
many said that they did not think their hospital stay
helped their health. Isn’t that a sad indictment of the
health system! The AMA said hospitals lack the
resources to cope with demand and that they need a
commitment from the government to understand the
fact that we do not have enough capacity in the system.
Southern Health, which is the major provider in the
South Eastern Metropolitan Region, recorded a
$6.6 million operating deficit in 2006–07, compared
with a $2.4 million operating surplus in 2005–06, and it
has incurred four operating deficits totalling $54 546
over the past five financial years. Capital purpose
funding from the Department of Human Services was
$7 million, or 18 per cent, less than in 2005–06. Capital
grants from the government were slashed from
$36 444 million in 2005–06 to just $21 251 million in
2006–07 — a 42 per cent reduction in capital grant
funding. Ambulance bypasses increased from 94 in
2005–06 to 149 in 2006–07 — a 37 per cent increase.
The number of coronary care beds has decreased by
10 per cent since 2003–04. Freedom of information
documents for the period from July to December 2006
reveal that 6613 Casey community health service
patients were waiting for general dental treatment and
521 patients were waiting for denture care.
Is this a vibrant, effective health system, meeting the
health needs of the Victorian community, meeting the
health needs of the South Eastern Metropolitan Region?
Is it any wonder that patients are being turned away at
hospital doors, which is frequently reported in our local
papers across the south-east?
At the start of 2008, 38 109 Victorian patients were on
the published waiting lists, and tens of thousands of
patients were on Labor’s secret waiting lists, which this
government is determined to keep secret and fails to
disclose to the public. In October 2007 we saw the
leaking of a document which showed a secret Royal
Melbourne Hospital waiting list revealing the
extraordinary extent of the crisis the Labor government
has created in our public hospitals. We can only assume
that this is replicated across all the other major hospitals
across the state.
The leaked document was a catalogue of shocking
neglect which showed that many Victorians, obviously
many of them from the South Eastern Metropolitan
Region, were waiting years for crucial operations
including coronary bypasses, bowel resections, hip and
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knee replacements, removal of cancerous growths,
spinal operations, removal of lumps in the breast and
brain surgery. Using the term ‘elective surgery’ in
talking about hip and knee replacements, particularly
for the elderly, is inappropriate. One arm of the
government’s health policy encourages these patients to
age in place at home, and HACC and all sorts of other
services are made available to them, but then they are
left hobbling around for years because they are not able
to get a new hip or have a knee reconstruction. That is
appalling. Whilst those procedures may be seen as
being less critical in terms of life, they are certainly not
in most instances elective surgery. Despite that, the
system continues to classify them as such.
The fact remains that many thousands of Victorians are
waiting for years on Labor’s secret waiting lists, and
there is absolutely no public reporting of this system. At
the Monash Medical Centre, which services the
Legislative Assembly electorates of Mount Waverley,
Mordialloc and Carrum, 1486 patients were listed on
the unreported outpatient lists as having appointments
and 1268 patients were waiting to get appointments.
These are the appalling statistics of a neglected system,
underrepresented by Labor members of Parliament who
are just happy to go along for the ride.
At Monash the average waiting time for obtaining a GP
referral to see an outpatient specialist was 90 days. Of
the 2754 patients on the hidden waiting list at the
Monash Medical Centre, six patients have been waiting
320 days for an appointment. In Parliament we
constantly have the Minister for Health, who is the
member for Mulgrave — also in the South Eastern
Metropolitan Region — refusing to answer any
question being asked by the coalition on the current
outpatient waiting lists at Victorian hospitals. He is not
prepared to say why the Brumby government cannot
support the outpatient waiting lists, given that some
outpatients have been waiting up to a thousand days
just to see a doctor.
I am sure that all members would agree personally that
hidden waiting lists are a disgrace. They are
unacceptable, they need to be exposed, they need to be
incorporated into one list and Victorians need to know
where they are on that list, and they need to have the
support of the government in this public claim that it is
fixing the health system, which is clearly not the case.
All Victorians, including residents of the city of Casey,
Greater Dandenong, Kingston, Monash and Frankston,
deserve to have access to that information. They
deserve to know how their key services are performing
and how long patients need to wait to access those
important services. Clearly this government is more
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interested in manipulating the numbers and in keeping
the numbers concealed than in meeting the health needs
of the Victorian community. It shows the local
members to be spinning a big lie in their newsletters.
Worse still, towards the end of each financial year
several hospitals cut elective surgery because they have
exceeded their targets. Many patients have had their
surgery cancelled on a number of occasions due to the
capacity problems in our public hospitals. There is no
doubt that cancelling surgery repeatedly is
unacceptable, is distressing to doctors and, more
importantly, is distressing to the patients and their
families.
The hospital statistics for the south-east show that in the
Casey Hospital the elective surgery waiting list has
swollen by more than 20 per cent to a total of
1211 patients and that 734 patients waited on
emergency department trolleys for more than 8 hours
over the last six months. The Brumby government
promised better health services, but these statistics
show a different story. At Frankston Hospital
4742 patients waited on trolleys in the emergency
department for more than 8 hours. In Frankston
Hospital emergency department waiting room
4780 patients waited more than 4 hours before being
discharged. Throughout the south-east there have been
more high-profile problems and cancellations that are
real proof that the Bracks and now the Brumby
governments cannot manage Victoria’s health system.
Between January and July 2007 more than
1100 ambulances were left waiting between 30 minutes
and 1 hour at Casey Hospital’s emergency department,
essentially putting them out of service due to the lack of
available beds, which I mentioned before. Guidelines
published by the Department of Human Services state
that patients should be transferred from an ambulance
to an emergency department within 15 minutes.
Worse still, Victorian doctors in training and specialists
are the lowest paid when compared with their
counterparts in other states. Local GPs are in great
demand. In the more established areas where we have
an older demographic, people generally access GP
services, but with the influx of new families and new
people in the growth corridors and in areas of
high-density housing, people are struggling to get onto
the books of a new doctor, especially if there is a
retirement. The government has done nothing to make
sure it retains and attracts more doctors to this state.
This only increases the pressure on the resources of
emergency departments, which saw 54 471 patients
walk out of emergency departments statewide before
being treated or even assessed. That information came
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from a document showing the hospital walkout figures
from April 2006 to February 2007 that was released
under a freedom of information application.
In closing, a rewritten Health Act and PR and spin from
Labor members do not mean a better health system.
The government has had nine years to deliver on the
undertakings it has given repeatedly to the community.
They continue to spin the big lie. It is appalling that this
lie continues to be significantly unexposed, and it is
appalling that the government has wasted so much
money and so many opportunities to deliver on a
crucial service that is highly valued by the community.
A new act will not erase the appalling track record of
this government and its attempt to conceal or cover up
this big political lie. As a result the health system has
suffered and members of the community have suffered.
In the area of health the government has not made
Victoria a better place to live, work and raise a family.
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — The
Public Health and Wellbeing Bill has been a huge
undertaking. The intentions of the government, as
outlined, are worthy. The Greens have some concerns,
but we generally support the bill and hope the issues we
are concerned about can be resolved by regulation
following an extensive period of consultation, which
the second-reading speech said will be undertaken.
I would like to know who the brave person was who
said, ‘Let’s repeal the Health Act. It will take years, it
will be expensive and it will raise a number of
problematic human rights issues that we won’t be able
to resolve entirely’. I will talk about those human rights
issues later.
Many of the provisions of the bill update and clarify the
current provisions of the Health Act. Other items that
were previously handled by regulations are brought into
the act. We believe the changes are generally helpful. I
will give some examples. The role of municipal
councils is incredibly important in preventing outbreaks
of disease and infection. Councils prevent the spread of
infection and disease by monitoring premises where
germs may be transmitted and by providing
immunisation. Having been a member of the
Maribyrnong City Council, I have seen that work at
close quarters.
The bill introduces the requirement for local councils
that do not already have one to prepare a municipal
health and wellbeing plan. A plan must include
gathering local data about health status and health
determinants and the council must create some goals
and strategies for achieving maximum health and
wellbeing. It provides that local government must work
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together with other levels of government to achieve the
plan. The bill requires community participation and that
the plan be included in the council plan or the strategic
plan. Where a council already has a municipal public
health and wellbeing plan it can apply for an exemption
so that it does not have to do it twice.
The bill provides also that local councils must appoint
an environmental health officer who is also an
authorised officer, so he or she must have certain
qualifications. This means they will be able to do the
compliance work, such as inspections for legionnaire’s
disease or dealing with food contamination issues. The
present act allows environmental health officers to be
authorised officers, but clause 29 of the bill makes this
much clearer.
Councils also supply immunisation services. One of the
problems that I know councils have with immunisation
is the cost, and this is something the government needs
to look at. When I was at Maribyrnong City Council we
won a federal award for accessing hard-to-reach
communities, such as newly arrived refugees. We were
being paid $6 per immunisation — this was three or
four years ago so I do not know whether the rates have
changed — whereas a GP would receive $32, so there
was a great deal of cost shifting for local councils. That
is something that needs to be addressed but is probably
outside the scope of this bill.
I have some other concerns about provisions in the bill.
They mainly relate to fears that the bill will be misused
to discriminate against homosexual men. Whilst saying
that, I want to make it absolutely clear that I do not
believe the current minister or the department in any
way treat homosexual men in a homophobic way, but I
have concerns about what would happen if the politics
of the department changed. Issues such as those that
have been raised with me by organisations such as the
Victorian AIDS Council cannot be ignored. In the last
year there have obviously been some very
sensationalised accounts of gay men spreading AIDS,
but we have to remember that there have been two,
possibly three, incidents. That is not a great number
when you put it into proportion and consider the
numbers of heterosexual men who have unsafe casual
sex and spread sexually transmitted diseases, including
diseases that may lead to infertility and other serious
and fatal consequences. So when the AIDS council sent
me a list of concerns about this bill I was inclined to
take the matter seriously.
The AIDS council aims to preserve the independence,
dignity and health of people with HIV/AIDS and to
reduce the transmission of HIV. It raised concerns
about a number of clauses in the bill — clauses 55 to
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57 and 227. These clauses relate to information-sharing
agencies. The council is concerned that information
may be gathered by the secretary and departmental staff
without advising the person involved that this
information might be given to the police. The purpose
of clause 55 is also to provide for situations such as
food-borne outbreaks so that, for example, restaurants
can hand over a list of contact details of patrons to the
authorities without fear of prosecution. The Victorian
AIDS Council recommended to us an amendment to
provide that where information is disclosed that would
identify an individual, that individual must be advised
in writing that the disclosure has been made, the nature
of the material disclosed, and to whom that material has
been disclosed.
While I completely understand the AIDS council’s
concern about this issue I am not convinced that its
suggestion is the right way to go. Having had the
opportunity to raise this and a number of other issues in
one of the best briefings I have had in my time in
Parliament, a number of my fears were allayed. While I
still have concerns, I tend to think that there is no way
this amendment could be made without including in it
the requirement to identify the person who passed on
the information, and this may discourage, for example,
doctors and health workers from reporting risky
behaviour.
Clause 117 relates to public health orders. Concerns
have been raised about public health orders and how
they might be misused, especially in relation to people
being compelled to limit their movements or behaviour
by officers acting on misinformation and
discrimination. While I share those concerns, on the
other hand the bill also attempts to limit the scope of
those powers. Clause 117 provides that before serious
action is taken a reasonable attempt must be made to
give the person information relating to the effect of the
infectious disease on the person’s health and the risk
posed to public health. Clause 112 also provides that
where alternative measures are available which are
equally effective in minimising the risk that a person
poses to public health, the measure which is the least
restrictive of the rights of the person should be chosen.
For these reasons, while we do have concerns, the
Greens will not oppose these provisions. We have
actually been asked to weigh up the benefit of public
health measures against the potential restrictions to
individuals, and from what we can see, these will be
used in very limited circumstances. For example, there
are provisions in clause 134 to compel someone to be
tested for an infectious disease, including giving blood.
This clause even provides for the police to take the
person to a testing place by force and to restrain them
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while the test is being taken. When you first look at this
clause it seems extremely harsh, but these provisions
relate to situations where a caregiver or a custodian has
been put at risk of infection while carrying out their
duties. It is one of those very difficult situations where
you have to weigh up the rights of the possibly infected
person and the rights of the person who needs to be
tested because they may have been involved in a
needlestick injury. I would like to ask the government
speaker who responds to the debate how often this has
actually happened.
In conclusion, the act will not commence operation
until 2010. This lengthy time period is to enable new
regulations to be made. These regulations will provide
the detail for how these new laws will be enacted in our
community. I urge the government to take this
opportunity to consult with a number of organisations,
especially the Victorian AIDS Council for which I have
very high regard and which has raised serious concerns
with me.
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health problems our community now faces, and it is a
real challenge for us. Cancer is another disease we have
all encountered in some way — people we work with,
friends or members of our families have been
diagnosed with it, suffered from it and been treated for
it.
We are already implementing a range of important
initiatives in preventive health, such as the $110 million
10-year action plan to cut obesity and type 2
diabetes — and we know that the two are very much
connected. We are encouraging Victorians of all ages to
get out there and get moving — to exercise for
30 minutes a day. We are also educating them and
encouraging them to eat more fruit and vegetables. We
talk about foods that should be everyday foods and
those that should be special occasion foods. We are not
saying people should be completely abstemious and
never have a piece of cake, a biscuit or an ice cream.
That is not the way to stay healthy.
Mr Vogels — You love a bit of cake.

Ms DARVENIZA (Northern Victoria) — I am very
pleased to rise and make a brief contribution to the
Public Health and Wellbeing Bill. This is a bill I am
particularly interested in, having been a health
professional in a former life while working as a nurse. I
have been very supportive of the stance our government
has taken in making health a priority. One of the ways
we have done this has been by injecting money into our
general hospitals, building new state-of-the-art hospitals
and spending money on the upgrading and
modernisation of equipment to keep abreast of new
technology and new ways of using specialised
equipment for diagnosis and treatment. Another aspect
is the work that has been done in the community health
sector, which is very important to the wellbeing of all
Victorians. I am pleased to be part of a government that
has really promoted and put money behind preventive
health. It is about ensuring that we stay as healthy as we
can and hopefully preventing the onset of disease and
illness within our community.
This bill builds on the combination of health promotion
and disease prevention that the government’s programs
have been very much targeted at. I will speak briefly
about some of the programs and some of the money
that has been spent, so that we can see how the bill
augments those programs and the government’s
emphasis on the promotion of health in the community.
We are all well and truly aware of the challenges that
face our community. There is the increased rate of
obesity not just among adults but also among children
and young people, and there are chronic diseases such
as diabetes. Type 2 diabetes is one of those growing

Ms DARVENIZA — You are right, Mr Vogels; I
do like a bit of cake. The way to stay healthy is to have
a balanced diet and to indulge in treats only from time
to time.
As I said earlier, we are also aware of the effects on our
community of chronic diseases such as diabetes. The
government is targeting children through the Free Fruit
Friday initiative, which is also educating families. That
initiative has been much welcomed in my electorate of
Northern Victoria Region. One of the biggest
fruit-growing areas in our state is the Goulburn Valley.
I think the initiative was actually instigated by fruit
growers in the Goulburn Valley, and it has been funded
by the government so it can expand.
There is also the fantastic Go for Your Life initiative,
which addresses the risk factors of obesity and chronic
disease. Something like $150 million has been
committed to that program. We all know that physical
activity has major benefits. We should all get up and
move around a lot more. We should be staying as active
as possible, because this has major benefits not only for
the way we feel but also for our health outcomes. We
know it reduces the risk of a range of diseases and
conditions such as cardiovascular disease, diabetes,
some cancers and obesity. We also know that it assists
in preventing falls amongst the elderly: it is great to be
able to keep your sense of balance, and the way you do
that is by keeping moving.
The government recently announced a $600 million
fund for the WorkHealth initiative. I have been very
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supportive of this initiative, and it was great to see it
announced. It is an initiative focused on prevention,
screening, education and early intervention, and it will
be rolled out to 2.6 million workers statewide over the
next five years. There is also the $18.35 million
Life! — Taking Action on Diabetes program, which is
about changing the behaviour of people who have a
high risk of getting type 2 diabetes.
A lot has been done by this government to promote
preventive health. We put our money where our mouth
is by putting it behind these important initiatives aimed
at young people, old people and everybody in between.
It is about moving, it is about getting educated about
healthy lifestyles and it is about how it can be fun to be
healthy and fit. This bill adds to the work the
government has already been doing.
I will speak briefly about the bill. It is a historic
development in health for Victoria. Our 50-year-old
Health Act very much focuses on the treatment of
illness, which is a last-century focus. The focus of the
bill is very much on protection and prevention and the
wellbeing of people before they get ill. It is about
dealing with people in our community and situations to
prevent illness.
The bill enshrines the objectives of the state in its role
of promoting and protecting public health and
wellbeing while continuing to curtail the spread of
infectious diseases. The bill contains a number of new
powers designed to promote health and wellbeing. It
requires the preparation of a state public health and
wellbeing plan every four years — with the first plan to
be produced by 1 September 2011.
The bill will enable the Secretary of the Department of
Human Services to conduct a public inquiry into any
serious public health matter, and it will enable the
Minister for Health to direct that an assessment of the
impact of important non-health proposals on public
health and wellbeing be carried out. The bill enshrines
the government’s ongoing commitment to promoting a
healthy lifestyle, containing infectious diseases,
promoting food safety, maintaining the highest
standards of water quality, cutting smoking rates and
supporting a healthy environment.
It is a very good bill. I will briefly mention a couple of
its key features in relation to improving Victoria’s
public health. The position of chief health officer is
recognised, for the first time, as a statutory position in
its own right. The chief health officer will be able to
exercise a range of powers to protect public health,
including things such as making public health orders
requiring a person to be examined or tested for an
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infectious disease or to undertake certain behaviours to
prevent the spread of disease, as well as specific powers
in relation to reducing risks to the health of the public in
an emergency situation. Infectious diseases can be
promptly added to a list of notifiable diseases, ensuring
that there will be a rapid response if any new threat to
public health is recognised or comes up.
The bill builds on the work the government is already
doing. It puts the focus firmly on the prevention of
illness rather than the treatment of illness once it arises.
It includes safeguards and powers that enable the state
and key officers within the state to take action both to
prevent the spread of disease and to deal with the
problem when the threat of a disease is recognised. I
commend the bill to the house. It is a good bill, and it
deserves a speedy passage.
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I rise
to make a contribution to the debate on the Public
Health and Wellbeing Bill 2008. I have heard many of
the contributions from both sides. There is a lot of detail
in this bill. It is a significant bill of more than
255 pages. I do not propose to go through it line by line,
clause by clause — I do not think the clerks wish me to
do that. I will start with clause 1, which is about the
purpose of the bill, and it states:
The purpose of this Act is to enact a new legislative scheme
which promotes and protects public health and wellbeing in
Victoria.

As I said, the bill is quite extensive. It goes into a lot of
detail, but really it replaces and updates the Health Act
1958. It purports to provide a modern and more flexible
legal framework for Victoria in terms of being able to
quickly and decisively establish emerging risks in
public health and a range of other matters.
We have heard members of the Greens raise some
concerns about the rights of individuals. I make
reference to the Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities that this government talks big about
but fails to deliver on when it comes to legislation. The
government continually crushes individuals and the
rights of individuals while at the same time standing
with hand on heart saying it has a charter of human
rights which it stands by.
That aside, another point I note in respect of the bill is
that while it will replace the Health Act and is called the
Public Health and Wellbeing Bill, it is very difficult to
see much in the way of wellbeing in the legislation
before the chamber. What we have here is a typical
state Labor government approach to legislation. It has
essentially modernised the Health Act, put a few extra
fancy words in it, fixed it up, maybe put in some of the
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more contemporary issues and made the language
plainer, and then the spin doctors — of whom there are
literally thousands in this government — thought
‘public health bill’ did not sound that good, so they
threw in something that sounds good politically.
What are the current issues? We heard Kaye Darveniza
on the Labor side talking about some of the growing
concerns about obesity, diabetes, heart disease and the
like. The spin doctors got in there and put the word
‘wellbeing’ into the title because it sounds politically
correct, it sounds good, it keeps them employed in that
job for another couple of weeks and it justifies their
position as spin doctors employed by the Brumby
Labor government.
Where is wellbeing in the bill? There is not much there
when it comes to talking about wellbeing. The
preamble talks about promoting and protecting public
health and wellbeing, but when you get to the detail it is
more of a nuts-and-bolts approach to the legislation in
respect of public health. That is one of the main features
I noticed in the bill.
I guess I draw from my current role alongside Hugh
Delahunty and Kirstie Marshall, the members for
Lowan and Forest Hill in the other place, on the board
of the Victorian Health Promotion Foundation.
VicHealth, which recently celebrated its 20th year,
provides true health and wellbeing for the community.
It was instigated by David White from the Labor side
and Mark Birrell from this side. It has been maintained
and continues to provide good outcomes.
Many members will recall VicHealth’s campaign
against smoking in a range of areas but mainly in
football and other sporting arenas. I think there are
great opportunities for VicHealth because
fundamentally its role is to make health a central part of
our daily lives by promoting good health and
preventing ill health. It has a true focus on wellbeing
that extends into the broader issues of health and
wellness in how it funds its programs across a wide
range of areas. Todd Harper, the chief executive officer,
and Jane Fenton, the current president, have a clear
agenda for how they see VicHealth moving forward. As
a board member I am only one voice among many, but
there are some great opportunities. I hope we see
VicHealth maintain its great vigour in terms of
providing communities with opportunities to support
their health and wellbeing — unlike the bill before the
chamber, which talks a lot about health and wellbeing
but does not deliver anything on the wellbeing side of
the ledger.
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Other concerns about the bill have been discussed. One
of the things that concerns me is the continual shirking
of responsibility by this government and its ministers.
This is a government that will be renowned not only for
spin, rhetoric and lack of substance but also for the fact
that ministers are continually bringing in legislation
which puts them in the position of being hands-off.
There has never been a better example than in this bill,
where we see that the government has conferred the
responsibility for public health emergencies on
unelected public health officials, particularly the chief
health officer. That might sound all very well, but we
know that under the New South Wales Public Health
Act those extraordinary powers to deal with public
health emergencies are conferred on the minister, not
officials. We could potentially have a situation where, if
a decision-maker gets it wrong, the bill in effect would
absolve them of any consequence of their bad
judgement. Ministers would not be accountable for
decisions, the lack of decisions or bad judgements made
by the unelected chief health officer. It is important to
understand that this government has a long list of
establishing bodies, organisations and appointing
individuals where the minister has no responsibility for
anything. This bill is yet another example of where the
legislation provides for no-one to have responsibility
for that particular matter.
With those few words, I would suggest that the bill
proceed. The state opposition is not opposing it, except
for those few concerns. As I indicated, VicHealth is
probably a more appropriate body when it comes to the
issue of wellbeing, and not the spin doctoring contained
in this bill.
Mr THORNLEY (Southern Metropolitan) — I also
rise to speak in favour of the Public Health and
Wellbeing Bill. The introduction of this bill is, as other
speakers have mentioned, a culmination of a decade of
work. Periodically these major framework bills need to
be renewed. This bill is the culmination of that work
and some 240 recommendations that came out of the
2004 review and other subsequent matters that have
come up. In that sense it is a credit to the three health
ministers who have participated in the germination of
what we now have before us — former minister and
Deputy Premier, John Thwaites, Minister Pike and now
Minister Andrews — as well as the hard work of the
department.
The bill does a number of things, but its primary
orientation is to recognise in the legislative framework
that it sets out the fundamental changes in the public
health challenges that we now face compared to the
challenges we faced decades ago. We are moving away
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from a world where the control of infectious disease
was the primary health challenge, to a world where the
challenge is the control of chronic disease, particularly
chronic disease that flows from lifestyle decisions and
lifestyle outcomes and is therefore at least to a certain
extent controllable and preventable. That having been
said, the bill also deals with some of our more recent
infectious disease challenges, specifically some of those
that have arisen with respect to HIV/AIDS and the
preparation for other possible infectious disease
challenges, such as an avian flu pandemic.

frame in which those liberties do not negatively affect
others.

I was recently at a Davos connection conference at
which the chief medical officer of the country and Peter
Cosgrove, together with a number of other people, went
through Australia’s plans to deal with an avian flu
pandemic. That, in addition to what I have now read
relating to this bill and the plans of our government,
gives me a much greater degree of confidence than
what I might otherwise have had in that we really know
what we are doing on this as a result of thinking
through a whole range of things that the layperson
would never think of — for example, if such an
outbreak were to occur, the importance of protecting
power station workers so that they could keep the lights
on for everybody else.

Motion agreed to.

I have a few more things I need to say, but it may be
that I need to wind my contribution up now.
An honourable member — Keep going.
Mr THORNLEY — I do not want to keep the
chamber any longer than we have to on this and add
things that others have already added, so I will simply
say that the bill fulfils a commitment that the
government made some time ago. Whilst other
speakers have taken the opportunity to not discuss the
bill but to discuss a whole range of other grievances
that they apparently have with the government and its
health policy, I think a more useful use of our time
would be to focus on the bill itself and the changing
nature of the public health challenges that we are
facing.
The bill will ensure we are able to face up to and handle
issues such as how to deal with HIV-active patients and
people who, for whatever reasons, wish to either
negligently or recklessly expose others to disease.
These are difficult issues where the balance of civil
liberties and public health need to be considered
carefully. I think that has been done in this case. The
bill correctly errs on the side — I do not know if ‘err’ is
the right word — of protecting public health. That is the
right balance, that should always be the right balance,
and any one person’s civil liberties are confined to the

I commend the minister and the department for the way
they have put together a framework to deal with such
sensitive and difficult issues, and also a broader
framework within the bill for dealing with critical
issues like pandemics and other infectious diseases. The
bill cements this government’s commitment to
preventive health. On that basis I commend the bill to
the house.

Read second time; by leave, proceeded to third
reading.
Third reading
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am of the opinion
that the third reading of this bill requires to be passed
by an absolute majority of the members of the house. I
ask the Clerk to ring the bells.
Bells rung.
Members having assembled in chamber:
The PRESIDENT — Order! In order that I may
determine whether the required majority has been
attained, I ask those members who are in favour of the
question to stand in their places.
Required number of members having risen:
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Metropolitan Ambulance Service: investments
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Treasurer. I refer to losses by
government agencies because of the subprime crisis,
including the $7.5 million held by the Metropolitan
Ambulance Service in collateralised debt obligations.
When did the Treasurer first become aware that the
Metropolitan Ambulance Service could take a
$7.5 million torpedo below the waterline, and will he
now publicly release last year’s Department of Human
Services review of hospital investments initiated by
DHS in an email to hospital chief executive officers in
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November 2007, and any related reports sent to his
department?
Mr Viney — On a point of order, President,
standing order 8.02(1) on rules relating to questions
says that questions should not contain:
(b) statements of facts or names of persons unless they are
strictly necessary to explain the question and can be
authenticated.

Mr Davis made allegations in relation to subprime
loans which the minister on previous occasions has
indicated is not the case. I ask that you, President,
require Mr Davis to authenticate that statement of fact
under standing order 8.02?
Mr D. Davis — On the point of order, President, the
government has in the newspaper today admitted there
are subprime losses at the Metropolitan Ambulance
Service.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Viney’s point of
order is not made.
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I thank Mr David
Davis for his question because it is a matter of courtesy
to say I thank him. I will make a couple of
observations. Firstly, the Age story where this started
last Saturday opened up by saying that hundreds of
charities, churches and local councils around Australia
have been burnt by the subprime crisis by up to
$2 billion. If we go to where the Age story went today,
it narrows it down, if I am correct, to say about
one-fortieth of that was actually an exposure.
I will reiterate to the house today what I have said
earlier. Let us also look to what Mr Davis is describing
as subprime exposure. By the definition Mr Davis is
using of a CDO (collateralised debt obligation), if I am
correct — I am happy to stand corrected by those who
might know — and understand Mr Davis’s assumption,
he is saying that any investor who invested in BHP
Billiton, which made a profit earlier this week equal to
half of the Victorian budget, would be being reckless.
I will answer the question about the Metropolitan
Ambulance Service in general terms because in the end
the MAS is a part of the ambulance service. To assist
Mr David Davis, who aspires to be a senior minister in
the government of the state of Victoria, I suggest there
is a fairly basic precept of the Westminster system he
ought get familiar with called ministerial accountability.
If he wants to know about ministerial accountability he
should check this tiny little public document called
‘Administrative arrangements’ which specifies which
acts of Parliament a minister is responsible for. Before
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he yabbers about responsibility, he should give the
house the courtesy of checking that document. He rants
about reports of departments; if he checks the
administrative arrangements he will know specifically
that ministers are responsible for acts of Parliament and
subcomponents of acts of Parliament. So every single
law of the state of Victoria is allocated to a minister. I
will take full responsibility —
Mr D. Davis interjected.
Mr LENDERS — for anything allocated to me in
the administrative arrangements, and I will answer in
general terms for any item that affects my portfolio —
Mr D. Davis interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Davis!
Mr LENDERS — or the responsibilities of the
Leader of the Government in this house. But what I say
to Mr Davis is that it is preposterous that he should
come into this place and assume sanctimoniously what
people are responsible for, because in an equal breath I
could hold him accountable for what the Nar Nar Goon
South branch of the Liberal Party did. I will stand
accountable in this house for anything within my
portfolio.
Mrs Peulich — On a point of order, President, the
President’s chamber guide says quite specifically that
answers should not criticise the opposition:
In answering a question without notice, ministers’ comments
should not ‘overtly’ criticise the opposition and should remain
within the bounds of their portfolio responsibilities.

This is in a President’s ruling on 24 February 2005,
which appears at page 4.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am assuming that
Mrs Peulich is suggesting that the Treasurer has in fact
breached those guidelines. I do not happen to agree
with Mrs Peulich at this time, but the house is fully
aware of the standards we require, including constant
interjections.
Mr LENDERS — The Metropolitan Ambulance
Service is an issue that is the responsibility of my
colleague the Minister for Health, but I will answer in
general terms on prudential guidelines. As I said to the
house earlier this week, direct subprime exposure to my
knowledge is limited to the First Mildura Irrigation
Trust. Direct financial exposure to subprimes to my
knowledge — —
Mr D. Davis interjected.
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Mr LENDERS — As I have been advised, it is
linked to the First Mildura Irrigation Trust, and as we
know — —

guidelines that go out, and we also have different other
organisations responsible under their own acts of
Parliament.

The PRESIDENT — Order! I have already now
twice talked to Mr David Davis about his constant
interjections et cetera. Given that people on this side of
the house are very keen to have the standards and
consistency applied, which I try to administer, I am
warning Mr Davis for the last time. His constant
interjections are unacceptable.

By prudent financial management we would see that in
the Victorian Funds Management Corporation alone, if
we adopted Mr David Davis’s approach and put it in
the bank or under a pillow, which I am assuming he is
suggesting, this state would be $6 billion worse off than
through the investments made by the VFMC at the
moment. What I say to Mr David Davis is: please do
not scaremonger; please do not talk down the state of
Victoria. There are many people out there in this
state — the mum and dad investors, the people in the
Catholic Church, the Uniting Church, the Anglican
Church, the various not-for-profit bodies — who are
being frightened by unnecessary fearmongering about
CDOs. If Mr David Davis has concerns that people
taking paper in BHP Billiton is irresponsible, I suggest
he is not fit for public office.

Mr LENDERS — I reiterate my earlier comment
that, as I am advised, direct exposure to subprimes in
the Victorian government is limited to the First Mildura
Irrigation Trust, and the Minister for Water has given
directions to that trust. We know that the Leader of the
Opposition in the Assembly has actually questioned
that. He thought we were acting too harshly.
The second issue is that there is a definitional issue of
what exposure of CDOs is to subprime. As I said,
Mr David Davis, who owns shares in a bank, will know
every financial institution on this planet has some
exposure to subprimes. So there is no-one involved in a
financial system on this planet who has not had some
form of indirect exposure to subprimes, because the
United States economy happens to be the largest
economy on the planet and we do have an international
banking system. What we see is — and it goes to
Mr David Davis’s question about MAS — that even the
Age has retreated from its earlier assertions of $2 billion
to today publishing a qualification of perhaps
one-fortieth of that. If we go to MAS and if we go
down from the $30 million being talked about on
Saturday to the $7.5 million being talked about today,
and wind back from that and look to what those CDOs
are, CDOs include paper in companies like BHP
Billiton. By Mr David Davis’s definition it would be
reckless to have a CDO based on paper in BHP
Billiton, which had a profit this week of half the
Victorian budget.
What I say is that it is my understanding, as I am
advised, that the CDOs the Metropolitan Ambulance
Service has — and which Mr David Davis is talking
about — has been rated highly by Standard and Poor’s.
There are a couple of things here, and I will conclude
on this. To my knowledge the CDOs that MAS has are
not exposed directly to subprime. MAS is receiving
income and there have been no losses reported. In
addition, and I reiterate answers that I have given
earlier in the week, what we have here is a situation
where Victoria invests. Victorian bodies invest. We
have the Borrowing and Investment Powers Act, which
I have responsibility for. There are prudential

Supplementary question
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) —
President, we had round and round the mulberry bush
there. Given the extent of the crisis and the fact the
government is going to need to account for this loss of
almost $7.5 million by the ambulance service, will the
Treasurer therefore provide the house with a full list of
all public sector bodies that have direct exposure to
CDOs?
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I can start listing
many bodies if Mr David Davis wishes that have some
form of exposure to CDOs. I can mention the
Commonwealth Bank as an example, the largest bank
in this country which has some exposure to CDOs,
some of them subprime — —
Mr D. Davis interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr David Davis is being very
finicky because of course he owns shares in the
Commonwealth Bank. Is anybody saying he is
irresponsible to own shares in the Commonwealth
Bank? On the contrary. Does the fact that his share
portfolio has dropped in value by 27.3 per cent in the
last year mean he is fit to ask the question? No, it does
not. It highlights the fact that every financial institution
on this planet, I would dare to say, has some exposure,
direct or indirect, to the United States subprime.
As I have informed the house and Mr David Davis, his
fearmongering on the Metropolitan Ambulance Service
is unfortunate. I have reported to this house and my
colleague has reported to the Assembly; it is on the
public record. Now what we are getting to is the
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desperate situation where, because he has been proved
wrong in saying that collateralised debt obligations are
directly exposed to subprimes, he is raising questions
about the very basis of the financial system. My answer
to Mr David Davis is: if he thinks it is irresponsible to
invest in BHP Billiton, he should say so.
Mr Atkinson — On a point of order, President, on
three occasions now the Leader of the Government in
the course of answering questions has referred to
information detailed in the members register of
pecuniary interests. I can accept that on one occasion
that might have been a valid debating tactic or a tactic
in answering the question, but I ask you, President, if
you might reflect on whether it is appropriate for that
sort of information to be used in the way it has been
used in the house in answering questions when it is
clearly not relevant to the substance of the questions
that have been posed.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am not quite sure
that there is any point of order, but the issue the
member raised is reasonably valid. The fact is that the
pecuniary interests of members are a matter of public
record. In my view, as long as a member does not
impugn another member or their reputation in
connection with those assets et cetera, there is no
problem. I would like some confirmation on that.
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gas-fired power, which is clearly clean energy. It would
provide good job creation — the potential for 700 jobs
in the south-west of Victoria. It would also be one that
consumed less water. If it got to the 1500 units, it could
supply electricity to 2 million consumers.
What we are seeing is confidence in the state of
Victoria. It is a company that is prepared to come
forward to create jobs in western Victoria and to
provide cleaner energy than we have. It will be reliable
base-load energy. If we are talking of a capacity in the
order of 7000 units over a period of time and having
500 megawatts or 1500 megawatts supplied by a
company doing this, we are talking about a great degree
of confidence in the state of Victoria, which is a good
place to invest in cleaner energy, including in the west
of Victoria.
It is very topical. There will be a number of members of
this house around Geelong over the weekend talking
about the future of the state. This government acts. This
government facilitates investment so we can get new
generation base load, cleaner energy and good water
use and create 700-plus jobs in western Victoria. It just
goes to show that under the Brumby Labor government
Victoria continues to be a great place to live, work,
invest and raise a family.

Water: north–south pipeline
Standing order 12.20, under the heading ‘Imputations
and personal reflections’, states:
All imputations of improper motives and all personal
reflections on members will be considered highly disorderly.

I do not think stating a matter that is on the public
record breaches that standing order.

Employment: south-western Victoria
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — My question
is to the Treasurer. I ask: what results have flowed from
initiatives taken by the Brumby Labor government to
encourage investment and job creation in south-western
Victoria?
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I thank Ms Pulford
for her question about investment in south-western
Victoria. I am delighted to say today that Santos has
announced the first stage of work that it is doing on
building a new gas-fired power station within
20 kilometres of Port Fairy. What Santos is doing is
suggesting a gas-fired power station. It is suggesting
one that in the first stage could provide 500 megawatts
of supply and by the end of the process could be at
1500 megawatts of supply. What we are seeing here is
a company coming forward to look at developing

Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — My question
without notice is for the Minister for Planning. I refer
the minister to his recent approval of the corridor for
the north–south pipeline and the release of the advisory
committee’s project impact assessment report,
including a list of conditions for the pipeline
construction, and I ask: will the minister give a
guarantee to the house today that all works on the
north–south pipeline will be implemented in
accordance with an environmental management plan?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
welcome the member’s question, because this pipeline
project has been undertaken with the most rigorous
process and analysis of any pipeline project in the
history of the state. It is critical that people in this
chamber are aware that no other pipeline project has
seen such rigour put into it in terms of its environmental
assessment. No other pipeline project of significance
has been done in this way.
It is worth appreciating the qualifications I placed on
that. I gave permission for the corridor but said a
critical component of that was the environmental
management plan, which had to be delivered for the
overall project. I said the critical components of the
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pipeline project would be given approval as the pipeline
itself complied with the environmental management
plan, and that could be done in various tranches. I look
forward to receiving the environmental management
plan. I also look forward to receiving the applications
for the various tranches to make sure that the project
complies in every way with the prerequisites I placed
on it. This is in line with my report, my announcements
and the authorisation for the pipeline corridor based on
the assessment provided to me.

in order to alleviate their concerns or to maintain some
of their own assets in accordance with what they might
expect or seek, then I would consider that as part of the
proponent’s application in relation to each stage of this
project. We will bear that in mind. Of course I will
receive the relevant advice from my department in
accordance with all the legal requirements that I need to
comply with in relation to seeing this project delivered.

Supplementary question

Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — My question
is to the Treasurer. Can the Treasurer please update the
house on any recent Australian Bureau of Statistics data
that confirms that the Brumby Labor government is
making the south-western region of Victoria a great
place to live, work and raise a family?

Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — The
conditions the minister imposed on the construction of
the north–south pipeline state that works must be
implemented ‘generally’ in accordance with an
environmental management plan. Can the minister
explain what would constitute a breach if works were
implemented generally in accordance with the plan, or
will the minister just be making it up as he goes along?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) — I
know Ms Lovell is a great sceptic when it comes to this
project. It is horrendous to think that this level of
investment in the regions, this level of investment in
renewing the irrigation infrastructure in Victoria, is
approached with the scepticism and bitterness we see
from Ms Lovell on the other side of the chamber.
In relation to my response to the report, I recommended
that all parties work together, and as part of that process
of working together I have recommended that protocols
be established by the proponent to make sure that there
is sufficient notification to the land-holders and that it
works proactively through a communications process to
alleviate the anxieties that may have been aroused by
the bitterness on the other side of the chamber. I am
very mindful that the way this project should be
delivered is by the parties working together, and as part
of working together the ‘generally in accordance’
relates to where landowners might have sheds or other
assets that they are keen to maintain and not have
impacted upon — fencing and many of those sorts of
things.
Ms Lovell interjected.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — The term ‘environment’
does not relate just to trees and native vegetation,
Ms Lovell, it also relates to land-holders and their
assets — their sheds, their pastures and their fences —
and all those other elements must be borne in mind by
the proponent when it is dealing with this project.
One of the critical components is that if a landowner
might seek to maybe slightly adjust part of the proposal

Employment: south-western Victoria

Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I thank Ms Tierney
for her question and for her interest in all matters
regarding the Barwon south-western region. She
specifically requested any recent data. I can happily
report to the house that the ABS (Australian Bureau of
Statistics) is showing that unemployment in the Barwon
south-western region has dropped from 7.5 per cent in
1999, when we were elected to government, to 3.4 per
cent now. The data Ms Tierney asked for is impressive,
but what is more is that in human terms it means that
there are 49 400 extra jobs in the Barwon south-western
region of the state of Victoria. Those 49 400 extra jobs
come with an 8.2 per cent growth in population during
that period, and also with more than a doubling of
building approvals over that period.
The data helps us paint a picture of where that region of
the state, that great Barwon south-western region, is
going. Again there is evidence of that. If a person did
not have a meeting to go to and were to go to Geelong
on the weekend, for example, and look around, they
could see things like the Geelong ring-road, which is
$380 million of investment. They could go through the
port of Geelong and see the extraordinary investments
in that port under this government. If they wanted to go
even further, because their meeting in Geelong was
boring, they could go down to the port of Portland and
see the work there. That port handled $1.3 billion in
trade in 2006. They could see rebuilt country hospitals
in Geelong or other areas of that region. They could see
the schools that have been rebuilt, rather than being
closed down, in any part of that region. They could
even go to see the $12 million three new science and
maths specialist centres in Geelong. I could go on!
Ms Tierney asked for statistics. There are a number of
them, but I will close by highlighting just one of them.
This government values creating jobs right across the
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state. We need jobs for more than toenail cutters; we
actually need jobs for people across the state of
Victoria. Jeff Kennett thought that regional Victoria
was the toenails of the state, but we know it is the heart
of Victoria. We see that in just the Transport Accident
Commission moving to Geelong, which was a
government decision.
Mr D. Davis interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr David Davis rants, but what I
say to him is: consider the 49 400 new jobs created in
the Barwon south-western region alone and see what
they have done to improve lifestyles, to increase
population and to improve amenity. This government
listens and acts; it is an action government. I can assure
Ms Tierney that 49 400 jobs help make the south-west
of Victoria an even better place to live, work and raise a
family.

Hendra virus: fruit bat testing
Mr VOGELS (Western Victoria) — I have a
question for the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change, Gavin Jennings. I refer to the outbreak of
Hendra virus disease, which has infected humans and
horses in Queensland, and to the fact that fruit bats are
carriers of this disease. Has the government undertaken
any tests on fruit bat populations in Victoria to
determine if they are carrying this deadly human and
horse disease?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I thank Mr Vogels for his question
and for his encouragement for us to undertake
important research to deal with impending threats of
any form of biosecurity risk. Whilst I would like to
immediately assume responsibility for all these matters,
this is a responsibility that is more likely to fall within
the portfolio of my ministerial colleague the Minister
for Agriculture.
I am very happy to work in collaboration with my
department, the Department of Primary Industries, to
undertake important parts of biological research on
behalf of the community. In terms of whether existing
research is available through DPI that the Minister for
Agriculture may be intimately aware of, at this point in
time I am not aware of it, but I am very happy to work
with him and his officers and any relevant part of my
responsibility to address the matter that Mr Vogels has
raised.
Supplementary question
Mr VOGELS (Western Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his answer. I noticed that the minister said
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he will work in collaboration, but this virus kills human
beings, and I ask the minister: will he arrange to have
the local fruit bats tested to make sure that they are not
carrying this virus?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I think Mr Vogels is inviting me to
rope the health minister into consideration of this
matter, in terms of his supplementary question. If that is
the purpose of his supplementary question, I am very
happy to talk to both my colleagues about the
importance of this work.

Port of Portland: woodchip facilities
Mr PAKULA (Western Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Planning. The port of
Portland makes a significant contribution to the
Victorian economy and the local region. Could the
minister please inform the house of any planning
decisions that will help the port of Portland continue to
grow and provide economic prosperity for the region?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
We know how important the port of Portland is, not
only to the south-western region but to greater Victoria.
It is particularly important because currently it handles
in the order of 40 million tonnes of cargo a year. It is
also particularly important because it is a deepwater
port and it specialises in the storage and handling of
bulk commodities. The established export trade
includes grain; woodchips; logs; aluminium ingots, I
understand; and livestock.
Mr Jennings — Aluminium ingots, or separate?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — Ingots, I understand,
Mr Jennings. What is particularly important is that it
complements the agricultural activities in the region.
Not only does the port provide a great service
strategically for Victoria but it is strategic in terms of
the greater south-western region and complements the
other existing industries. Mr Vogels should be
particularly interested in this. I can tell he is excited,
because he always looks excited when he talks about
the south-west.
I am delighted to advise the house today that Portland is
set to reap even greater benefits by an expanded
woodchip facility that I have recently approved at the
port of Portland. It is covered under amendment C39 to
the Glenelg planning scheme, and it allows for the
expansion of the woodchip handling and storage
facilities. As a result of the approval — and here comes
the exciting bit for Mr Vogels, if he does not look
excited already — this $45 million project will see
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Portland’s woodchip capacity increase fourfold from
1.2 million tonnes to around 5 million tonnes per year.
Not only that, but it will mean that the port will be
ready to deal with the up-and-coming harvest of blue
gum timber plantations.
Mr Jennings interjected.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — I could see the
twitchiness on the other side of the chamber when I
mentioned that, but they are plantations in the
south-western region and even in south-eastern South
Australia. I can see that they are quite relieved now on
the other side of the chamber. That means the project
will support the creation of something of the order of
1100 jobs — I can see that Mr Vogels is really excited
now — and, even more, $250 million will be added to
the region’s economy.
As part of the authorisation there will be an
environmental management plan which forms part of
my approval. As well as that, there will be consultation
with the local council, the Environment Protection
Authority and VicRoads. I understand the port
operators have already properly consulted with nearby
residents and landowners. I have approved the master
plan, and the environmental management plan I have
approved will provide for ongoing monitoring and
evaluation of noise and stormwater and also the quality
of dust and traffic impacts on the site.
At the end of the day, this is a major project and its
environmental management is very significant. Again
we are complementing the investment down in
south-western Victoria and we are facilitating ongoing
development. This is exciting news for the
south-western region. We will see more economic
activity and growth in the region and right across the
state, and we are making Victoria an even better place
to live, work and raise a family.

Toyota Australia: hybrid car
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — My
question is to the Minister for Environment and Climate
Change. The Brumby government recently announced
that 20 000 hybrid Toyota cars will be built in Victoria.
According to Toyota these will contain nickel-metal
hydride batteries. According to the Sustainability
Victoria website, Australia currently does not have the
technology and services to recycle nickel-metal hydride
batteries. Can the minister explain to the house why
Victoria does not have the technology and services
required to recycle these batteries, given that it is
directly subsidising the hybrid car?
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Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I thank Mrs Coote for her excellent
question in terms of providing us with encouragement
to deal with a whole-of-life issue concerning products
that may ultimately end up in the waste stream. In terms
of my determination to try to close the loop in the
recycling and reuse capability of this state, it is one of
the key performance indicators that I have set for
myself, and I have demonstrated that to the chamber
and to the community on a number occasions. I am
very happy to have a look at how we can increasingly
add to our armoury to deal with product stewardship
right across the board, on both a state and a national
basis.
In many of these instances, in terms of developing the
effective markets and capacity to deal with this issue, it
depends upon the volume in question and the technical
requirements to deal with them. Those things come
together in creating a market-based approach to the
collection and management of waste leading to
resource recovery. In terms of the product line that she
refers to, obviously at this point in time volume in the
Australian marketplace is very low. In circumstances
such as this I am happy to look at locally based
regulation and market mechanisms as well as
harmonisation with other jurisdictions across the nation
to try to make sure that we have the appropriate
investment and regulatory environments, whether that
be most appropriate in state or national jurisdictions.
I will give the example of recycling mercury or dealing
with compact fluorescent tubes, which is something I
have talked about previously. Up until now there has
not been a national capacity or a national regulatory
regime to deal with these issues, but we are on the cusp
of establishing. We now have a recycling capability in
Campbellfield, which was opened earlier in the year,
and we are looking at ways in which we can establish a
national collection and distribution network to feed into
that facility. Exactly the same dynamic will apply to
dealing with these batteries, which would require
similar capability. I am happy that the member has been
astute enough to pick up what might be a current hole
in the resource efficiency capability of not only Victoria
but also the nation, as we speak, but we are looking for
ways in which we can deal with that requirement in
years to come. I will be very happy to add that to the
range of matters that I will be trying to pursue both here
in Victoria and nationally in relation to product
stewardship.
Supplementary question
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — Far be it
from me to disagree with the minister about the
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numbers of cars, but in the minister’s answer then he
said that in fact it is not an urgent problem. I would
remind him that at the time of the hybrid car
announcement the Minister for Industry and Trade said:
We are helping position Toyota in a way that will allow it to
bid for a new hybrid Toyota model, which will not be about
20 000 cars but will be about hundreds of thousands of cars
going forward.

So the minister is actually incorrect in what he just said.
Given the minister’s answer, how will these hundreds
of thousands of nickel-metal hydride batteries from
these cars be disposed of in Victoria, as a matter of
urgency?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — President, you know and I know
that I will rely on Hansard to actually demonstrate that
I was not incorrect in my substantive answer. There is a
difference between what the current volume is and what
the prospective volume may be under the scenario that
the member has outlined in her supplementary question.
In relation to that matter, my answer is absolutely
exactly the same. If the member were to ask me a
question about our nation’s capacity to recycle tyres —
and there are a hell of a lot of them — that has been a
conundrum that has bedevilled our nation for many
decades, and we continue to do a lot of work about that.
So if we are talking about existing volume in the car
production and waste stream that exists through current
car manufacture and utility in this nation, that is where
we would start — we would start on the volume.
But the good news in the member’s question for all of
us is that it is showing that there is some degree of
bipartisanship in the recognition of the importance of
product stewardship and resource recovery, and I take
great heart from that, even though we might disagree on
the way in which questions are asked and answered.

AirAsia X: Melbourne flights
Mr EIDEH (Western Metropolitan) — My question
is to the Minister for Industry and Trade. Can the
minister outline to the house how Invest Victoria has
helped attract the arrival of a new Malaysian airline,
AirAsia X, and how it will benefit the Victorian
economy?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and Trade) — I thank the member for his
question, and particularly his reference to Invest
Victoria and the role it played in ensuring that we got
another great airline to come to Victoria. Some time
ago I flew to Malaysia and to Korea, and on the way
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back from Korea I flew on the first direct flight to
Melbourne by Korean Airlines. Whilst I was in
Malaysia I had discussions with AirAsia and authorities
there about when and how we would be able to have
AirAsia X operate direct flights to Melbourne.
Those discussions were put together by a very
important arm of the Department of Innovation,
Industry and Regional Development, Invest Victoria,
which does a fantastic job in bringing new investment
in. I want to say a bit more about Invest Victoria in a
minute, but in relation to this initiative of AirAsia X, it
will bring significant benefits to our economy with a
new connection into Malaysia. And if people have read
the Age today they would have seen advertisements
from AirAsia X for a $199 fare to Malaysia. Of course
that will stimulate the increasing amount of tourism that
we are already getting from Malaysia.
Already one-third of Malaysian tourists to Australia
come to Melbourne. We have 8000 Malaysian students
in Victoria, which constitutes about 40 per cent of all
the students from Malaysia who come here. Trade with
Malaysia is increasing — it has gone up by 14 per cent
since 2003–04 in goods and 37 per cent in services —
so this is an important initiative, not just because
Australians will have access to more competition, lower
fares and better connectivity but also because it brings
us more business and stimulates the economy.
In that context this is just one of the great wins that
Invest Victoria has been able to get for the state. But
just yesterday Invest Victoria was being attacked by the
opposition, and specifically by Mr Dalla-Riva, on the
basis of completely false information. He was too lazy
to check the information, too lazy to go to the Web and
check whether any of his information was correct. His
statements were based on information which had been
printed in the Age and which was completely false.
Invest Victoria is so upset about this that the acting
chief executive officer is in the process of writing to the
Age about it. This Age journalist — and I hope the one
remaining good journalist in the Age takes account of
this — found a document from which the paper printed
a lot of things about exposure by the Victorian
government. They came across a line which said there
was exposure by Central Victorian Investments. The
journalist decided that must mean Invest Victoria.
The proposed correspondence to the Age from the
acting chief executive officer will say that it was
particularly poor journalism on the part of the Age and
that it appears bereft of any research at all to jump to a
conclusion that the name Central Victorian Investments
refers to Invest Victoria. It is lazy at best and
incompetent at worst. These are not my words; these
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are the words proposed by Invest Victoria because it is
so upset.
In phone calls to the Age it asked for a proper retraction,
but did not get it today. It got something in the Age
which comes nowhere near a retraction. The fact is this
is false information. The Age should have — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! I know this is making
it difficult for the minister, but it is not appropriate to be
both referring to the press and communicating directly
with them visually. I ask him to address his comments
through the Chair.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — President, I am
absolutely happy to do that. I think I probably
communicate too much with the press. The point I am
trying to make is that I am responsible for Invest
Victoria, which is a very important body for investment
attraction into this state. I have indicated in the house
before how it has been responsible for billions of
dollars of investment. This kind of thing damages its
reputation and by extension it damages our capacity to
go out internationally and seek further investment like
the AirAsia X investment for the state.
I expect the opposition to come into this place without
doing any research, without having checked its facts,
and just doing some lazy work. I expect that from the
opposition; but I would have expected the Age to have
slightly higher standards than the opposition.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I remind ministers in
particular about overt criticism. The minister brilliantly
avoided that call again.

Murray River: health
Mr KAVANAGH (Western Victoria) — My
question is to the Minister for Environment and
Climate Change, Gavin Jennings, and relates to the
Murray–Darling. In recent weeks it has been
definitively pronounced that unless urgent action is
taken, the death of the Lower Murray is inevitable. The
commonwealth is claiming that nothing can be done
but some experts throughout the nation are publicly
claiming otherwise. The death of the Lower Murray
would be an immediate and irreversible disaster for
South Australia. It would also be catastrophic for
Victoria in the longer term as the acidification spreads
upstream. The death of the Murray would also be a
profound shame on every Australian, particularly those
in a leadership role, which includes every one here. The
Murray must be saved, whatever it takes. It is claimed
by some, including Age journalist Kenneth Davidson,
that there are things the Victorian government can do
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now to save the Murray. I ask the minister what the
Victorian government is going to do to save this
national treasure which is precious beyond measure and
on which Australia’s and Victoria’s future
environmental health depends.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am a tad concerned
about this question, particularly about how it can be the
responsibility of the Victorian minister. The lower
reaches of the Murray are in South Australia. However,
I will take a punt and allow the question. I will have a
look at it at a later date to see if it is one that I should
have allowed.
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — Thank you, President, for allowing
me the opportunity to answer the question. It is an
important and valid question, even though the
responsibilities for it do not necessarily fall within my
domain. I think Mr Kavanagh, in asking the question,
probably appreciates that. He probably believes that I
am a fellow traveller when it comes to his concerns not
just about the lower reaches of the Murray and the
lower lakes in South Australia but the consequences
that flow right through the Murray–Darling catchment,
which includes that part of the catchment within the
Victorian jurisdiction.
Members of the Australian community are probably
reasonably well versed in the whole nature of climate
change scenarios and the drought conditions that have
permeated across this nation for more than a decade and
have led to environmental stresses throughout the
catchment from Queensland to South Australia — and
they continue to do so.
Most members of the Australian community are acutely
aware that notwithstanding the important role and
contribution of the Murray-Darling Basin Commission
for more than a decade in trying to address the
competing needs of water users, irrigators and the
environment throughout the catchment,
notwithstanding the high degree of knowledge and
understanding of these pressures, the significant
investments and undertakings that have been made in
relation to environmental flows, identifying the
appropriate watering regime to protect the river over a
very long period, none of the issues which the member
has raised as currently bedevilling this nation are new in
terms of trying to find ways to deal with these matters.
The great problem, as Mr Kavanagh would be aware, is
that all the tables that have underpinned water
entitlement allocations that have been well established
for decades, and this includes environmental flows and
those that are for consumptive or productive use, are
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not contemporary in the context of inflows to the
catchment from Queensland through to South Australia.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — As Mr Kavanagh knows, these
are very contentious and vexing issues — leading to
quite unruly behaviour in the house as I am trying to
answer his question. This is because members are very
passionate about this issue. People have wide-ranging
expectations about the best ways to make investments
and the best ways to provide for water allocations to be
able to meet various needs.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JENNINGS — Debate is raging in this chamber
as I speak. I understand that and use it as an example to
demonstrate that this issue is something we are doing
our best to actually work through.
There are inbuilt assumptions made by many people
who are reasonably well versed in environmental needs
and reasonably well versed in the importance of
protecting the lower reaches of the Murray but are not
so well versed in what might in technical and
engineering terms be able to deliver water allocations to
those lakes. There is certainly a lack of national
appreciation of the way in which water entitlements can
be modified to achieve those outcomes.
Notwithstanding the very important commitments that
have been entered into by the commonwealth on water
right purchases to try to liberate water to improve
environmental flows — a laudable objective — there
have been limits on the amount of tangible water rights
and water supplies that have been able to be delivered.
That continues to be the issue at the heart of the
problem posed in Mr Kavanagh’s question.
Not so long ago people were making assumptions about
water allocations that may be in lakes higher up in the
water catchments — for instance, what might be in
Lake Menindee. They were making estimations about
how much water might be available in that storage
facility that could be released down the Murray and
ultimately end up in the lower lakes. People were
making estimations of what they perceived to be the
amount of water available in Lake Menindee. My
understanding of the amount of water that was available
to be released from Lake Menindee is that by the time
evaporation and losses through the system were taken
into account virtually no water would end up in the
lower lakes. This issue featured and was debated quite
prominently in the media.

Thursday, 21 August 2008

Ms Pennicuik is shaking her head, so she does not
know the nature of this matter. I assure her that this
issue has been tested assiduously. Despite the inbuilt
assumption that you can transfer water at a certain
volume and achieve a certain outcome, as desirable as
that outcome may seem, it is far more complicated than
people would appreciate.
I have tried to give the framework of the difficulties
that surround this issue. I work in very close
collaboration with my colleagues the Minister for
Water and the Premier in relation to our responsibility
at Murray–Darling Basin meetings and the various
discussions that take place between jurisdictions. We
are particularly mindful of trying to achieve maximum
integrity of the catchment and the ongoing viability of
the river system, but at this point in time our ability to
get water into those lakes and across this nation is
severely restricted. It is important to understand that we
will need to have viable scenarios about the amount of
water that is available to those lake systems and their
ongoing viability. I realise that I have been talking for a
long period of time, so I think that is about as well as I
am going to do.
Supplementary question
Mr KAVANAGH (Western Victoria) — I thank the
minister for his answer and for explaining some of the
difficulties involved, but this is a national calamity in
the making which will be irreparable if action is not
taken very quickly. Is the government actively pursuing
new ideas and information about how it can remedy
this problem, including considering the ideas that
Mr Davidson has been writing about in the Age, for
example?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I am going to leave it to my other
colleagues to talk about the Age. What I can tell
Mr Kavanagh is that the government is absolutely
determined to achieve the balance of the outcomes I
described in my substantive answer and will leave no
stone unturned in relation to that.

Innovation: small and medium technology
enterprises
Mr SOMYUREK (South Eastern Metropolitan) —
My question is for the Minister for Innovation. Can the
minister outline to the house how the recent launch of
the Brumby Labor government’s innovation statement
will lead to new opportunities and jobs in Victoria’s
small and medium technology enterprises?
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Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Innovation) — We
have almost got to the threshold of our endurance
during question time, and I understand that, so I will
answer Mr Somyurek’s question very quickly.
An important part of the innovation strategy released
last week by the Premier and myself is a $300 million
commitment, adding to a $700 million investment in
the innovation space in Victoria. That is the important
commitment we make to small and medium enterprises
(SMEs), particularly those that are technology based
and those that are at the cutting edge of research and
development in terms of products, services and
processes. We are trying to make sure we can support
the technical development of their research and
development activities and, importantly, create the
momentum to generate markets for them both in
Australia and in the world. We have provided
$40 million in a program to boost highly innovative
SMEs through supporting technology research and
development.
In relation to the marriage between public policy
outcomes, such as the outcome that Mr Kavanagh
asked me about, we want to see innovative solutions
coming through SMEs — whether they relate to
sustainability, health or productivity generally. We
want to ensure we create a momentum through
government purchasing policy and through the
government seeking better public policy outcomes
where our SME sector may be able to provide the
solutions to our problems. We want to both commission
the work of SMEs towards public policy outcomes that
we want and subsequently support the
commercialisation of their innovative approaches. This
approach is based on the very successful small business
research innovation fund that has operated in the USA
for some time. We are very determined to add to the
productive research and competitive capacity of the
SME sector in Victoria through the innovation
statement.
Sitting suspended 1.02 p.m. until 2.07 p.m.

VICTORIA LAW FOUNDATION BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Hon. J. M. MADDEN
(Minister for Planning).
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BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr LENDERS (Treasurer) — I move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday,
9 September 2008.

Motion agreed to.

COURTS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(JURIES AND OTHER MATTERS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 June; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — I am pleased to rise this afternoon to
contribute to the debate on the Courts Legislation
Amendment (Juries and Other Matters) Bill, which the
Liberal Party will not oppose. The bill contains a
number of provisions with respect to juries and makes a
change to the pension entitlements of judges of the
County Court. The bill seeks to preserve the pension
entitlements that accrue to judges of the County Court
after a 10-year period of service and when they have
reached the age of 60. It ensures that those entitlements
are preserved should a judge of the County Court be
appointed to the Supreme Court. This has always been
the intention of the legislation governing judges’
entitlements. However, this particular provision in the
bill clarifies that the entitlements of a County Court
judge are preserved in the manner that I have outlined.
That is a provision of the bill that the Liberal Party
supports.
The remainder of the bill deals with some changes to
the way in which the Juries Act operates and the way
the court deals with juries. The first of those provisions
makes it clear that the juries commissioner has the
capacity to exclude a person from a jury pool if the
commissioner is satisfied that the person is unavailable
to sit on a trial due to the likely length of the trial. If a
potential juror indicates to the jury commissioner that
due to the length of the trial they will not be able to sit
on the jury, the jury commissioner is able to exclude
that person.
This particular amendment arose from earlier
amendments to the Juries Act in the Justice Legislation
(Further Amendment) Act. Justice Coldrey criticised
the way the act was implemented because there was
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considerable doubt over the capacity of the juries
commissioner to exclude a person from the juries pool
rather than having to have them in the juries pool before
a decision could be made as to whether they could be
excluded on the grounds they were not available for a
long trial.
It was a concern that had been raised previously by the
opposition when the legislation passed through the
Parliament in 2006. That concern was subsequently
borne out by the criticisms made by Justice Coldrey.
That was in early 2007, and there has been an 18-month
delay between that issue being raised in the court and
this legislation coming to this house. It is unfortunate
that it has taken the Attorney-General 18 months to
address this issue which was flagged with him in the
course of debate on the amending legislation in 2006.
The bill also changes the mechanism by which
allowances for jurors are set. Currently they are set by
regulation. This bill will change that mechanism and
allow the Attorney-General to set allowances for jurors
by way of notice in the Government Gazette. The
capacity of the Parliament to have any oversight over
the review of allowances paid to jurors is being
removed. This matter will now be entirely in the hands
of the Attorney-General by way of notice in the
Government Gazette. The concern on this side of the
house is there will not be a mechanism in place to allow
for indexation or to indicate escalation of those
allowances other than as and when the
Attorney-General sees fit to make changes to the
amounts and notifies that through the Government
Gazette. It is not entirely clear that removing it from
regulation and putting it in the Government Gazette at
the whim of the Attorney-General is an improvement to
the current mechanism.
The other key provisions in the bill relate to the conduct
of jurors. One of the provisions will allow a juror who
is sitting on a trial or a juror who has previously sat on a
trial to raise an issue or lodge a complaint with the
juries commissioner as to conduct during the course of
the trial in which they are sitting or on which they sat.
In respect of a complaint lodged with the juries
commissioner about a trial that is under way, the juries
commissioner is obliged to raise that matter with the
judge presiding over the trial so the matter can be dealt
with. If the issue relates to a trial that has concluded —
that is, the issue is raised by a former juror — the juries
commissioner will then raise the matter with Victoria
Police. It is appropriate that there should be a
mechanism by which issues can be raised and dealt
with. The crossover whereby Victoria Police is
involved in matters where a trial has concluded rather
than the judge who was in charge of the trial at the time
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raises questions about exactly what role Victoria Police
plays and how that crosses over with the judge who was
responsible for the particular trial. This issue will need
to be clarified with respect to that provision.
The other key provision of this bill relates to jurors
making inquiries about a trial. The bill inserts a
prohibition on jurors making inquiries about the trial on
which they are sitting except in the proper exercise of
their functions as jurors. It is clear the community
expects jurors to make their deliberations based on the
evidence they hear in a trial, and it is not desirable for
jurors who are sitting on trials to undertake independent
research and search for facts about the cases on which
they are sitting.
Obviously many of the significant criminal cases that
come before juries — particularly the more notable
organised crime and gangland cases — are reported in
the media. There is a lot of information available in the
public domain and published on the internet which may
or may not be accurate and may or may not reflect the
facts that will come before the jurors in a trial, so it is
not desirable that jurors seek to access that type of
information which may affect their judgement and their
views of the defendant — particularly in criminal
matters. That sort of information should not be relied
upon by jurors.
The provision in the bill is a substantial step away from
saying it is not appropriate for jurors to seek to have
access to the type of information that has not come to
them through the trial. Read literally, the provision
makes it an offence for jurors to discuss with their
family or make incidental references in any way to
trials with which they are involved. That type of
harmless discussion of matters would seem to be an
offence under these provisions.
We as a Parliament need to be careful about the way in
which we bring forth these type of requirements —
noting again the significance of ensuring that jurors act
only on the information that comes to them through the
trial while also ensuring that we are not so
heavy-handed in this type of provision that it makes the
duties of a juror more onerous. We want people in the
community who are chosen to sit on juries to be
receptive to doing their duty as jurors. We do not want
them to be deterred from doing their duty as jurors and
we do not want them to regard their duty as jurors to be
onerous, so when putting in place provisions such as
this we need to be careful they do not place an
unreasonable burden on jurors in the conduct of their
ordinary lives.
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We are concerned that this provision that applies for a
juror who makes an inquiry about a trial on which they
are sitting outside the confines of that trial is very
severe. It will have to be used with discretion because,
as a matter of human nature, when people are sitting on
trials it is possible that they will mention or discuss it
with their immediate families, and I do not think
anyone would suggest that does not occur now. That
does not necessarily mean their view of the trial is
going to be tainted; it is perfectly common human
nature that that discussion would occur.
Allied to the provision that creates the offence of
making an inquiry is the capacity for a judge to
examine a juror under oath to determine whether they
have breached that prohibition. As part of that provision
the defence of self-incrimination is not able to be used
by a juror to decline to answer questions from a judge
when they are being examined to determine whether
the provision has been breached. The bill provides that
any evidence gained in that examination by a judge is
not admissible in proceedings in relation to the breach
of that provision. It is unclear as to why the bill creates
the capacity for a judge to examine a juror on whether
or not they have breached the provision and why it
removes the defence of self-incrimination for a juror to
refuse to answer questions, while at the same time
providing that any evidence gathered through the
examination by the judge is not admissible in relation to
a prosecution under this provision. The government
may seek to clarify that matter of why the capacity is
given to gather that information by a judge, yet it
cannot be used to prosecute under this particular
provision.
The bill also makes a change with respect to
Magistrates Court rules. It allows rules made by the
Magistrates Court to be used in relation to the
prescribed persons who may witness statements that are
tendered by informants at committal proceedings.
Rather than the current provisions, which are listed in
the act, the Magistrates Court will be able to determine
through its rules who is an appropriate party to witness
statements used at committal proceedings. It is a
sensible progression to put that matter in the hands of
the Magistrates Court so that it can determine its own
rules on what it regards as acceptable parties to witness
those type of statements, rather than that being
enshrined in legislation. The coalition does not have
any problems with that particular provision of the bill.
I turn to the broader question of the prohibition on
jurors making an inquiry. While we accept that it is not
appropriate for jurors to be seeking outside information,
when such a provision is brought forward it is also
relevant for the legal profession to ask if this has been a
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problem. Clearly the fact that this legislation is coming
forward suggests it must be the view of the courts and
the Attorney-General that there has been a problem of
jurors seeking outside information. In that case the legal
profession should ask, ‘Why do jurors believe it is
necessary to seek information outside trials? What do
jurors believe is inadequate about the information they
are receiving through a trial process that leads them to
seek information outside the trial process?’.
Frankly it will be difficult, even with this provision, to
prevent the curiosity of jurors leading them to seek
outside information. If this is a genuine problem, as the
government presumably believes it is, it may be
appropriate to look at what information is given to
jurors through the course of a trial that they obviously
do not regard as being completely adequate, such that it
leads them to seek outside information.
The coalition does not oppose this legislation. While we
have certain reservations about some of the aspects of
the bill relating to jurors, clearly the provisions relating
to the Magistrates Court rules and to preserving the
pension entitlements of County Court judges are
sensible and deserve our support.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
Greens are generally supportive of the Courts
Legislation Amendment (Juries and Other Matters)
Bill, which amends the Constitution Act 1975, the
Juries Act 2000 and the Magistrates’ Court Act 1989
with some basically working amendments to improve
matters predominantly with regard to the conduct of
members of juries. Mr Rich-Phillips has gone through
the provisions of the bill, about which I shall make
some comments.
Firstly, the single amendment is being made to the
Constitution Act to address an anomaly which exists.
Currently former judges of the County Court of
Victoria who are appointed to the Supreme Court do
not have their entitlements retained due to that matter
having been overlooked after the commencement of
section 18 of the Judicial Remuneration Tribunal Act.
The amendment corrects that anomaly to ensure those
judges retain their entitlements.
Clauses 4, 5, 6 and 7 make amendments to the Juries
Act 2000. The first makes it clear that the juries
commissioner has the ability to exclude jurors who are
not available for jury service due to the length of a trial
or time allocated to it or for other reasons. This was not
clear, as Mr Rich-Phillips pointed out, and Mr Justice
Coldrey recommended that the act be clarified to make
it clear that the juries commissioner has that power.
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Clause 5 provides that there is no longer a need for a
regulatory impact statement and regulations to be
prepared when adjustments are made to the rates of
juror remuneration and allowances. That will now be
done simply by notice in the Government Gazette. This
is a sensible amendment to the setting of juror
remuneration and allowances.
I know that Mr Rich-Phillips and others have raised the
fact that it would be useful if the Attorney-General
would indicate how the remuneration and allowances
will be indexed, and perhaps government speakers
might refer to that in their contributions. At the moment
a juror’s employer is required to reimburse the juror the
difference between the fee and the amount that the
employee could reasonably expect to have been paid.
That matter is addressed by sections 51 and 52 of the
Juries Act.
I know the Law Institute of Victoria has raised concerns
about the effect of the amount of remuneration for
jurors falling over time and the burden that that can
place on jurors and their employers. In a series called
‘Trends and issues in crime and criminal justice’, the
Australian Institute of Criminology produced paper
no. 354, entitled ‘Factors affecting juror satisfaction and
confidence in New South Wales, Victoria and South
Australia’. Among quite a lot of findings reported in
that paper is one that a substantial majority of
participants regarded juror remuneration as inadequate.
A consistent finding was that jurors were least satisfied
with the economic inconvenience of jury service. Only
28.8 per cent of non-empanelled jurors surveyed in
Victoria were satisfied with their experience of jury
service, and 19.8 per cent, nearly one in five, of
empanelled jurors felt that way as well.
The survey found that Victorian jurors reported higher
satisfaction with their overall jury experience than did
jurors in New South Wales and South Australia — only
marginally, but it was just under about 70 per cent. The
survey found that jurors in Victoria were more
confident in the criminal justice system than jurors in
New South Wales. There is a positive correlation
between the overall satisfaction and experience of jury
service and confidence in the criminal justice system. It
is important that jurors feel that their jury experience is
valued and that it is a good experience, and that
corresponds to their confidence in the justice system
generally.
The remuneration for jurors in Victoria is quite a bit
lower than it is in New South Wales. It is $72 a day in
Victoria and $83 a day in New South Wales, and if it is
for more than 11 days it is $113 day, which is a fair
difference. Given that there will be a provision now that
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will make it easier to adjust the remuneration, I would
hope to see that come more in line with the other states.
It is important to do that. The Attorney-General said in
his second-reading speech that:
Jury service is the cornerstone of our legal system …

When adjusting the remuneration for jurors it might be
useful for the Attorney-General to take note of my
remarks about what jurors have said about their
experience as jurors.
As Mr Rich-Phillips pointed out, clause 6 enables the
juries commissioner to receive complaints from jurors,
past or present, about the deliberations of a jury and the
disclosure of deliberations or concerns they have about
the process that was followed. This seems like a good
provision if it operates properly. It needs to be
monitored, and one of my questions is: who is
monitoring these amendments and how are they
working?
Mr Tee — Trust us.
Ms PENNICUIK — I am sure Mr Tee will be able
to answer that question. ‘Trust us’, he said. It seems like
a good provision, but it needs to be monitored. I
presume that will happen, because if there are problems
they need to come to light. If people are dissatisfied
with the way a trial has been run, or about deliberations,
then they should have some means of raising those.
Clause 7 is the clause that prohibits jurors from making
inquiries outside of the trial process on matters or
parties in the trial. In his second-reading speech the
Attorney-General said this is necessary given the
ever-increasing opportunities that advances in
technology present for jurors to acquire outside
information. I think we would have to agree with
that — it is much easier to find information about
people and events through the internet, for example. I
note clause 7(5) talks about researching using the
internet and five other ways of making inquiries about a
trial process.
About 20 years ago a member of my family was
involved in a murder trial. That family member took the
view — but was probably also instructed — that it was
not appropriate to discuss that trial with anybody in the
family or with anybody else. Referring to
Mr Rich-Phillips’s remarks about whether this is going
to capture family members who make inquiries, that is
outside the trial process. I would assume it would be
inappropriate if somebody asked a family member to
go and find some information about a party in a trial.
This is a good provision and carries a hefty penalty of
120 penalty units.
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Mr Rich-Phillips was asking why people would do this.
I do not think it goes to the inadequacy of the
information provided during the trial process, because
jurors should confine themselves to what they hear and
see in evidence in the court. It is just about general
curiosity. People want to know more about the person
or persons in the trial or about the matters before them,
and so they make outside inquiries. That is
inappropriate, and this provision seems justifiable
because of the importance of ensuring that trials are not
prejudiced.
We have read in the press about jurors who have done
this, where they have gone to visit a website or they
have made inquiries and the whole trial has been
abandoned. The consequences of those actions by
jurors are quite severe, and while the penalty is hefty, it
is sending a message to jurors that they have a
responsibility which they ought to take seriously, and
that making investigations outside the trial process
would have grave implications for the trial process and
for justice generally. I am supportive of this provision.
Again, it needs to be monitored, which Mr Tee assures
me will be happening.
New section 78B will enable a judge to examine on
oath a person who is on a panel for a trial to determine
whether they have engaged in this conduct. That seems
to be a provision that would need to follow the original
provision that makes it an offence to do so. But it seems
strange to me — I agree with Mr Rich-Phillips on
this — that if the trial judge discovers there has been
such an offence and the juror has engaged in that
conduct and under the previous provision would be
exposed to the 120 penalty units, where then does that
go? Where does the information that the judge has
found out go? What is the point of it? Is the only point
that the trial needs to be aborted? Perhaps Mr Tee could
answer that, because it seems strange that once you find
that out, you cannot use it in terms of the offence under
the previous provision.
I was going to go to the issue of monitoring the
amendments to see how they are working, but I feel
they will be good amendments.
The bill also makes minor amendments to the
Magistrates’ Court Act. It is a pretty straightforward
bill. I hope Mr Tee or another government member will
be able to clarify the issues that I have raised.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — The jury system
has been the cornerstone of our judicial system for
hundreds of years. It prides itself on openness and
fairness, and central to the jury system is the notion that
an accused is entitled to know what evidence is going
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to be brought against him or her. They have the right to
respond to that evidence, and they have the right to be
tried by their peers. This bill directly strengthens the
role of the jury system in a number of important
respects. Significantly, as has been mentioned, it stops
jury members from doing their own research. There
have been a number of cases in which jury members,
often with the best of intentions, have taken it upon
themselves to visit crime scenes or do their own
detective work on the internet. As we all know,
information on the internet can be highly inflammatory,
prejudicial and inaccurate and may or may not have any
probative value. Such information may then be used or
internalised by the jury member without giving the
accused an opportunity to respond, a concern which
goes to the very heart of our jury system.
This bill sends a very strong message to jurors. It is an
important message, and that message is backed up with
a penalty of some $13 000. As I said, the message is
that, to be fair, an accused must know the evidence that
is directed against them. If the evidence is obtained
elsewhere, the accused may not be given that
opportunity to respond. The material may be absolutely
false, but the accused simply has no idea that the
material has been accessed, so the penalty is hefty. The
message must be strong, otherwise there is a risk that
we will need to abort trials or worse. For our system to
be fair and transparent we must ensure that the accused
knows the case against them, otherwise the innocent
will be punished and the guilty may well go free.
Mr Rich-Phillips raised the extent of the discussions
that jury members may have with their family
members, and indeed the bill does prohibit
consultations. There is nothing new in this. Probably for
hundreds of years judges have warned juries that they
are not to consult or discuss matters outside of the
courtroom; their role is to judge the evidence that has
been presented and to make an assessment on the
material before them and not on some extraneous
material.
There are a number of other important aspects of the
bill. The first one I wish to draw to the attention of the
house deals with the enhanced role of the juries
commissioner. The Office of the Juries Commissioner
is an independent statutory body, the role of which is to
ensure that our jury system works effectively. In
response to concerns raised by Ms Pennicuik, the juries
commissioner has a broad role to monitor and ensure
not just that the act works but that the jury system is
working effectively.
The bill enhances that role by providing that the juries
commissioner will receive and investigate complaints
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from members of both past and existing juries. If a
member of a jury has a complaint, they have a right to
take that complaint to the juries commissioner. If the
commissioner is satisfied that a legitimate allegation
exists, the commissioner will refer the allegation to the
Victoria Police and ultimately, where appropriate, to
the Director of Public Prosecutions. The bill also
streamlines the current process where complaints are
referred directly to the DPP, who then asks the Victoria
Police to investigate. This bill will ensure that those
complaints go to the juries commissioner initially. It is
the juries commissioner who is in the best place
initially to investigate the validity of complaints and to
ensure that the resources of the DPP are not wasted on
spurious complaints. It is also helpful for the
commissioner to be aware of the range of issues that are
being considered by members of juries.
There are a number of other changes. The process for
increasing allowances to juries has been simplified.
This is an issue that Ms Pennicuik referred to, and I
think she suggested — dare I say inaccurately — that
members of juries in Victoria receive less remuneration
than members of juries in New South Wales. I can
assure Ms Pennicuik that that is not the case. The way
in which the legislation works in Victoria is that it
guarantees that jurors are not financially disadvantaged
because of their jury service, and it is the only state to
do so. A member of a jury in Victoria — and only in
Victoria — can be assured that if they take time off
work to attend jury service they will not be financially
disadvantaged. That is because under Victorian law
employers must make up the difference between the
jury allowance and the person’s regular wage.
The bill also ensures that the juries commissioner has
the power to investigate the availability of jurors during
lengthy trials. This issue has been raised by other
speakers, but the reality is that trials are becoming
longer and more complex and it is important that the
juries commissioner have the power to ensure that jury
members can go the distance and stay for the duration
of long trials. The provision in the bill clarifies the act
in that regard.
The bill also ensures that the prior service of County
Court judges who are appointed to the Supreme Court
is recognised, which puts County Court judges in the
same position as judges in other jurisdictions.
This bill goes a long way towards strengthening our
juries system. It is about providing a fair and
transparent system of justice and enhancing the
cornerstone of our justice system. It is a pity that
opposition members are unable to support the bill
despite these significant benefits, but I certainly
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appreciate the fact that they will not oppose it. I
commend the bill to the house.
Mr ELASMAR (Northern Metropolitan) — I also
rise to speak in favour of the Courts Legislation
Amendment (Juries and Other Matters) Bill. A few sets
of amendments are contained in the legislation before
this house. There is an amendment to the Constitution
Act regarding pension entitlements for judicial officers
who are former judges of the County Court who
subsequently serve on the Supreme Court bench. This
will rectify anomalies that exist due to the retirement
age of judges changing from 60 to 65 years. A 2003
amendment to the Constitution Act 1975 disadvantaged
judges who are appointed to the Supreme Court of
Victoria from the County Court of Victoria by not
recognising previously existing pension entitlements.
This is clearly an injustice, and this amendment will
effectively address the matter.
Another provision involves the streamlining of the jury
system to provide maximum efficiency to ensure the
rules of the court are followed. The jury system is a
time-honoured legal tradition. It is the linchpin of our
justice system. Ordinary citizens are called upon to hear
evidence and then decide on the guilt or otherwise of an
offender. The introduction of a juries commissioner in
2006 provided for a commissioner to direct and manage
and be a point of contact for jurors who have concerns
about irregularities.
Also of particular concern is that with today’s
technology juries are able to access the internet and
read material directly, whether it is related or not related
to the issue. They may form opinions not based on facts
submitted to the court. This has the capacity to severely
prejudice the outcome of the trial. The bill prohibits
juries from undertaking outside or external
investigations to ensure that a jury’s decision is based
solely on the evidence heard and seen in the court.
However, jury service is still a highly valued service,
willingly performed by our citizens, but I am sorry to
say it is the most underpaid. It has been many years
since juror pay has reflected employee pay rates. In fact
while many industrial awards had clauses which
provided for jury services to be paid for by the
employers to enable their employees to do their civic
duty, with the federal WorkChoices legislation many
jurors were left out in the cold. They were literally in
financial difficulty; in fact they could not afford to do
their jury service.
The amendment to section 51 of the Juries Act will
provide the flexibility required to enable the minister
responsible to pass on increases in allowances in a
timely and cost-effective manner. This amendment
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seeks to ensure that the rules of court are used
exclusively as the method for authorising persons to
witness statements tended at committal proceedings.
Amending the rules of court is a much more efficient
mechanism than ad hoc legislative amendments. Our
Victorian legal system is complex and time consuming.
We as legislators need to constantly refine our existing
framework to allow for maximum efficiency and timely
justice. I commend the bill to the house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning) —
By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so I wish to thank members for their
contributions.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
question is that the bill be now read a third time. I am of
the opinion that the third reading of this bill requires to
be passed by an absolute majority. I therefore ask the
Clerk to ring the bells so that I can ascertain that an
absolute majority is present.
Bells rung.
Members having assembled in chamber:
The PRESIDENT — Order! In order that I may
determine whether the required majority has been
obtained I ask those members who are supporting the
motion to stand in their places.
Required number of members having risen:
Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.

CRIMES (CONTROLLED OPERATIONS)
AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 26 June; motion of
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change).
Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South Eastern
Metropolitan) — The Liberal Party will not be
opposing the Crimes (Controlled Operations)
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Amendment Bill. The purpose of the bill is to remove
from the Crimes (Controlled Operations) Act 2004
provisions relating to the Australian Crime
Commission, and to make consequential amendments
to the Major Crime Legislation (Office of Police
Integrity) Act 2004.
The principal act that is being amended — the Crimes
(Controlled Operations) Act — was passed by the
Parliament in 2004. It was one of a number of pieces of
legislation that this Parliament has dealt with involving
the relationship between commonwealth and state
crime law enforcement agencies — the Australian
Federal Police, the Australian Crime Commission,
Victoria Police — and primarily it was to address issues
of interstate interjurisdictional criminal activity,
particularly significant organised crime, drug crime and
terrorism activities, and it was delivered in the context
of a number of other pieces of legislation the
Parliament passed in that period that addressed, in
particular, terrorism-related matters.
At the time the bill was passed it was the government’s
position that this was an important piece of legislation
that put in place arrangements between the Australian
Crime Commission and Victorian law enforcement
agencies to deal with interjurisdictional matters, and
that was one of the key purposes for which that act was
adopted in 2004. Therefore it is quite extraordinary that
we now have before the house this bill, which removes
from that piece of legislation reference to the Australian
Crime Commission, which was one of the key reasons
why the principal act was enacted in the first place.
The reason given for this by the Attorney-General in his
second-reading speech is unclear, because in that
speech there are two versions of why this piece of
legislation is being brought before the house to remove
the reference to the Australian Crime Commission from
the principal legislation. In the words of the
Attorney-General, the first relates to commonwealth
concerns about the constitutional validity of the state’s
monitoring and reporting arrangements under the
model bill, which is the bill adopted by state
jurisdictions, the Victorian version of which is the
Crimes (Controlled Operations) Act 2004. The other
reason given by the Attorney-General is concerns over
the use of the Australian Crime Commission to
investigate Victorian offences where they do not have a
federal aspect across state borders.
We have two different versions from the
Attorney-General in his second-reading speech as to
why it is now necessary for this legislation to be
introduced to remove the Australian Crime
Commission from the controlled operations act. As I
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said earlier, the principal act was brought to this
Parliament on the understanding that it contained
critical provisions that were needed particularly in
respect of organised crime and to terrorism and that we
needed the capacity for the Australian Crime
Commission to work with Victorian law enforcement
and the Australian Federal Police to deal with these
matters. We now see, for reasons that are unclear from
the Attorney-General’s second-reading speech, those
capacities being removed from the controlled
operations act and consequential amendments being
made to the Major Crime Legislation (Office of Police
Integrity) Act.
One of the issues raised by the Attorney-General is the
concern that Victorian legislation which gives functions
to the Australian Crime Commission cannot operate
without a federal provision giving similar directions to
the Australian Crime Commission. The case cited in the
Attorney-General’s second-reading speech was a High
Court decision, R v. Hughes (2000), in which it was the
view of the High Court that a state Parliament
conferring powers on a commonwealth agency has no
effect unless the commonwealth consents to the
exercise of those powers by that commonwealth
agency. This was a case that went before the High
Court in 2000. The matter was brought to the attention
of the government in 2004 during the course of the
debate on the Crimes (Controlled Operations) Act
2004. The then shadow Attorney-General, Andrew
McIntosh, the member for Kew in the other place,
made the point to the government at that time that there
was doubt over the capacity of Victorian legislation to
confer a role on the Australian Crime Commission
without there being a similar commonwealth provision.
Some four years later we now see the Victorian
government finally acting on this issue.
The other side of this issue is the role of the
commonwealth government. This issue could be
addressed by the commonwealth, which would remove
the need for this piece of legislation to come before this
state Parliament. The previous federal government had
prepared legislation to that effect and had introduced to
the commonwealth Parliament legislation that would
address the issue of the commonwealth jurisdiction
granting the necessary consents to the Australian Crime
Commission. That bill was introduced to the
commonwealth Parliament in 2006 and lapsed as a
consequence of the 2007 election. However, the work
had already been done by the federal
Attorney-General’s office. The bill had been drafted
and was in Parliament, and the most expedient way to
deal with this issue would be for the Rudd government
to reintroduce that piece of legislation in the
commonwealth Parliament and have it pass the bill.
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That would address this concern in Victoria and in
other state jurisdictions. We have not seen that happen
at a commonwealth level.
As I said, that bill was in the commonwealth Parliament
and had been considered by the Senate Standing
Committee on Legal and Constitutional Affairs. It
disappeared with the dissolution of the previous
commonwealth Parliament and has not been brought
back by the federal Attorney-General. That has
necessitated the introduction of this legislation into the
Victorian Parliament to remove many of the key
provisions of the Crimes (Controlled Operations) Act
that were introduced in 2004 in order that the
commonwealth and state law enforcement agencies
could work cooperatively on the important issues of
terrorism and interjurisdictional crimes such as
drug-related activities.
The real fix to the issue this bill is addressing would be
for the commonwealth government to reintroduce a
commonwealth act and fix the problem for all state
jurisdictions. Instead we have this bill, which addresses
the issue but does so in a way that removes one of the
key intentions of the principal act. This is far from an
ideal fix for the situation. The best solution would be
for the commonwealth government to act rather than
for the Victorian Attorney-General to cover for the
commonwealth with this type of legislation.
The Liberal Party does not oppose the bill, because, as
it did in 2004, it recognises the issue that exists between
the two jurisdictions as a consequence of the High
Court decision. As I said, it is a matter that was raised
by the shadow Attorney-General in 2004. We are
cognisant of the issue, but this is not the ideal fix. The
ideal fix sits with the commonwealth government, and
that is where the action should take place.
Mr TEE (Eastern Metropolitan) — This bill amends
the Crimes (Controlled Operations) Act 2004, which
was the product of an agreement between state,
commonwealth and territory attorneys-general. The act
implements model laws that were developed for
controlled or undercover operations by police, and it
covers issues such as the use of surveillance devices,
the requirement for police to assume identities and
witness protection.
As we know, undercover police work is difficult and
dangerous. It requires police to associate with people
suspected of being involved in organising or financing
crimes, and in exceptional cases where it is difficult to
get evidence by other means the work can involve
police themselves committing offences such as drug
trafficking.
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In order to combat crime effectively we need modern,
up-to-date laws that are not constrained by artificial
jurisdictional barriers. That is why the states and the
commonwealth proceeded with this model legislation.
The Crimes (Controlled Operations) Act 2004 ensures
that police have the tools they need to effectively fight
crime. The act largely replaced an existing patchwork
of legislative provisions. It provided for the
independent monitoring of the conduct of police, it
provided guidance on what are acceptable activities
when undertaking undercover operations, it provided
protection for covert police officers so they could not be
prosecuted when undertaking authorised illegal
activities and it reduced the risk that the evidence might
be excluded by the courts. This legislation is important;
it is critical to the effective operation of our police
system.
The act also provided for cooperation between state and
federal jurisdictions by including the Australian Crime
Commission as a law enforcement agency under the
legislation. This meant that the Australian Crime
Commission could use Victorian powers when
investigating relevant state offences. Unfortunately
after the bill was enacted the commonwealth raised
concerns about having a state monitoring regime apply
to the Australian Crime Commission, which is a
commonwealth body. As has been indicated, this
concern followed a determination by the Australian
High Court, and in November 2006 in response to that
High Court decision the commonwealth introduced
amending legislation which gave the commonwealth
ombudsman oversight of the Australian Crime
Commission’s use of state legislation. Unfortunately, as
has been indicated, with the calling of the federal
election in 2007 that federal legislation lapsed, so today
we have a bill before the house that proposes an interim
solution by removing references to the Australian
Crime Commission in the act. This will allow the
Victorian act to be proclaimed and to commence
operation in relation to Victorian law enforcement
agencies only — in advance of the commonwealth
passing amending legislation.
The bill in essence allows for Victorian law
enforcement agencies to proceed with investigations,
particularly cross-border investigations. It will,
however, disable the capacity of the Australian Crime
Commission to investigate Victorian offences unless
there is a federal aspect to the investigation.
If the commonwealth enacts amendments to address the
constitutional issue, the Victorian government intends
to introduce further amendments so that the Australian
Crime Commission can use the Victorian regime. But
the reality is that the Victorian government is not

3271

waiting, and should not wait, for the Australian
government to act. These issues are too important.
Crime and criminals do not wait. It is important that we
get our best regime in place to fight crime. If that means
we have to proceed now as well as responding after the
commonwealth has introduced its legislation, then we
should do so. The community expects us to do what we
can to ensure that the police have the powers they need
to effectively fight crime, and that is what this
amending bill does.
The bill is really a common-sense approach which
provides state law enforcement agencies with the power
they need. The government may well amend the act to
provide for commonwealth participation if there is
appropriate complementary commonwealth legislation
in the future, but there is no need for the Victorian
government to wait for that commonwealth legislation
in view of the importance of the subject matter of this
bill. I commend the bill to the house.
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — The
purpose of the Crimes (Controlled Operations)
Amendment Bill, as previous speakers have outlined, is
to remove a constitutional impediment to the Crimes
(Controlled Operations) Act 2004.
That act came into being following a 1995 High Court
decision known as the Ridgeway decision. The court
acknowledged that sometimes law enforcement officers
have to engage in illegal activities to uncover organised
crime and recommended that this be addressed in
legislation. In Victoria and other states this need has
been addressed administratively or by what has been
described as a ‘hodgepodge of regulations’. In 2002
there was a leaders summit, and a joint working group
was established by police ministers and
attorneys-general. Out of that came the model
legislation on which the Victorian act was based. The
purpose was to introduce comprehensive controlled
operations legislation that would encompass the
administrative and other regulatory provisions that
previously dealt with controlled operations. The
commonwealth was also meant to pass legislation to
this effect. That legislation was prepared and was meant
to pass in 2007, but it lapsed after the calling of the
federal election.
The Crimes (Controlled Operations) Act was never
proclaimed in Victoria, basically because the
commonwealth pointed out that there is a constitutional
problem with the act in that it refers to the Australian
Crime Commission and the commonwealth
ombudsman, but it cannot operate without the
permission bestowed by the commonwealth act, which
has not been passed. So here we are in this predicament
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where the Victorian act cannot operate because it is
constitutionally invalid for those reasons.
The question is: should the Victorian government be
using its good offices to prod the commonwealth to get
on with passing its legislation or should we remove the
provisions that cause these constitutional impediments
and come back later to reinstate them? As Mr Tee has
foreshadowed, the government will amend this
legislation once the commonwealth act is in place. I
suppose it is six of one, half a dozen of the other. If the
Victorian government wants the act to come into
operation, we have to make these amendments so that it
is not constitutionally invalid. I point out that it is
probably the case that a lot of acts on the books are
constitutionally invalid, but leaving them there might be
different from purposely bringing in a piece of
legislation that is constitutionally invalid.
I will make some comments about controlled
operations. Other speakers have talked about controlled
operations, and the phrase rolls off the tongue pretty
easily. Controlled operations are basically undercover
operations in which police, and often civilians, conduct
or get involved in illegal activities. It is fair to say, from
my consultations with people about controlled
operations, that they are fraught with difficulties and
often bungled. They are a serious matter. This bill and
the commonwealth model laws are designed to respond
to the obvious fact that crime occurs across
jurisdictions, so we need a regime that allows
controlled operations to occur across jurisdictions. In
that respect it is good to have the commonwealth parent
act and the state legislation that models it, but we
should not lose sight of the fact that controlled
operations are fraught with difficulties — they are
serious matters for the police, and sometimes civilians
acting with the police, to get involved in.
My Greens colleagues in the federal Senate who spoke
in the debate on the Crimes Legislation Amendment
(National Investigative Powers and Witness Protection)
Bill had some criticisms of the bill. Among other
things, they said it creates warrants that enable police to
search people’s homes without them knowing about it;
extends the use of controlled operations in which
undercover police and informants are able to break the
law to potentially cover all commonwealth offences;
fails to provide independent and external approval
processes for controlled operations; removes the role of
Administrative Appeals Tribunal members in
approving the continuation of controlled operations
beyond three months; removes the maximum time limit
on controlled operations; extends the protection from
criminal and civil liabilities to civil informants who
participate in controlled operations; reduces reporting
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requirements for controlled operations; extends powers
for police confiscation of electronic equipment such as
mobile phones, thereby avoiding the requirement to
obtain a telecommunications interception warrant; and
extends the coercive powers of the Australian Crime
Commission. This is yet another lot of increased
powers given to police and other bodies that infringe on
civil liberties. I make these comments because we are
talking about controlled operations and increased
powers, and these issues need to be carefully watched
by the community and by the Parliament.
I was not in the Victorian Parliament in 2004 when the
Crimes (Controlled Operations) Act was passed, but I
have had a look at it. I think the provisions are fairly
good in terms of oversight, approval and the
requirement for reports to the ombudsmen to be made
every six months. However, I take the opportunity to
point out that over the last 10 years we have seen an
increase in coercive and surveillance powers. They
infringe our civil liberties, and we need to be careful of
them.
The Greens will not oppose the bill for the reasons I
talked about before, which are largely administrative
reasons, but I take the opportunity to point out that
controlled operations are a serious business, and we
need to concern ourselves with making sure they are
done properly.
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I am
pleased also to make a brief contribution to the debate
on the Crimes (Controlled Operations) Amendment Bill
in the Council. This obviously follows on from
contributions I made in the last Parliament when a
range of bills giving police increased powers came
through the chamber. Given the concern about police
corruption, terrorism and a raft of other concerns, we
now find ourselves debating another bill.
I understand in principle why the issues have arisen.
What is not made clear in the second-reading speech or
the explanatory memorandum to the bill is why there
has been no push by the Attorney-General to encourage
the new federal government to move forward with
amendments that were allowed to lapse following the
federal election in late 2007. I know the federal
government has indicated that it will be moving
forward at some point but, as the Attorney-General said
in his second-reading speech, which was repeated in the
speech incorporated in Hansard in this chamber:
In other words, the government proposes to legislate to enable
the second potential use of the principal act I have mentioned
to be achieved in a constitutionally valid way, as soon as it is
in a position to do so.
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I thought there would have been better clarity on when
that may occur.
As was rightly pointed out, these are essentially
undercover-type operations. It is important that
controlled operations are allowed to continue and are
not constrained. The NCA (National Crime Authority)
is now the ACC (Australian Crime Commission), but
as a former NCA investigator, having been seconded
there, it worries me that with this amendment we seem
to be removing the capacity for cross-jurisdictional
investigations. There are constitutional restrictions on
commonwealth bodies exercising functions conferred
by state legislation unless those functions are authorised
by commonwealth legislation. Removing references to
the Australian Crime Commission and the
commonwealth ombudsman from the principal act
under part 2 of this bill and making consequential
amendments to the Major Crime Legislation (Office of
Police Integrity) Act 2004 in part 3 may have a
consequential outcome that may not have been
anticipated. I do not think this has been fully explained
either by the previous government speaker or in the
Attorney-General’s brief statement on the
second-reading speech.
The only thing I pick up from Ms Pennicuik’s
contribution is that she inferred that controlled
operations or undercover operations are — not her
words — always stuffing up, or they are not — —
Ms Pennicuik — They can be.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — They can be? That is better.
Mr Thornley — Bungled.
Mr DALLA-RIVA — I got the impression that she
was saying that they are constantly bungled. It is hard to
be perfect even in the world the Greens live in and
occasionally even the police might have a bungled
operation. I would like Ms Pennicuik to understand that
these bungles do not happen every day. If they
happened every day, we would be screaming about
giving the police these types of powers. I pick the
member up on that statement. Having worked in that
type of environment, I know it is difficult. As I said, the
world is not perfect and it is certainly not when you are
dealing with that type of environment.
I was sidetracked by Ms Pennicuik. She also rightly
pointed out the impact this legislation will have on
human rights. Surprisingly, in its statement of
compatibility the government says that it is okay. As
Ms Pennicuik correctly pointed out, the legislation will
allow for a person’s home to be searched without
warrant or advice and to be broken into and have a
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listening device implanted in it without a person’s
knowledge, but that supposedly does not breach the
Victorian government’s Charter of Human Rights and
Responsibilities. Where legislation is important, and
certainly I support this legislation, it will cross into
people’s rights. The government says in the statement
of compatibility signed by the Minister for Planning,
the Honourable Justin Madden, the minister responsible
for the bill in this chamber:
Human rights issues
1.

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

The provisions of the bill do not affect any human rights
protected by the charter.

If you looked at the bill in its entirety, you would see
that it will clearly cross the boundaries of human rights
as set out by the Labor government. Time and again
this government enacts legislation because it sounds
politically correct to do so but, when it comes to the
nuts and bolts of applying that legislation in the real
world where it needs to be applied, the government
forgets about it and sweeps it under the carpet — some
would say the Underbelly carpet, as Mr Vogels rightly
pointed out earlier.
That having been said, this is an important bill. As I
said, I am worried about some of the consequential
issues that may arise as a result of removing the
references to the ACC and the commonwealth
ombudsman, but only time will tell with those matters.
Mr THORNLEY (Southern Metropolitan) — I rise
to speak in favour of the Crimes (Controlled
Operations) Amendment Bill 2008. As people would be
aware from the speakers who have preceded me, there
are two ways of looking at this bill. One is to consider
what are the policy imperatives that the government is
trying to accommodate by this bill, and the second is to
consider what are the somewhat more technical legal
constraints in the constitutional environment that have
led us to this particular sequence of legislation and
subsequent sequences of legislation that may follow
from further commonwealth legislation. It has been a
while since I studied constitutional law and I have
complete faith in the department and drafting folk that
they have the technical legal aspects of this nailed. So I
think it might be more helpful for me as an elected
legislator to talk about the policy imperatives that we
are trying to achieve with this piece of legislation and
the surrounding legislation that will be part of this
regime around controlled operations.
There has been a bit of commentary on this from a
range of perspectives. I think the contributions of
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Ms Pennicuik and Mr Dalla-Riva eloquently
bookended this whole discussion. I would have thought
that the fairly obvious point about all this is that we all
try to live in a society where people have their human
rights respected and where those people who flagrantly
are not respecting the human rights of others and are
committing criminal offences can be caught. In fact this
legislation does pass the test of the human rights
charter. I am not quite sure what Mr Dalla-Riva was
trying to suggest there. He was saying either that other
citizens should not have their human rights protected,
and I hope he is not trying to suggest that, or that we
should afford greater protection to the criminals than is
afforded under this bill. I do not think he is arguing for
that, either. I suspect that the truth of the matter is that
we have got the balance about right. Mr Dalla-Riva is
desperately trying to find a way of criticising the bill
but he cannot decide which way he wants to jump.
Ms Pennicuik was clearer. She was more concerned
about the human rights elements. I guess I am more
concerned about the crime control.
However, I think this bill gets that balance about right.
It is, of course, covering a very difficult area. One of the
problems with bad guys is that they do not play by the
rules. That is why there is a need for controlled
operations in the first place. That is why there is a need
for what we would normally in lay terms call
undercover operations. Obviously if those things are
going to occur, they need to be handled competently
and within a legal framework that has some fairly wide
boundaries to enable the law enforcement officials to
deal with the types of people and operations that they
unfortunately have to deal with.
It is most important that there is legal certainty in that
environment. It is absolutely critical that when we are
putting law enforcement officials in harm’s way, both
in physical harm’s way as well as potentially in legal
jeopardy, that they are surrounded and supported by a
very clear legal infrastructure. They should not find
themselves in the position that while trying to enforce
the law they have crossed the line in a way that they are
potentially breaking the law. But by the same token
they should be able to do what needs to be done under
the appropriate judicial and legal supervision that you
might not otherwise wish to see done if it were not for
the wider pursuit of law enforcement. That is what
controlled operations are all about. Without getting into
the specific constitutional technicalities that have led to
this bill and the subsequent bills that will follow in
commonwealth legislation, the policy purpose of the
bill is to ensure that those controlled operations can
happen in an environment of legal certainty with
appropriate oversight, with appropriate respect for
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human rights, but with a mind to getting the job done.
On that basis I support the bill.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

LAND (REVOCATION OF
RESERVATIONS) (CONVENTION CENTRE
LAND) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 31 July; motion of
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning).
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — It is my
pleasure to rise and support the Land (Revocation of
Reservations) (Convention Centre Land) Bill. The
Liberal Party will support the bill. This is, in general, a
non-controversial bill that changes the status of a
couple of small portions of land in the Yarra River
Wharf and Polly Woodside areas next to the new
convention centre that is now being built. Currently
those areas are permanently reserved under the Crown
Land (Reserves) Act. The bill removes the permanent
reservations under the act so that leases can be executed
to allow new public facilities to become operational
which will form part of the wider public realm of the
Melbourne Convention Centre precinct.
I want to put on record the Liberal Party’s strong
support for the convention centre project. We believe
this is a very important step for the associated hotel, the
public facilities of the convention hall and the shopping
facilities. I will put on record not only our support for
the convention centre process, but also point to some
concerns we have with the way the government has
gone about its activities.
The first thing that comes to mind is the strangeness of
the process — that we are even considering this now
rather than at an earlier point in the process — and I
will explain to the house the way that the convention
centre has worked. There was an expression of interest
process, in effect a tender, that awarded to one group,
the Plenary Group, the right to build the convention
centre. As part of that project it was given the right to
build a hotel and what in effect is a large amount of
commercial space, including a DFO (direct factory
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outlet) complex on the edge of it. For those members
who do not know, it is nestled between the West Gate
Freeway, the Yarra River and Montague Street, close to
Polly Woodside on one side and what we know as
Jeff’s Shed on the corner. It is an important project. The
hall at the new convention centre will have a significant
capacity which will put Victoria in the position to hold
some of the largest conventions and make us
competitive in the international marketplace for large
conventions. The consequent tourism and financial
results will be important particularly for Melbourne’s
growth but also pushing out from Melbourne into the
regions of the state as well.
The convention centre will become a hub, a generator
of tourist activity, and that is something the opposition
very strongly supports. The member for Brighton in the
other place, Louise Asher, as a member of the former
Kennett government, was a good tourism minister who
at the time kicked off with Tourism Victoria the
strategy of attracting conventions and tourist features
that would not only bring people to Melbourne but also
fill the calendar, as it were, with visitors to Melbourne
who would move out to the regions, spend money, fill
restaurants, buy goods and inject enormous resources
into the Victorian economy. That strategy has been
successful over the last 15 years. It has put Victoria in a
very strong position. There are a number of parts to
that. The Victorian Major Events Company has played
a critical role, and that has been a great initiative. I
notice Sydney is now starting to copy the approach and
understanding that for large cities these are important
parts of their capacity to draw people to them.
We support the essence of the convention centre.
However, there are a couple of issues that the
opposition would raise. In the first instance there is the
area around the Polly Woodside, which is an icon for
Victoria, and the need to preserve the National Trust’s
interest in that and the shed next to it. I believe it will
have access to only one shed in the future under the
current plan. I place a slight question mark as to
whether that is as adequate as it should be.
Equally I point to the reasoning behind the introduction
of the bill at this point. You would have thought that
before completing the tender process they would have
sorted out the land and the land structures around the
tender at a minimum. Bizarrely, the Minister for Major
Projects felt the need to deal with the wharf sheds. Why
the wharf sheds were not dealt with in the first place is
a very strange question. This massive, new and
wonderful development — we hope — is being built
and a series of older, run-down wharf sheds in varying
states of — —
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An honourable member — Disarray.
Mr D. DAVIS — I do not want to say ‘disarray’
because they are heritage wharf sheds and I want to see
them — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr D. DAVIS — The maintenance has varied on
them. It is important that the community understands
that this is policy on the run by the government. It had
to turf out and pay off a number of tenants to get
control of the wharf sheds, and then it threw the sheds
in with the rest of the arrangements around the
convention centre. I do not know why this was not done
in the first place as part of an integrated project. It is
certainly a strange way of conducting major projects.
The work on the sheds will produce a good result. I am
hopeful that the sheds will be resurrected and opened
out so that they look out on one side to the sea and on
the other side towards the convention centre. That will
add to the ambience of the project and its capacity to
draw tourists and locals to the area. But I do place that
question mark on how on earth the government thought
it could build this multimillion-dollar convention centre
and not make the dirty old wharf sheds, which blocked
the view and the access to the water, part of the project.
It is a strange way of conducting a major project.
A whole heap of work has to be done to get things right
with the convention centre. One of those things is to
work out the bridge that crosses the Yarra and lands on
the north side in a spot that currently goes nowhere.
There is no access or walking from there: you go over
the bridge and come into a little hub on the north side.
The government has more detail to work out as it goes
forward.
I understand Melbourne City Council is contributing to
the cost of the bridge, and a series of issues flow from
the contribution of Melbourne City Council which will
be required in some measure to manage the public
spaces that will be part of this new convention centre.
There are some legal issues still to be worked through
on those aspects.
There is also the issue of the hotel. I have no
reservations or concern about the Hilton hotel being
part of the bidding process and being part of the
winning tender group, the Plenary Group. But I do have
some issues about the fact that after the tender had
closed, there was a variation on the tender which will
allow for an extra five storeys. That is a massive
windfall for the developers.
Mr Barber — How many car parks were there?
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Mr D. DAVIS — I cannot tell you the number of
car parks, but I can tell you it is an enormous number of
hotel rooms as the project went from 10 to 15 storeys.
That is a massive increase or windfall. That deal was
done in a non-transparent way by this government,
which is a government that is committed to secrecy and
a government that will not release the tender documents
covering many of these issues. I draw the house’s
attention to the fact that the full tender is still not up on
the website. There are still massive omissions from the
tender document on the website, and I do not believe
that is good enough given the size, scale and
importance of this project for the Victorian economy
and the Melbourne economy. I believe that those tender
documents should be more accessible.
Mr Guy — Transparent.
Mr D. DAVIS — ‘Transparent’, Mr Guy says, and I
have no doubt that he, as planning minister in the
future, will be determined to work with the major
projects minister to ensure that a better process is in
place. I cannot imagine Mr Guy doing a
multibillion-dollar project and then leaving wharf sheds
blocking the view to the water, old wharf sheds that
were not part of the project until a fill-in job was done
by Mr Theophanous. I welcome the decision on the
wharf sheds but register the bizarreness and the belated
nature of the decision.
There is a whole series of issues that are not clear about
what is going to happen at the convention centre. We
are told that parts of the project will meet
environmental standards, which is what many of us
would want to see, but I am far from convinced about
the actuality of those achievements, particularly for the
DFO part of the development. I am concerned that
these developments will not meet the environmental
standards we would want to see on water and energy
use — for example, over recent times we have seen the
Environment Protection Authority working with major
water and energy consumers to lower their water and
energy consumption.
This government’s record in those areas is a mixed
record. If you look at the performance of the state and
you start to look at the decisions about the convention
centre, you will not see the proactive, forward-looking
standards we would expect to have been applied in all
these cases. Even during this week in this chamber,
beginning with questions without notice yesterday, we
have seen the announcement of the environment effects
statement (EES) and the planning panels looking at the
desalination plant that is going to be put down the coast
at Williamsons Beach. That will be a major hit on
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energy and on carbon dioxide emissions for the
Victorian economy.
I have received in very recent times an Environment
Victoria discussion paper entitled ‘Powering a
desalination plant: clean energy or more coal?’. It looks
at the massive impact of that project. I am making the
point here that, where there are major construction or
energy-rich projects, we need as a community to be
ensuring that there are appropriate standards. The
discussion paper points to some of the issues around
offsetting emissions. In the case of the desalination
plant the government plans to offset some of its
emissions, but it is not quite good enough and adds to
the cost in a way that is much greater than would be the
case if the project were designed so as to minimise
emissions in the first place. The government should
have been looking at ways in which something like the
desalination plant could minimise emissions from the
start or it should have looked at other methods.
We must become a bit cleverer, a bit smoother, a bit
smarter in finding ways that we can achieve our goals
so that large projects can be done in a way that
minimises energy use and water use. A lot of this, as
Mr Guy will understand, is about design and about
incorporating these things from the start rather than
coming at them as a backfill operation later on. I
register my concerns about the failure of the new
convention centre to reach some of these standards, and
particularly my concerns about the massive long-term
concession that has been given by the people of
Victoria to the successful tenderers for the associated
structures that are part of that project.
I want also to draw the attention of the house to the
need to focus on the tourism effort over the next period.
We need to be focused on not only the convention
centre we are talking about today but its planned
neighbour, which is the expansion of exhibition space.
The government has been slow to do this. Victoria is
losing its lead, its head start, on exhibition space. When
I was the shadow minister for major projects and
industry it was very clear to me that we needed that
additional exhibition space. We need about a 50 per
cent expansion of the so-called Jeff’s Shed — our
major exhibition space — because it is already at
capacity. A number of exhibitions are now larger than
the available space.
We are in a competitive environment. Sydney and other
cities compete with us for these major exhibitions. Not
having sufficient space means we can lose out on a
number of these events, such as the furniture exhibition,
Furnitex, in particular, and most spectacularly the
motor show. Certainly a number of people in the
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automotive industry have conveyed to me the risk that
Melbourne could lose the motor show if there is not a
swift move on to ensure that additional space is
provided. The motor show is already at capacity at
Jeff’s Shed every year, and other locations are able to
be more competitive in terms of size. There is a risk
that Melbourne might lose the annual motor show and
end up with an alternating arrangement with Sydney or
some other unsatisfactory arrangement.
These major exhibitions are not just tourist drawcards,
they are also spruiking exercises for major industries.
They are flagship demonstrations, in the case of the
motor show for the automotive industry, which in
Australia is based primarily in Victoria and South
Australia. It is appropriate that this country’s motor
show should be here. I would be very concerned if we
were to lose that advantage. I would be very concerned
if there were continued inaction by this government,
and there is every sign that that is the case because it is
yet to make a final commitment to an expansion.
When you look at the plans of the convention centre
you can see the great tongue of land that will be the car
park at the moment, but it will tick-tack in the right way
with the Melbourne Convention and Exhibition Centre
so that the expansion of that centre can occur at the
appropriate time. My point is that the appropriate time
is already almost past. These decisions should have
been made before now because the risk that we will
lose major exhibitions is very real indeed. I put the
government on notice that the community will be angry
if we lose major exhibitions because of its failure to act
and to put Victoria in a competitive position. Those
industry groups, for which those big exhibitions are
flagships, will be very angry indeed. The motor
industry being, as I say, the stand-out example, it is
under a lot of pressure. What it does not need is a state
government that is not backing it and giving it the
support it needs at this time. It needs that motor show,
and it needs it in a way that projects to consumers and
to others the industry’s importance to Victoria.
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realise the coalition has already indicated it will support
the bill, so that appears to be a bit of a done deal. We
are interested in going into committee on this bill to ask
some questions of the minister to get some clarification
on certain issues of public access and perhaps a few
assurances on the record.
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — I am pleased
to rise and speak in support of this bill. The bill relates
to land at the Yarra River Wharf and also the location
of the Polly Woodside. This bill is essential because it is
required to remove the permanent land reservations that
apply to these two areas and under the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act in most circumstances that must be done
by legislation. The removal of these reservations will
enable the state government to meet its contractual
commitments to execute leases over the land as an
important part of the Melbourne Convention Centre
Development Project.
The Yarra River Wharf land and the proposed
developments for the south wharf sheds and
surrounding areas will revitalise in a quite wonderful
way previously underutilised land. There will be
maintenance works to the wharves and docks and
improved public amenities in an area that currently has
its potential unrealised.
The other land that this bill deals with is the Polly
Woodside area. It is important to note that the Polly
Woodside will not be relocated but that the maritime
precinct will undergo some significant improvements,
which I am sure all members will welcome. The
National Trust is the current committee of management
for this land and it supports the proposed improvements
to this area.

I do not want to say a lot more about this legislation. As
I said, the opposition supports the bill. We are bemused,
to put it mildly, by the belated decision to deal with the
area around the Polly Woodside and the wharf sheds. It
is a bit bizarre to be cleaning up these issues after the
contract has been awarded and after the thing is half
built. We welcome the clarification, belated as it is.

The reason that this needs to happen is that a fantastic
major project is being developed in the area. The new
5000-seat Melbourne Convention Centre is due to open
next year. It sounds like it is going to be a pretty
spectacular location for people to come to, to enjoy and
use for business and recreational purposes and the like.
It will be 6-star energy rated and have a grand foyer that
will be able accommodate up to 11 000 guests. The
seating system in the plenary hall will enable flexible
seating arrangements so that it can meet a variety of
needs. There will be 32 meeting rooms, a grand
ballroom, a 5-star hotel, and an office and residential
tower.

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
Greens have some concerns about this bill in relation to
the mechanics of the future governance of the site —
never mind what we think about the project, which has
been dealt with pretty adequately in other forums. We

The area will be greatly enhanced by a riverfront
promenade. All Victorians know how much enjoyment
has been brought by previous riverfront improvements
and developments in Melbourne at Docklands and
before that at Southbank. In this part of Melbourne,

LAND (REVOCATION OF RESERVATIONS) (CONVENTION CENTRE LAND) BILL
3278

COUNCIL

along with the revitalised Maritime Museum, we will
have another wonderful facility available for people.
The new convention centre is expected to create
22 500 room nights a year for Melbourne and to
provide an economic benefit of $30 million a year.
Mr David Davis helpfully put the government on notice
about the need for and the benefits and opportunities
that he expects the convention centre will provide to
Melbourne. If he were here I would be pleased to let
him know that already 25 conventions have been
booked in this yet-to-be-opened facility. The
conventions booked already will bring $371 million of
business and 58 000 international business travellers to
Victoria. It is important to note that business travellers
spend a great deal more than non-business travellers. So
it is a very important part of our visitor market that we
are able to attract the high-spending business visitors
and retain them for long stays.
The Melbourne City Council has been involved in the
project from the outset and has provided $43 million in
financial support for the project. I am confident that all
Victorians, along with the many organisations that will
use this enormous, cutting-edge facility, will benefit
from the significant economic impact that the
convention centre will have.
I would like to respond to some of Mr Davis’s
concerns. The reason that this legislation has been
introduced now rather than at some earlier stage in the
planning process is that at the request-for-proposal
stage, when the process first went to tender, the
government did not know what the successful
developer would specifically want to do with the south
wharf sheds. We simply did not know who the
successful developer would be because the tender
process had not started. It is important to integrate with
the design preferences of the preferred tenderer. This is
information we have now but we did not have then.
During the many months of planning, consideration has
also been given to the needs of the current tenants of
those sheds — for example, the concerns that they
would have around access, particularly during the
construction stage. This legislation has been introduced
now because it was completely impractical to introduce
it earlier. I hope that satisfies the concerns of opposition
members.
Whilst there will be short-term restriction to public
access for obvious reasons of occupational health and
safety during the construction stage, the benefits that
will be brought to this area in a significant revitalisation
will be much enjoyed by Victorians and visitors alike. I
commend the bill to the house.
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Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — As
the shadow Minister for Major Projects I am also
pleased to rise and make a contribution to the debate on
the Land (Revocation of Reservations) (Convention
Centre Land) Bill. Whilst the act that relates to the
change is the responsibility of the Minister for
Environment and Climate Change, essentially the bill is
about the major construction project of the new
Melbourne Convention Centre, hence the words
‘convention centre land’ appear in the name of the bill.
I support this project, as does the opposition. The
project is a PPP (public-private partnership) which was
established back in 2004 and is proposed to be
completed by 2009.
The new convention centre will bring great
opportunities to Victoria, and I know that such people
as the Deputy Leader of the Opposition in the other
place, Louise Asher, will be very pleased to see this
development, because she has always been keen for a
new convention centre of some sort to be established.
This project is a good opportunity through which
Victoria can showcase its continuing status as a major
events capital and follows on from events that occur in
Melbourne and around country Victoria year in, year
out, including the grand prix and the Melbourne Cup.
This significant building will be part of the continuation
of that program into the future.
Obviously the revocation of the permanent reservation
of certain lands in the Yarra River Wharf and Polly
Woodside areas is necessary for the project. The
legislation before the house will ensure that this
development can continue. The land affected is an area
where some sheds were located and where the
Melbourne Maritime Museum is located. The
legislative changes affect those two portions of land —
essentially the Yarra River Wharf, where the sheds
were located, and the Polly Woodside area.
During the redevelopment of the convention centre I
went down to see the Polly Woodside. I have some
concerns about how the redevelopment is going to pan
out. I understand there is a proposal to move the
maritime precinct elsewhere, and that proposal is
known amongst those who have a particular interest in
that area. Initial considerations were given to locating
the maritime centre next to the Polly Woodside. To be
fair, given the size and the amount of material that is
available, the area that remains next to the Melbourne
Convention Centre and the Melbourne Exhibition
Centre would make it almost impossible for an
adequate presentation of some of the historical
maritime displays.
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The passing of the bill will give more clarity to the
developers. It is important that the developers continue
on their time line. I understand there is an expectation
that the project will be completed in 2009. The project
is being managed by Major Projects Victoria, so I hope
it is completed on schedule and is not like the Hepburn
Springs Bathhouse. I hope that a similar situation to that
which has occurred in Hepburn Springs does not occur
with the convention centre project. Businesses in
Hepburn Springs have been waiting for the bathhouse
development to be completed. On a website I looked at
earlier I saw that there are already some significant
bookings for the convention centre, which is fantastic.
It would be a great loss to the reputation of Melbourne
if the project were not completed according to the time
lines that have been established.
As I said, the convention centre project is a great
project that has our support. The bill has our support,
and we look forward to the convention centre’s
development so that Melbourne can continue to be one
of the premier cities in Australia, if not the world.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
committee has been asked to consider the Land
(Revocation of Reservations) (Convention Centre
Land) Bill 2008. I understand there are no amendments
proposed, but at least one member wishes to pursue
some questions and to seek some detail from the
minister.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — This may
be the appropriate clause to ask some questions of the
minister about the general intent from hereon in and the
steps beyond the mechanics of this bill that the
government intends to take to get this project running.
The second-reading speech refers to the signing of
some leases and then a subsequent piece of legislation
for temporary reservations. Is the minister able to
outline in a bit of plain language exactly what further
legal and administrative steps are needed before this
project could be said to be completed from the
government’s point of view?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — Given the specific way in which
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the member has asked the question, I want to talk to my
colleagues in the advisers box for a second.
I am pleased to say that it is a relatively elegant and
simple mechanism. Subsequent to these changes to the
permanent reservation that come through with this bill,
once the work has been completed a temporary
reservation for the same purpose will be put back on the
land, and that will be administratively delivered through
a Governor in Council order.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) —
Somewhere in the middle of that I presume some leases
will be signed between the government and the
proponent who will soon be the operator. Is that
correct?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — That is correct, but in terms of the
land revocation, for which I am responsible and which
fall out of this bill, the land matter is the one for which I
am responsible and which I report back to the
committee.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I guess it
is the content and operation of those leases that I am
now concerned about. Given that those later temporary
reservations will have to be consistent with the
conditions of the lease and vice versa, are those leases
currently available, or have any draft versions been
exposed to members?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — The good news is that, not for the
first time this week — and this is a bit of a recurring
theme — the draft leases apparently are available on the
Victorian public tender website as they relate to the
agreement that is being struck in relation to these
matters. The reason they are in the form I described
relates to the transfer of the permanent reservation to
the temporary reservation and its removal, so the leases
cannot be enacted until this bill is passed by the
Parliament. The leases are then applied, and temporary
reservation for the same public purposes are actually
put back on the land in accordance with the latest
provisions that are available.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I thank
the minister for that information. The section of the
tenders website that I have examined is under contract
no. 3676, and there I see a number of documents titled
‘Deed of variation’, ‘Deed of variation — annexure A’,
‘Deed of variation annexure A part 2’ and so forth
down through ‘CDA — Hotel’ to ‘Project
agreement — part 2’. Can the minister confirm that
these are the documents that he is referring to when he
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says they are the drafts of the lease, because I was not
aware of their status simply from looking at them?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I will take advice, given that I have
not seen those documents and all those numbers. I will
take the documents from the member and seek advice
on them. I can say this is one of the more complicated
questions that I have ever been asked in committee, and
I have been asked a few.
My friends in the box are actually reluctant, without
going down into the documents themselves, to confirm
that, given the specificity of the question. They are
reluctant on my behalf to volunteer the absolute
confirmation of that, although it would appear, in
accordance with how I am advised, that those
documents would contain the material that I refer to.
But we cannot, without drilling down and having a look
at them, absolutely attest to that at this point in time.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — That is
fair enough, I suppose. What I gave the minister is the
printout from tenders.vic.gov.au as of an hour ago.
What I am driving at — and it goes to my concern with
this bill — is that as part of this project there will be a
number of areas which will continue to be public access
areas. There is a bike path, a bridge, some open space
around the Polly Woodside, and at the moment this is
free public land — people walk their dogs there, they
carry on whatever public activities they want to do in an
area where there are many residents living on
Southbank without a lot in the way of public parkland
around them. This would be one of the bigger expanses.
However, it is my understanding that that land will be
under the control of this new convention centre, and
that the controlling documents, if you like, are the
conditions that are in the lease. If the minister is saying
that those documents are what forms the basis of the
lease agreement, or whatever it is that will be signed
post this bill being passed, then my question is: how do
the intended conditions guarantee public access to this
land? When I say ‘public access’, I do not simply mean
that it will be open and it is part of a pedestrian entry or
passage through the area. Highpoint shopping centre
has public access areas within it. It has car parks, an
area for people to sit, it has footpaths going in and out,
but it remains private land. So while I may think I am in
the public domain when I visit Highpoint shopping
centre, in fact I am there at the whim of the owner, or in
this case I am there in an open shopping
mall-cum-convention centre. It may be that they decide
they do not like my hair cut or do not want me to
skateboard or I am displaying a protest banner against
the visit of an American president and they can move
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me along. What is it that guarantees my access to these
public areas in the documentation that the government
is intending to sign prior to handing over control of this
site?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — It may have been easier if we had
actually started from this point rather than perhaps in
the detailed way Mr Barber raised the matter. If
Mr Barber is seeking on the public record a
commitment from the government of Victoria that there
will be public access to the public spaces along this
reservation into the future, I am happy to give that
undertaking, and that is the intent and effect of the bill.
It will change the reservations from permanent to
temporary and the leasing arrangements will be
consistent with maintaining public access. If that is at
the heart of his concern, then I commit on behalf of the
government that that will be the outcome that the
government will seek through those leasing and
reservation mechanisms.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — That is
the concern that I have, and apart from the minister’s
assurance, what I am looking for is where it will appear
in black and white. The minister seems to confirm that
this will be a site which currently is a Crown land site
reserved for certain purposes, that it will in fact be a
Crown land site leased by somebody, and that that
person will be responsible for all the activities that
occur on that site. I am presuming council by-laws will
not apply on the site; it will be a piece of private land to
the extent that it is private leasehold land. I presume if I
trip over and break my neck in front of the sheds, I
would not be suing Melbourne Water, Parks Victoria or
whoever it is who owns that section of riverbank. I am
assuming that I would for all intents and purposes be on
private leasehold land.
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — The public policy considerations
or good perceptions that Mr Barber brought to his
question have probably been answered because the
various roles and responsibilities of who is responsible
for what are pretty much as he outlined them in his
question.
In terms of public access and the amenity and the
ability of our citizens to get access to the land in
question, they will be provided for through the
combination of the lease arrangements and the
reservation — that is absolutely true — but in relation
to public liability questions he is quite right to assume
that that falls upon the responsibility of the
lease-holder.
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Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I am
looking at a document which was one of those that I
obtained from the aforementioned tenders.vic website.
It is headed ‘Lease’ and below that ‘Exhibition centre
expansion site’. It appears to be an agreement between
the secretary of the former Department of Infrastructure
for and on behalf of the Crown and Austexx Plenary
Melbourne Pty Ltd. In clause 34 paragraph (c) states:
Nothing in clause 34.4 … limits:
(i)

the state’s rights in respect of the state security; or

(ii) the exclusion of any person in accordance with the
policy and procedures manual.

In reading all these documents — I and my staff have
gone through all of the documents on tenders.vic and
have only found two references that engage with the
issue of public access. One is a diagram that says,
‘These will be public access areas’ — the riverbank and
Polly Woodside — and this other strange mention of
the exclusion of persons. I am not sure whether that is
in relation to construction or during the operating phase.
The point is that I have seen nothing in any of these
documents that I have downloaded — and they go on
for many, many pages, beyond the reference that says,
‘This will be the public access area’ — as to, firstly,
how public access will be assured, and secondly, how it
will be operated day to day.
I give a simple example. Will there be a security guard
who can come out of the Melbourne Convention Centre
and say, ‘ Hey you, no flying kites next to our building’
or ‘Mr Barber, you are sitting there drinking a stubby of
VB in the wharf sheds with your feet dangling in the
water. Hop to it, we do not want any public drinking
around here!’. I am still yet to hear where this will be
set out and guaranteed.
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — Mr Barber has constructed a
complicated set of questions of which he automatically
knows the answer by the way he has constructed the
question, but he also knows that some of the most
profound, persuasive and freedom rights and
opportunities are simply expressed. In the question he
has outlined the public access areas have been defined
and it is a matter of whether they need to be redefined
time and time again in relation to the provisions or
whether a simple, singular expression of them is
enough. I am advised it is enough. There are about
1 million hypothetical scenarios with which we can
entertain one another to give life to what is really a
kite-flying exercise, and we could postulate them at
great length. I suggest that in any public or private
space in Victoria the relevant issues that the member is
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alluding to could be a source of conjecture or conflict at
any time, any place and in 1 million different
circumstances. While I can understand why Mr Barber
may be concerned about those things, it is easier to
reduce this to a singular proposition in terms of public
access areas and the intention of the government to
provide for public access through both the leasing
arrangements and the reservation.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — That is
where I disagree. I do not think it is a case of any time
or any place. In the city of Melbourne if you are in the
public domain, council by-laws apply. There are
by-laws about drinking, by-laws about handing out
leaflets and so on. On private land it is at the whim or
the pleasure of the private land operator. I think what
the minister is saying is that it is in the lease: whatever
guarantees we have about the use of this public land,
the guarantees are provided in the lease. I will take that
as read for the moment, but what the minister has not
been able to confirm from the documents that I have
seen via the website is what will be the foundation of
the lease. That is fine; we will not get any further by
asking the question again.
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — This
issue arose from the briefing by Major Projects
Victoria, and I have thanked officers for the briefing.
The purpose clause says that the main purpose of the
act is to revoke the permanent reservations of certain
lands in the Yarra River Wharf and Polly Woodside
areas. What was the purpose of the bill in the
revocation of those two parcels of land? Was there an
intention to expand that area?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — It is a fair enough question but it
goes to the nature of the interaction between Mr Barber
and me in relation to the leasing arrangements that may
be available — —
Mr Dalla-Riva — I am not interested in the leasing
arrangements but the reasons for the revocation of those
two parcels of land.
Mr JENNINGS — The explanation is in terms of
what is available under land that is permanently
reserved for certain public purposes and the nature of
the leasing arrangements that may be available under
that form of land tenure. There needs to be a transition
from that land tenure to a leasing arrangement and then
a subsequent temporary reservation to enable that lease
to apply. Basically we see through the transition
process in the course of this bill the facilitation of the
development predicated upon the types of lease that
need to be entered into and the types of land
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management issues that are required which involve
changing the land status to enable it to occur.
Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern Metropolitan) — I
understand what the minister is saying and while my
question may sound similar I am not proceeding down
the path Mr Barber was heading. I refer to the maritime
precinct and the sheds around there. I understand
through the National Trust and the friends of Polly
Woodside and the like that there is more than enough
maritime paraphernalia to fill a significant number of
sheds. Is part of that process moving forward to relocate
the maritime precinct to another location? Is that part of
the longer-term plan of the revocation of this section of
land?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I am very happy to say that the
answer to that question is no. With respect to the
ongoing status of the maritime precinct, what we are
talking about is the relocation of the Polly Woodside
itself — the boat — to enable the precinct to be
reconfigured to have more modern amenities. The boat
would be restored to the same location so that the
maritime precinct in its enhanced form would be
maintained in that area.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! With all
this talk about the Polly Woodside, we are sailing
through this!
Clause agreed to; clause 2 agreed to.
Clause 3
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — In
clause 3 we have a series of definitions that describe
various project agreements. At (a) we have the ‘Project
Agreement in relation to the Melbourne Convention
Centre Development’; at (b) we have the ‘Construction
Direct Agreement’; at (c) we have the ‘Services
Provider Direct Agreement’; at (d) we have the ‘PCS
Services Provider Direct Agreement’; and at (e) we
have the agreement entitled ‘State Security in relation
to the Melbourne Convention Centre Development’.
Can the minister advise whether these agreements are
public documents in the sense that they are accessible
to the public or generally available?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I am about to provide Mr Barber
with an answer that he will not find satisfactory. Those
agreements are not publicly available, they relate to
commercial-in-confidence material. I know Mr Barber
will now weave this back to the basket of issues we
have previously been discussing; I know that is what is
going to happen, but ultimately public interest
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provisions in terms of public disclosure will be in
accordance with the material we talked about in
clause 1.
Mr Dalla-Riva interjected.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — Don’t
leave now, Mr Dalla-Riva, it is just getting interesting.
Mr Dalla-Riva — You are not going to get anything
without an FOI.
Mr BARBER — That was, in fact, my question. Is
it merely the preference of the department that this
material remain confidential, or is there something in
section 14 of the Project Development and
Construction Management Act that overrides the
Freedom of Information Act?
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — The various agreements that
Mr Barber is referring to are not agreements that I have
entered into. They are entered into in accordance with
other administrative arrangements and other
responsibilities that do not come within my jurisdiction.
I can understand why Mr Barber would ask me that
question, given that I am the minister at the table
dealing with a land revocation matter. The limits of
what this bill does and its provisions in terms of the
public interest and the land in question are something I
can directly take responsibility for, but in terms of these
various levels of project management agreements, I do
not have responsibility.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Would it
be true to say, Minister, that these agreements have not
been struck under this legislation anyway? They are
pre-existing agreements that are simply brought into
account in terms of the purposes of this bill.
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — The Deputy President has
probably answered that question far more eloquently
than I did.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — But one
of the purposes of this bill under later clauses 8 and 9 is
to both preserve and validate the status of those project
agreements and to ensure that nothing we are
legislating here interferes with those agreements. I still
want to know what those agreements are.
Here we have one called ‘Commercial Development
Agreement — NW Precinct’ I gather there is a whole
set of commercial development agreements, including
for the sheds on the wharf. The sheds are the interface
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with the bike path — there is going to be a bike path
there — yet I do not know if it is going to be 1 metre
wide, 1.5 metres wide or 2 metres wide, whether it is
going to allow for dog walking or whether it is going to
allow for pedestrians and cyclists to mix. I do not know
how long it is going to be until the people running the
sheds decide they want more tables to go out the front
or whether they are going to apply for licences and
have people spilling out onto the bike path or onto the
wharf. If it was a public bike path being operated by
Parks Victoria, those would all be matters for council
by-laws and government agreements. It seems as
though we are wiping out all existing mechanisms that
deal with public space and replacing them with a set of
commercial development agreements that I have not
seen.
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I have to alert the committee that
we have an intractable problem. I am not going to be
able to satisfy Mr Barber beyond the scope of what I
have already said in my answer, and I was ably assisted
by the Chair in clarifying the point I made. I think this
will be an issue of contention between me and
Mr Barber. I will not be able to satisfy him in the
committee stage.
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The east to west link along the south river front
traversing the site from the Capital City trail to the
Docklands–Yarra’s Edge precinct,
The north to south link from Wurundjeri Way via the
new Yarra Bridge to Normanby Road to link the
Station Pier–Bay trail.
A bicycle and pedestrian link shall also be made at the west
end of the site adjacent to Charles Grimes Bridge.
The bicycle and pedestrian paths must be constructed in
accordance with plans and specifications first approved by the
responsible authority —

which I believe will be the Minister for Planning in this
case —
in consultation with the City of Melbourne’s group
manager — engineering services. The off-road paths must be
completed at the time of the completion of the development
or as may otherwise be agreed with the responsible authority.

I note the minister is conferring with his advisers.
Mr Jennings — I am listening.
Mr BARBER — That is good. Left brain, right
brain?
Mr Jennings — Yes, I can do it.

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — That is a
bit of a bummer! Given the fact that with the land under
lease the government will still be the effective owner, I
ask the minister whether under the new arrangements,
when the temporary reservations and so forth are all
completed, his department will be the referral authority
for the purposes of any planning permits that the
developer will need to obtain?

Mr BARBER — That section may provide some
comfort in that there will have to be a bicycle and
pedestrian path. Given that the minister has confirmed
he will be a referral authority with an ongoing interest
in the land, I seek some sort of commitment from him
not only that the bicycle and pedestrian paths in the area
will be adequate but also that there will be no
diminution in access from what we have now.

Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I did not want to go on instinct, so
I got some advice on that. The assumption in
Mr Barber’s question is correct. There is nothing that
would change the statutory relationships or
requirements in relation to planning approvals.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I will
clarify for the minister. The final question was whether
there would be no diminution of the current access
rights or use under these agreements.

Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — So the
department will be the referring authority but not the
responsible authority. I am looking at the Melbourne
planning scheme, which was amended some time back;
in fact Mr Hulls, the Attorney-General, was the
planning minister at the time. It relation to this specific
site it created a detailed incorporated document.
Section 28 says, under the heading ‘Pedestrian and
bicycle paths’:
The lessee of the subject land must make provision for
off-road bicycle and pedestrian paths to create key linkages in
the regional network and connect:

Mr BARBER — In respect of the issuing of
planning permits, Chair.
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — Yes, but it is also a matter of what
might be a proposed infrastructure development to
achieve the public policy outcome that Mr Barber has
described. So it is a combination of policy intent,
planning instruments and desirable outcomes, including
public amenity outcomes. In terms of the mix of those
things, I cannot give a gilt-edged guarantee of a certain
quality of bike path today, but I will use my best
endeavours to achieve the best alignment of those
policy intentions and instruments. I am very happy to
play my role and support that appropriate alignment.
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Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — I can
indicate that I do not need to speak on any further
clauses of the bill, so I will finish up by making my
overall point: the only guarantees of continued public
access to those areas of the site that have traditionally
been publicly accessible that I know about right now
are the provisions in the planning scheme, and even
those only indicate that there will be a general access
way, not that it could not be diminished by commercial
developments and a range of other activities. Given that
we are leasing off a piece of land via a lease we have
not seen, and that the minister has confirmed that it is
only that lease that would govern not only the access
but also the types of activities that could be conducted
in these parcels of land, the Greens will not be
supporting the bill at the third-reading stage.
Clause agreed to; clauses 4 to 9 agreed to;
schedules 1 to 3 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Third reading
The PRESIDENT — Order! The question is:
That the bill be now read a third time and that the bill do pass.

House divided on question:
Ayes, 37
Atkinson, Mr
Broad, Ms
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Darveniza, Ms
Davis, Mr D.
Davis, Mr P.
Drum, Mr
Eideh, Mr
Elasmar, Mr (Teller)
Finn, Mr
Guy, Mr
Hall, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Kavanagh, Mr
Koch, Mr
Kronberg, Mrs
Leane, Mr
Lenders, Mr (Teller)

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

Noes, 3
Barber, Mr (Teller)
Hartland, Ms (Teller)

Question agreed to.
Read third time.

Pennicuik, Ms
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BUILDING AMENDMENT BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 31 July; motion of
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning).
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — I rise to speak
on the Building Amendment Bill, which is a piece of
legislation that has been introduced to this chamber by
the government as a result of some negotiations and
reviews and work the government has done to ascertain
how it can clean the legislation up and provide clarity in
a number of areas.
Mr Finn interjected.
Mr GUY — If it cleaned up Brimbank council, it
would not be a 12-page bill, it would be a 1200-page
bill.
Mr Finn — It would be a book!
Mr GUY — We would only just start, and the word
‘Seitz’ would feature liberally through it.
Mr Finn — A Sylvan Empire.
Mr GUY — Unfortunately for the building bill the
Sylvan Empire is not mentioned, nor is the developing
Seitz empire. What is mentioned in the bill is its five
main purposes. The first is to increase the
accountability of registered builders so they are directly
responsible for the work and conduct of their
companies. Secondly, the bill will create two classes of
building surveyors, which will have flow-on effects that
I will talk about in terms of increasing the number of
building surveyors in the industry across Victoria.
Thirdly, it will clarify the powers of municipal building
surveyors, which I will make a couple of brief
comments on a bit later. The fourth purpose is to
enhance the consumer protection mechanisms
surrounding owner-builders while increasing the
disciplinary powers of the Building Practitioners Board.
I think it is important to mention that all parties —
particularly the Liberals and The Nationals — support
mechanisms that enhance consumer protection. It is
very important that mechanisms enhancing consumer
protection in the building industry are put forward and
put in place.
Ms Broad — You’re following instructions.
Mr GUY — I am. Lastly the bill will clarify and
enhance the role of the Plumbing Industry
Commission’s disciplinary powers. I will make a few
brief comments on those further on.
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It is important to note from the very start the Liberal
Party and The Nationals do not oppose this legislation.
We have some concerns with aspects of the bill, which
I will make some brief comments on, but we do not
oppose the legislation and we will not be moving any
amendments.
As I said at the outset of my contribution, the bill comes
as a result of ongoing feedback from the state
government from various sources, such as the Building
Commission, the Building Practitioners Board and the
Plumbing Industry Commission. Other aspects result
from the Council of Australian Governments
agreements in relation to building accreditation and the
adoption of a national framework, which I am informed
came about in around 2004.
Clause 10 of the bill talks about increasing builder
accountability. It is important that we do not go too far
one way. In saying ‘too far one way’, what I mean is
having so many consumer protection mechanisms in
place that they stifle the ability of the builder to get on
with the job and to do a proper job. We do not believe
we have reached that point, but we are conscious of this
bill and others that put further restrictions and
mechanisms in place which can be a hindrance or
another piece of regulation which builders need to
comply with.
Having said that, a large amount of building work is
being carried out by building companies, and the bill
requires one director of the company to be a registered
builder. Thus a director of or a partner in the company
will be responsible for the conduct of the company and
the work undertaken. I am informed at present it is
difficult to seek legal redress from a registered builder
who is not a director or a partner — that is, if a
company fails, it is difficult to obtain some kind of legal
redress for the person involved who has built the house.
The bill seeks to clear up some of those anomalies.
Clause 7 deals with the creation of the two classes of
building surveyors. In Victoria there is a shortage of
building surveyors across the state, and we are looking
for ways to add to their numbers. By creating the two
classes — that is, limited and unlimited — the
government has informed us that this will allow those
in the unlimited category to focus on larger work,
which is work above three storeys or a
2000-square-metre floor plan. Limited surveyors can
focus on work below this. The two-tiered system is
welcomed by us. It will free up the ability for more
people to be involved in the system, and it will free up
more numbers of building surveyors to do more work
and bring more people on stream. It is an issue that we
are acutely aware of.

3285

Clause 13 relates to municipal building surveyors.
There is uncertainty as to whether a municipal building
surveyor can operate outside the municipal district with
the powers of a surveyor. The bill clarifies this so that
municipal surveyors will have the same powers as a
private surveyor. As I was saying before about the
limited surveyor and the unlimited surveyor, this
municipal surveyor clause will provide just a little more
clarity and certainty. The two-tiered system will allow
less-experienced surveyors to undertake
less-complicated activities, and that is something we
support, as we support clause 13, which relates to
municipal surveyors.
Clauses 3, 5, 8 and 9 look at consumer protection. The
bill allows the Building Practitioners Board to have
greater disciplinary activities, such as looking at a
builder’s past good character, which may include
solvency, and at any past convictions or offences
against the person. The practitioners board will be able
to suspend and hold inquiries into a builder’s
registration — as contained in clause 8 — on the
grounds of concern for public safety, which can now
extend from a physical to a monetary risk.
In relation to owner-builders, currently owner-builders
have to have insurance before they sell a property, but if
the builder dies and the estate does not have insurance,
the property can still be sold. The bill ensures that
anyone onselling a property must also have insurance
with a proscribed construction period.
Clause 21 deals with the Plumbing Industry
Commission’s disciplinary powers. The bill gives the
PIC greater powers to act on plumbers who have been
disciplined but who have failed to comply with
elements of the disciplinary action.
I quickly want to turn to a number of concerns we have
with the bill, and there are four I want to mention in
particular. If the builder is suspended, obviously their
work will cease. There are no provisions in the bill to
ascertain what will happen if there are a number of jobs
in progress, and that is something that we have
concerns with. The last thing we want across
Melbourne are situations where builders have either for
insurance or other reasons packed up and left vacant
sites sitting in the suburbs. The consumer protection
aspect is good — we acknowledge that and we support
that — but we have to make sure that we have in place
the proper mechanisms to provide some protections for
builders as well.
Penalties are placed upon the builder if they do not give
notice of a suspension to their clients in a timely
manner, which the bill talks about on a number of
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occasions. The bill does not define a timely manner or
what as soon as possible is. That may seem pedantic,
but from our point of view if it is not policed and we
have these vague statements running through bills, and
we have had them on a number of bills that we have
talked about in this chamber today and during the last
sitting week, it leaves it open to abuse. Clarity is needed
on that time frame, although it is a term which is open
to subjectivity. A time frame should have been
proscribed in the bill rather than just the term ‘as soon
as possible’.

Thursday, 21 August 2008

procedure meted out to builders. The BPB’s armoury of
actions is expanded, but what it can be expanded
towards is not necessarily spelt out.
In some areas the bill is fairly grey, but we have come
to expect that of this government. We believe there
could be some adverse impacts on some builders as a
result of parts of this bill, and we will be monitoring
those parts we have concerns about to make sure they
do not have adverse effects. If they do, we will raise
those issues with the government in this chamber and in
the other place.

Mr Barber interjected.
Mr GUY — I say to Mr Barber that the bill also
does not have any definition of the term ‘good
character’, and of course knowing the member I am
sure he is a man of good character.
Mr Barber interjected.
Mr GUY — Indeed! Again this wording leaves the
term open to subjectivity. What is good character? Is
not having good character a builder who has too many
parking fines? Is it someone who has had charges laid
against them 20-odd years ago? The problem I have
with this part of the bill is some builders warranty
insurance disputes that exist in this state at this point in
time give the practitioners board large powers to
suspend the operation of builders who are engaged in
warranty insurance disputes on the basis of good
character. I have some concerns if that precedent is set
or that ability is established in this legislation.
I want it flagged that we are concerned there may be
situations where certain builders who have builders
warranty insurance disputes but are seeking to rectify
those or are in the process of doing so may not
necessarily be persecuted by this bill, but they may be
hampered by it. Along with most of my colleagues, I
will be watching very closely to see that those builders
are not in any way harassed or hindered by the passage
of this bill. We think a very close eye needs to be kept
on that.
The bill also expands the Building Practitioners Board’s
(BPB) armoury of disciplinary actions with some more
mid-range actions, such as training courses. That is not
something you would expect us to be concerned with,
but again, as with other parts of the bill, there is no real
definition of what kinds of courses these would be. The
last thing we on this side of the house would want is for
the practitioners board or others to recommend a
Construction, Forestry, Mining and Energy Union
training course rather than a TAFE course or a course
operated by the department to be used as a disciplinary

Having said that, we note there are definitional issues
dealt with by this bill that make the operation of the
industry easier, and, as I said before, expand the ability
for disciplinary action to be meted out by the Building
Practitioners Board. That and the consumer protection
issues are two areas worthy of support and two areas
where the Liberal Party and The Nationals do not
believe the concerns we have about the bill warrant our
opposing it. Having said that, the Liberal Party and The
Nationals will not oppose the bill. We do have some
concerns; we will monitor those concerns, but we will
not be voting against this piece of legislation.
Mr BARBER (Northern Metropolitan) — The
Greens will also support this bill.
Ms MIKAKOS (Northern Metropolitan) — I also
rise to make a succinct contribution to this debate. I
want to state at the outset that the government is highly
appreciative of the fact that both the opposition and the
Greens are supporting this piece of legislation, because
it is an important piece of legislation.
As we have had many debates about this in this
Parliament, I am sure all members acknowledge the
very important contribution the building sector makes
to the Victorian economy. We all acknowledge and
understand that the Victorian building industry employs
thousands of Victorians and contributes billions of
dollars to our economy each year. For all of us who are
consumers and who have managed to purchase a home
or indeed to rent and live in a home in this state, we
also understand that we need to have a building sector
that is properly regulated and ensures that the homes
that are constructed are safe, healthy, habitable and
energy-efficient.
This bill seeks to enhance consumer protections,
improve the various provisions of the Building Act
1993 and clarify some existing provisions that relate to
the building sector. As other members have
acknowledged in previous contributions, we all
understand that the biggest outlay of expenditure any of
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us will make as Victorians or Australians is the
purchase of our own home. We know and understand
the considerable challenge that getting the money
together to put a deposit on a home presents to many of
us in the community. I fully acknowledge that that is an
important issue for many of my constituents, who find
it difficult to get the money together to purchase a
home. Of course they want to ensure that when they are
buying or constructing a home they have the ability to
engage a good, reputable builder who will do a good
job of constructing their family home.
This legislation seeks to improve consumer protections
through a number of mechanisms by adding to the
range of options that the Building Practitioners Board
and the Plumbing Industry Commission have at their
disposal when they determine that a registered building
practitioner or plumber has committed a breach. It adds
to consumer protection provisions by seeking to ensure
that registered building practitioners are of good
character and continue to be of good character. It also
provides more clarification around owner-builder laws
by ensuring that the purchaser of an owner-built home
receives domestic building insurance even when the
owner-builder is deceased or bankrupt.
In relation to these particular aspects, I note that in a
very important report prepared by the Victorian
Competition and Efficiency Commission (VCEC) and
handed to the Treasurer on 17 April 2006, entitled
Housing Regulation in Victoria — Building Better
Outcomes, the commission stated that practitioner
registration and licensing are intended to help achieve
good building outcomes and to strengthen consumer
confidence in the industry. The VCEC further stated
that the building permit and registration system must be
enforced to be effective.
The bill seeks to strengthen the range of disciplinary
and other provisions available at the disposal of the
Building Practitioners Board to allow it to play its
critical role in ensuring that issues related to the
conduct of registered practitioners are able to be
enforced and to give that body the capacity to exercise
its powers effectively and appropriately.
The bill provides the Building Practitioners Board with
additional powers enabling a more flexible and
effective disciplinary response after an inquiry, such as
the power to require a person to undertake a course or
training and the power to disqualify a person from
being registered for up to three years. The maximum
financial penalty is increased to 100 penalty units. A
new ground is provided for the Building Practitioners
Board to inquire into practitioner conduct for breach of
the Domestic Building Contracts Act 1995, the
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consumer legislation that would relate to the vast
majority of residential housing construction in this
state.
The bill further extends the scope for the Building
Practitioners Board to immediately suspend a
practitioner pending inquiry where they pose a
significant risk to the public or it is demonstrated that
they are not of what is termed ‘good character’. The bill
also strengthens the link between the conduct of a
company or partnership and its registered director or
partner.
On the issue of good character, the provisions provide a
mechanism for the Building Practitioners Board to
monitor the good character of registered building
practitioners on an ongoing basis and, depending on the
nature of the information supplied by the practitioners,
the Building Practitioners Board may determine to hold
an inquiry into whether they are a fit and proper person
to practise as a building practitioner.
These are all important changes. They might appear to
some builders to be onerous requirements, but it is
important that we impose an effective and tight
disciplinary system on building practitioners in this
state to ensure that consumers have confidence when
signing a contract to build their family home and, as I
said, in constructing that family home to make the
biggest financial outlay that they and their family will
be making in their lives.
Very briefly, the bill seeks to make some changes in
relation to municipal building surveyors. As members
would be aware, for a number of years now we have
had in place in Victoria a system that enables private
building surveyors to issue building permits. Municipal
building surveyors are also able to act in effect as
private building surveyors in this state. The bill seeks to
clarify that municipal building surveyors acting outside
their municipality have the powers of private building
surveyors when they issue a building permit.
Another provision enables the introduction of a
two-tiered system for building surveyors in Victoria. It
is a result of discussions at the national level through
the COAG (Council of Australian Governments)
process.
The bill also makes some changes in relation to the
plumbing industry, particularly amendments to the
meaning of ‘completed’. It improves the position of
consumers in relation to the issue of compliance
certificates. Changes to some of the definitions and
provisions relating to plumbing work seek to introduce
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greater clarification into the legislation and to make
clearer the regulation-making powers.
In conclusion, this is an important piece of legislation
that will strengthen consumer confidence in the very
important sector, the building sector, in our state. I
reiterate the government’s gratitude to the other parties
for supporting this bill and expediting the debate. I
commend the bill to the house.
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be more than comfortable with the requirements of this
bill. As I said, I have close relationships with people in
the plumbing industry. I can tell Mr Viney that I find
myself getting closer to the plumbing industry all the
time. I thank you for your patience, Acting President,
and I will conclude on that note.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.

Mr LEANE (Eastern Metropolitan) — I hope you,
Acting President, are not too strict in the way you
consider relevance when I speak on this bill — —
Mr Jennings — This is a succession of one-liners!
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mrs Peulich) —
Order! I am sure the debate will be sparked up.
Mr LEANE — Due to the in-confidence
conversation we had just before you took the Chair. I
am very pleased to speak on the Building Amendment
Bill 2008. This bill will improve consumer protection
and enhance the standard of building and plumbing
practitioners. It will also improve the operation of
regulatory schemes established under the Building Act
1993.
As Ms Mikakos mentioned, it is a very important bill. It
might be a small bill but it is an important bill. There is
a need for these things to be improved and there is an
onus on these particular practitioners to prove they are
of good character. One simple way this can be done is
to show that they are not trading while insolvent or if
they have a record of insolvency. Ms Mikakos is right
when she says that the biggest financial outlay that
most people make on one particular item is the
purchase of their family home. This bill will put in
place further protections to ensure delivery of what is
proposed in the contract and plans for their family
home.
This bill also changes the definition of when certain
plumbing work undertaken by a plumbing practitioner
is deemed to be completed. Plumbing work has to be
completed by a licensed practitioner, and completion of
that work has to be in line with the delivery of a
certificate of compliance. The work must comply with
all plumbing regulations and standards. I carry a trade
licence for electrical work, and a very important part of
holding that licence is adhering to all regulations. It is
important that plumbing practitioners keep abreast of
all changes in laws and regulations in fulfilling their
particular work.
I have spoken to stakeholders in the plumbing industry
about compliance with all regulations. I think they will

Third reading
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.

ROAD SAFETY AMENDMENT (FATIGUE
MANAGEMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS
(Minister for Industry and Trade) on motion of
Mr Jennings.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and Trade), 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 Road Safety Amendment (Fatigue
Management) Bill 2008.
In my opinion, the Road Safety Amendment (Fatigue
Management) Bill 2008, as introduced to the Legislative
Assembly, is compatible with the human rights protected by
the charter. I base my opinion on the reasons outlined in this
statement.
Part 1 — Overview of bill
The bill amends various provisions inserted into the Road
Safety Act 1986 (‘the act’) by the Road Legislation Further
Amendment Act 2007 (‘the amending act’) to introduce
heavy vehicle driver fatigue management reforms developed
by the National Transport Commission and approved by the
Australian Transport Council.
The fatigue management provisions inserted into the act were
based on model legislation but, since the implementation of
the amending act, a number of nationally approved
amendments to the fatigue management reforms have been
developed. These amendments need to be incorporated into
the regime as introduced by the amending act. The bill
achieves this purpose.
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The bill also includes some minor technical and drafting
amendments to the act.
Part 2 — Human rights protected by the charter that are
engaged by the bill
Section 25(1) — the right to be presumed innocent until
proved guilty
Section 25(1) of the charter provides that a person charged
with a criminal offence has the right to be presumed innocent
until proved guilty according to law.
Several offence provisions in the bill, which require the
defendant to prove a defence in order to escape liability, will
engage this right.
Clause 4(7) of the bill amends section 191A of the act to
expand the definition of ‘unloader’ to include a person who
supervises, manages or controls the loading or unloading.
This will slightly broaden the scope of the definition of ‘party
in the chain of responsibility’, a term which is defined so as to
include the ‘unloader of goods from the vehicle’.
This has the effect of slightly expanding the scope of
sections 191E, 191L, 191M, 191N, 191O, 191P and 191Q of
the act, which impose various duties on parties in the chain of
responsibility to take reasonable steps to ensure that the driver
of a fatigue regulated heavy vehicle does not contravene a
maximum work requirement, a minimum rest requirement or
a work diary requirement. Parties in the chain of
responsibility who fail to do so may be liable for offences
which are offences of absolute liability, subject in most cases
to defences.
A party in the chain of responsibility (other than an operator)
who was in a position to influence the conduct of the driver is
able to invoke the reasonable steps defence set out in
section 191ZZP of the act, which provides that such a person
has a defence if the person establishes that the person did not
know and could not reasonably be expected to have known of
the contravention, and either the person took all reasonable
steps to prevent the contravention or there were no steps the
person could reasonably have taken.
Thus, under the provisions of the act, a number of parties in
the chain of responsibility may be deemed to have committed
an offence unless they can prove the existence of the
reasonable steps defence.
The amendment to section 191A expands the class of persons
who are parties in the chain of responsibility so as to include
persons who supervise, manage or control loading or
unloading.
Two further amendments made by the bill potentially engage
the presumption of innocence because they add new offences
which require the defendant to prove the existence of a
defence.
Clause 15 of the bill amends section 191V of the act.
Section 191V of the act makes it an offence to fail to report a
filled up, destroyed, lost or stolen written work diary or a
malfunctioning electronic work diary or to apply for a
replacement work diary, subject to various defences. The
proposed amendment, to subsection 191V(7), specifies that a
person charged with an offence under the section does not
have the benefit of the ‘mistake of fact’, rendering the offence
one of absolute liability. A person charged with an offence
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still has a defence if they can prove certain things (including
that the work diary was filled up, lost or stolen, and the driver
complied with certain other requirements), but the effect of
the amendment is to increase the driver’s reliance on a reverse
onus provision in order to avoid liability.
Clause 28 of the bill inserts new section 191ZXA into the act.
This new section requires a driver using an electronic work
diary to use it in accordance with the manufacturer’s
specifications and any conditions imposed by VicRoads. The
record keeper must ensure that it is so used. It is a defence
(and the onus is on the defendant) to prove that, in a failure to
comply with a specification, the specification was not integral
to effective operation, or the failure to comply was in
accordance with industry practice.
These amendments also involve reversal of the onus of proof
and, accordingly, also engage the right to be presumed
innocent until proven guilty under section 25(1) of the charter.
The question of whether this limitation is reasonable, in that it
can be demonstrably justified for the purpose of section 7(2)
of the charter, is examined in part 3.
Section 13 — privacy and reputation
Section 13 of the charter provides that a person has the
right —
‘(a) not to have his or her privacy, family, home or
correspondence unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered
with; and
(b) not to have his or her reputation unlawfully
attacked.’
New sections 191ZN(3) and 191ZX(3) of the act, inserted by
clauses 21 and 27 (respectively) of the bill impose a
requirement on an operator, operating under one of the two
fatigue management accreditation schemes established by the
act, to provide to VicRoads, in a form and within a time
specified by VicRoads, a copy of the list of drivers required to
be maintained by the operator and details of any changes to
that list. The collection of personal information engages the
right to privacy.
The reason for these amendments is to ensure that VicRoads
is able to properly monitor operators’ compliance with
scheme requirements by enabling it to identify particular
drivers engaged by an accredited operator at particular times.
By being able to ascertain the identity of drivers, VicRoads is
able to determine whether drivers are engaged by more than
one operator, and to investigate whether other scheme
requirements are being complied with.
While these provisions engage the right to privacy they do not
limit that right. Collection of this information will be in
accordance with law. VicRoads is subject to the collection
requirements under the Information Privacy Act 2000 (in
particular, to collect information by lawful and fair means and
to ensure that the individual is made aware that the
information is being collected). The amendments made by the
bill would not authorise non-compliance with those
obligations. Nor do the provisions create an arbitrary
interference with privacy. The information that VicRoads can
obtain under the power is limited to the identity of the driver
and the fact that he or she is engaged with a particular
accredited operator. No other personal information is required
to be provided.
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Part 3 — Consideration of reasonable limitations under
section 7(2) of the charter
Section 25(1) — presumption of innocence
The limitations presented by the bill on the right to be
presumed innocent, as identified in part 2 above, can be
demonstrably justified as reasonable, having regard to the
following considerations.
(a) The nature of the right being limited
The right to the presumption of innocence is aimed to ensure
that the burden is generally on the prosecution to prove,
beyond reasonable doubt, that a defendant committed the
relevant elements of the offence. The presumption of
innocence is not an absolute right, which means that it may be
limited to a certain degree if justified by the circumstances.
Ultimately, what the courts are concerned about is the risk
that a person may be convicted of an offence even where
there is a reasonable doubt that they are innocent of the
conduct at which the offence is aimed.
(b) The importance of the purpose of the limitation
These amendments, and the offence provisions they affect,
are intended to improve road safety, including by decreasing
road fatalities, by better regulating fatigue in the drivers of
heavy vehicles. This is a significant and important objective.
There is a well-established correlation between driver fatigue
and road safety. From consultations conducted by the
National Transport Commission it appears that there is a
widely held view that a range of persons involved in road
transport other than drivers can and do influence driver
behaviour, in particular by encouraging or providing
incentives for drivers to contravene regulatory requirements
designed to combat driver fatigue, or by failing to prevent or
discourage such conduct when they are in a position to do so.
The persons considered able to influence driver behaviour in
this respect include people who supervise and control loading
and unloading. It is accordingly considered appropriate to
extend liability to such persons. The purpose of the chain of
responsibility approach to compliance is to ensure that those
who are in a position to influence or prevent conduct by the
driver (such as a person who manages the loading or
unloading of a heavy vehicle) are held responsible where that
conduct could give rise to a breach. This encourages an
overall culture of compliance within which it is more
conducive for the driver to act responsibly.
(c) The nature and extent of the limitation
A person who is seeking to establish a defence to the general
duties has the burden of proving, on the balance of
probabilities, either that they were not in a position to
influence the driver or that they took reasonable steps to
prevent the contravention. If they seek to prove that they took
reasonable steps, they will in most cases have to lead
evidence to address at least some of the matters specified in
section 191ZZP of the act.
(d) The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
It is considered that these amendments constitute an
appropriate and proportionate means of addressing the
purpose sought to be achieved by the fatigue management
provisions. Imposing the onus on the defendant in these
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circumstances serves the legitimate purpose of providing a
proper balance between:
the objectives of the chain of responsibility approach to
compliance (that is, to ensure that persons who are in a
position to influence or prevent conduct of the driver are
held responsible where that conduct gives rise to a
breach); and
the need to ensure that influencing persons are not found
liable where they could not be said to bear any real
culpability for the conduct of the driver.
Overseas courts have generally accepted that reverse onus
provisions in the context of regulatory offences are more
likely to be justifiable. The rationale for this justification
includes the lesser degree of moral culpability attaching to
such offences, the need for regulatory offences to be simple to
prosecute, and that those who choose to participate in a
heavily regulated or licensed regime, such as driving, have
knowingly accepted the higher standards of behaviour
required of them.
While the offences carry potentially high maximum fines,
they are not punishable by imprisonment. In addition, the
amount of fine that may be imposed is a matter of judicial
discretion which will take into account the degree of
culpability.
It should also be noted that it is expected that proper exercise
of prosecutorial discretion will ensure that persons who fall
within the definition of persons in the chain of responsibility,
but who in no sense could have influenced or prevented the
offence, are not prosecuted.
(e) Any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
There are no less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve the purpose of the amendment.
Many of the matters that might need to be put to the court by
the defendant are matters for which evidence would not
readily be available to the prosecution, meaning that a
mens rea offence is not appropriate. For example, in the
absence of detailed admissions from the influencing person,
the prosecution would not ordinarily be able to establish that
an influencing person did not know of the contravention, nor
that it took all reasonable steps to prevent the contravention.
Moreover, the prosecution would not readily be able to prove
that a person in the chain of responsibility was in a position to
influence the conduct of a driver, or to produce evidence as to
the measures taken by the influencing person to supervise
others or to prevent or eliminate a contravention. Other
matters that might need to be put to the court by the defendant
are matters for which evidence would be no less readily
available to the defendant than to the prosecution.
It is considered necessary to impose a legal as opposed to an
evidential burden on the defendant in respect of these matters
because placing an evidential burden on the defendant would
require the prosecution to disprove matters raised by the
defendant which the prosecution would not reasonably be
able to disprove (for example, in the case of the section 191V
offence that the driver’s diary had not been filled up or lost
and that the driver had not been completing supplementary
records, and in the case of the 191ZXA offence, that the
driver’s failure to maintain the electronic diary in accordance
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with the manufacturer’s specifications was in accordance with
industry practice).
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VicRoads, which will be subject to conditions relating to
compliance with the relevant fatigue management standards
and business rules.

Part 4 — Concluding statement
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities.
The bill engages the rights protected by sections 13 and 25(1)
of the charter. However, it does not limit the right protected
by section 13 (the right to privacy), and any limitations
imposed on the right protected by section 25 (the presumption
of innocence) are reasonable and demonstrably justifiable
having regard to the matters set out in section 7(2) of the
charter.

Since passage of the Road Legislation Further Amendment
Act 2007, the National Transport Commission has developed
three packages of amendments to the fatigue management
reforms. These amendment packages have been approved by
the Australian Transport Council. The bill before the house
implements the three agreed amendment packages.
The packages contain a number of minor technical and
drafting amendments. They also strengthen the fatigue
management reforms by:
enhancing work diary and record-keeping requirements;

Theo Theophanous, MLC
Minister for Major Projects

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech 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:
This bill makes some amendments to the heavy vehicle driver
fatigue management reforms which were implemented by the
Road Legislation Further Amendment Act 2007.
The National Transport Commission has undertaken a
comprehensive review of the regulatory approach to
managing fatigue in drivers of heavy vehicles. This review
culminated in the development of national model legislation
which was approved by the Australian Transport Council in
February 2007. The national model legislation was
implemented in Victoria through the Road Legislation
Further Amendment Act 2007.
Key elements of these fatigue management reforms are:
new work hours limits and rest time requirements;
flexible driving hours, using a three-tiered approach;
a risk-based categorisation of offences;
a general duty to avoid driver fatigue;
enhanced enforcement powers;
a chain of responsibility, in which a duty is imposed on
persons who share, with drivers, the responsibility for
fatigue management;
strengthened record-keeping requirements, with a work
diary replacing the driver’s log book.
The reforms provide for a more flexible, performance-based
approach to driving hours that includes standard hours, basic
fatigue management and advanced fatigue management
options. The latter two options require accreditation with

enhancing accreditation requirements;
clarifying the definition of short rest breaks so that the
rest may be taken in the vehicle;
reforming the role of the fatigue authorities panel, to
assign responsibility for appropriate functions to that
panel.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Mr KOCH
(Western Victoria).
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 28 August.

PUBLIC HOLIDAYS AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS
(Minister for Industry and Trade) on motion of
Mr Jennings.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Industry and Trade), 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 Public Holidays Amendment Bill 2008
(‘the bill’).
In my opinion, the bill, 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 bill amends the Public Holidays Act 1993 (‘the 1993
act’) to provide greater certainty as to the arrangements for
public holidays in Victoria, repeal provisions relating to the
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appointment of public holidays by non-metropolitan councils
and to provide for a public holiday on Melbourne Cup Day or
a substituted day to be observed in all parts of Victoria.
Public holiday entitlements in Victoria are substantially
affected by the Workplace Relations Act 1996 (cth). The
majority of Victorian workers are employed under
commonwealth instruments, with the conditions established
in these instruments taking precedence over those established
in the act. The direct application of the act is therefore
extremely limited. However, the act does play a significant
role in informing these instruments, as many incorporate
public holidays declared by a state law.
Human rights issues
Part 1. Human rights protected by the charter that are
relevant to the bill
The bill may be said to engage the following human rights
protected by the charter:
Section 14: freedom of thought, conscience, religion and
belief
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(a) the nature of the right being limited
The right to freedom of religion protects the right to hold
certain religious beliefs and to demonstrate those beliefs
through acts such as worship and observance of religious
holidays.
(b) the importance of the purpose of the limitation
The purpose of proclaiming the days referred to in proposed
section 6(e), (f), (g), (k), (l) and (m) is to prescribe common
days of rest and holidays for employees employed under
Victorian law. In preserving these days as public holidays, the
bill maintains consistency with public holidays in other states
and territories. While originally appointed as public holidays
in order to observe days of significance for Christians, the
purpose of appointing these days as public holidays can now
be said to have a secular basis. The second-reading speech for
the 1993 act describes the act’s purpose as ensuring
consistency and certainty for the observance of public
holidays.

Clause 5, new section 6(e), (f), (g), (k), (l) and (m) may be
said to engage the right to freedom of religion because it, in
appointing certain Christian holidays as public holidays, may
be perceived to promote a particular religion thereby
engaging the right to freedom of religion. It is arguable that
the appointment of these days as public holidays has the
effect of placing subtle pressure on adherents of non-Christian
faiths to observe the holidays of a religion that they do not
practice (see R v. Edwards Books and Art [1986] 2 SCR 713).

There are certain social-capital gains from the observance of
public holidays. Public holidays have been found to facilitate
the coordination of leisure time and as a result increase the
benefit derived from holidays by allowing people to maintain
social and family contacts more easily. This benefit is said to
include some additional direct benefit from the common
enjoyment of that time, as well as building social cohesion
and social capital. Studies have demonstrated that the benefits
that flow from improved social cohesion and social capital
include faster economic growth, better health and lower social
costs. I therefore consider that the common observance of
public holidays is a significant and important objective. In
R v. Edwards Books and Art, the Canadian Supreme Court
upheld a law which banned Sunday trading on the basis that
the limit of the right to freedom of religion was justified
because the secular purpose of providing a common day of
rest for workers was sufficiently important to justify limiting
the right.

Section 8: recognition and equality before the law

(c) the nature and extent of the limitation

Section 8 of the charter prohibits discrimination on the basis
of the prohibited attributes set out in the Equal Opportunity
Act 1995, including religious belief or activity (s. 6(j)). While
it could be argued that the appointment of these days as public
holidays treats Christians and adherents to non-Christian
religions differently, I do not consider that any benefit is
conferred on or detriment suffered by either group. All
persons are entitled to the same number of days of holiday
leave. The bill does not limit employers’ obligations, under
the Equal Opportunity Act 1995, to make reasonable
allowance for employees’ religious beliefs, including in
relation to terms of requests for leave to enable employees to
observe their religious holidays.

The extent to which this provision limits the right is minimal.
In appointing certain days as public holidays, these provisions
do not restrain persons from having or adopting religious
beliefs nor prevent religious practice, worship or observance
of holidays. As noted above, the bill does not limit
employers’ obligations under the Equal Opportunity Act.

Section 14 of the charter provides that everyone has the right
to freedom of religion, including the freedom to have or adopt
a religion or belief of that person’s choice. Section 14 also
provides that a person must not be coerced or restrained in a
way that limits her or his freedom to have or adopt a religion
in worship, observance, practice or teaching.

Part 2. Consideration of reasonable limitations —
section 7(2)
To the extent that the bill results in a limitation of the right to
freedom of religion, I consider that the limitation is
reasonable, in accordance with section 7(2) of the charter. I
provide the following reasons for this view.

(d) the relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The relationship between the limitation and its purpose is
rational and proportionate. It is rational for Parliament to
design a legislative regime providing for public holidays that
maintains consistency with other states and territories. While
the purpose of proclaiming these days to be public holidays is
now considered to be secular, it is reasonable for Parliament
to select public holiday dates that are historically based on
Christian holidays. The 2006 Australian census states that
63.9 per cent of Australians identify as being of Christian
religion. In declaring certain days based on Christian holidays
as public holidays, the law goes no further than is required to
achieve the objective of common, certain public holidays for
all persons employed under Victorian law.
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(e) any less restrictive means reasonably available to
achieve its purpose
It would not achieve the purpose of certainty and consistency
in public holiday legislation to prescribe the same number of
public holidays per year but permit employees to select the
days on which they would observe their holidays.
Accordingly, there are no less restrictive means reasonably
available to achieve the purpose of the limitation. As noted
above, the vast majority of employees in Victoria are subject
to the federal regime.
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This bill gives Victorians certainty about public holidays and
will allow improved planning for Victorian businesses and
employees.
Specifically, this bill will take away the inequality that has
existed for many Victorians since Melbourne Cup Day
became a public holiday for metropolitan Melbourne in the
mid-1870s.

Conclusion

Melbourne Cup Day is acknowledged and celebrated as a
special day of national significance around the country, and
yet it is mandated as a public holiday only in metropolitan
Melbourne.

I consider that the bill is compatible with the charter because,
although it could be said to limit freedom of religion, the
limitations are reasonable under section 7(2) of the charter.

Non-metropolitan municipal districts may at their discretion,
declare Melbourne Cup Day or an alternative day as a public
holiday in their municipal district.

HON. THEO THEOPHANOUS, MLC
Minister for Industry and Trade Development
Minister for Information and Communication Technology
Minister for Major Projects

In 2007, only 25 of the 48 non-metropolitan municipal
districts actually elected to declare either a full or a half-day
public holiday on Melbourne Cup Day or an alternative day.

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech 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:
This bill meets the government’s commitment to provide
employers and employees with greater certainty about
Victorian public holidays, and is in accordance with the
ALP’s policy platform.
Most importantly, this bill provides the same number of
public holidays to all Victorians.
The government foreshadowed its intention to change the
public holidays legislation in August 2007 when the
government wrote to non-metropolitan mayors to encourage
the adoption of Melbourne Cup Day or a local equivalent day
as a public holiday in regional Victoria. This bill is in keeping
with the government’s letter to mayors.
Public holidays, as distinct from annual leave, are an
important means by which the community is able to enjoy
shared leisure time, or an occasion with common symbolic
meaning.
At present, existing public holiday arrangements mean
Victoria has a public holiday regime that in effect does not
guarantee all Victorians the same number of public holidays
each year.
Further, the existing legislation leads to uncertainty about the
treatment of public holidays when they fall on weekends
including New Year’s Day, Australia Day, Christmas Day
and Boxing Day.

The remaining 23 municipal districts did not declare a local
public holiday, which meant one less holiday per year for
Victorians in those municipal districts.
This bill corrects that inequality and ensures that a public
holiday will be held on Melbourne Cup Day or on an
alternative day in every metropolitan and municipal district
throughout Victoria.
In the future, non-metropolitan councils will apply to the
minister within 90 days of Melbourne Cup Day, and
nominate an alternative public holiday that will apply to their
entire municipal district.
In effect, the Public Holidays Amendment Bill 2008 will
ensure that all Victorians, whether they live in regional, rural,
or metropolitan Victoria, will be entitled to enjoy either
Melbourne Cup Day or an alternative, given that everyone
has the same total number of public holidays each year.
This bill will also address the uncertainty surrounding the
treatment of public holidays when they fall on weekends,
namely, New Year’s Day, Australia Day, Christmas Day, and
Boxing Day.
Previously, when a public holiday fell on a weekend the
treatment was to do nothing; gazette a substitute public
holiday just for that year; or gazette an additional public
holiday just for that year.
Uncertainty from one occasion to the next over what action
will be taken by the government is confusing for employers
and employees and hinders efficient planning.
This bill will formalise in legislation the individual gazettal
arrangements for public holidays falling on weekends that
have already been made over the past decade. That is, the bill
effectively provides for substituted and additional holidays in
legislation rather than on an ad hoc gazettal basis.
Specifically, the bill will amend the act to provide
automatically:
an additional public holiday when New Year’s Day falls
on a weekend, so that the following Monday is also a
public holiday;
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a substitute public holiday when Australia Day falls on a
weekend;
a substitute public holiday when Christmas Day falls on
a weekend; and
an additional public holiday when Boxing Day falls on a
weekend.

The bill ensures Victorian public holidays legislation aligns
with the Australian Industrial Relations Commission test case.
These amendments are important because the Victorian
public holidays legislation plays a significant role in
informing the minimum conditions for employee entitlements
in many employment awards.
More directly, it provides entitlements for the small number
of Victorian employees who are not covered by federal
awards, and those employees are found mostly in
unincorporated microbusinesses.
In preparation for the changes to this legislation, the
government undertook extensive consultation to determine
the quantifiable costs and benefits to business, employees,
and Victorian taxpayers.
Individual small businesses as well as employer and
employee representatives were consulted. The overwhelming
reaction to the proposed changes was positive.
Foremost among the benefits to business is a reduction in
uncertainty surrounding the treatment of public holidays that
fall on a weekend.
These amendments are to be effective from the date of royal
assent. However, public holidays already gazetted for 2008
will stand. Non-metropolitan Victorian regions that had not
previously received a Melbourne Cup Day holiday will have
a Melbourne Cup Day public holiday from this year onwards.
By legislating for 11 public holidays per year for all
Victorians, this bill benefits the work-life balance of working
Victorians, and provides productivity benefits for the
Victorian economy.
I commend this bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr DALLA-RIVA (Eastern
Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Guy.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 28 August.

FAMILY VIOLENCE PROTECTION BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister
for Planning) on motion of Mr Jennings.
Statement of compatibility
For Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Planning),
Mr Jennings tabled following statement in
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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 Family Violence Protection Bill 2008.
In my opinion, the Family Violence Protection 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 bill recognises the following principles:
non-violence is a fundamental social value that must be
promoted
family violence is a fundamental violation of human
rights and is unacceptable in any form
family violence is not acceptable in any community or
culture
in responding to family violence and promoting the
safety of persons who have experienced family violence,
the justice system should treat the views of victims of
family violence with respect
In enacting this bill, the following features of family violence
are also recognised:
while anyone can be a victim or perpetrator of family
violence, family violence is predominantly committed
by men against women, children and other vulnerable
persons
children who are exposed to the effects of family
violence are particularly vulnerable and exposure to
family violence may have a serious impact on children’s
current and future physical, psychological and emotional
wellbeing
family violence
affects the entire community
occurs in all areas of society, regardless of location,
socioeconomic and health status, age, culture,
gender, sexual identity, ability, ethnicity or religion
family violence extends beyond physical and sexual
violence and may involve emotional, psychological or
economic abuse
family violence may involve overt or subtle exploitation
of power imbalances and may consist of isolated
incidents or patterns of abuse over a period of time.
The bill seeks to:
maximise safety for persons who have experienced
family violence
reduce and prevent family violence to the greatest extent
possible
promote the accountability of perpetrators of family
violence for their actions.
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The bill achieves this by providing an effective and accessible
system of family violence intervention orders and family
violence safety notices and creating offences for
contraventions of these orders and notices.
Human rights issues
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Relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The limitation is rational because it recognises the capabilities
of children and maturity levels of children of different ages.
The limitation is proportionate because it applies only to
children under 14 and in any event, others may apply on
behalf of children if necessary.

Section 8: right to recognition and equality before the law
Any less restrictive means reasonably available
Section 8 of the charter establishes a series of equality rights.
The right to recognition as a person before the law means that
the law must recognise that all people have legal rights. The
right of every person to equality before the law and to the
equal protection of the law without discrimination means that
the government ought not discriminate against any person,
and the content of all legislation ought not be discriminatory.
However, formal equality may cause unequal outcomes, so to
achieve substantive equality, differences of treatment may be
necessary. To this end, section 8(4) of the charter provides
that certain differential measures do not constitute
discrimination, namely, measures ‘taken for the purpose of
assisting or advancing persons or groups of persons
disadvantaged because of discrimination’.
Special provisions for children
Clause 70 of the bill engages section 8(3) of the charter in that
it discriminates on the basis of age and disability.
Nevertheless, the clause falls within the exception provided
for in section 8(4) of the charter, as it provides special
measures taken to assist or advance persons or groups of
persons disadvantaged because of discrimination.
Clause 67 of the bill raises section 8(3) of the charter as it
discriminates on the basis of age. Nevertheless, the clause
falls within the bounds of section 8(4) because it constitutes a
special measure taken to assist or advance children. In
addition, the provision is consistent with section 17(2) of the
charter.

None apparent.
On balance, the limitation is reasonable and demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society.
Section 10(c): right not to be subjected to medical treatment
without his or her full, free and informed consent
Section 10(c) of the charter protects a person’s right not to be
subjected to medical treatment unless they have given their
full and free informed consent. In this context ‘medical
treatment’ encompasses all forms of medical treatment and
medical intervention, including compulsory counselling,
examinations and testing.
Clause 130 engages, and limits, section 10(c) of the charter. It
requires, on the order of a court, that a person attend
counselling (which constitutes a form of medical treatment).
The importance of the purpose of the limitation
The limitation is important as it operates to ensure that a
respondent receives treatment that is intended to address their
violent behaviour. In this sense, it works to change a
respondent’s violent behaviour in respect of which a family
violence intervention order has been made. Thus, the
limitation also operates indirectly to promote the right to life
(pursuant to section 9 of the charter) and the right of families
and children to protection (under section 17 of the charter).
The nature and extent of the limitation

Clause 45 of the bill engages and limits the right contained in
section 8(3) of the charter as, under clause 17(c)(iv), only a
child above the age of 14 may make an application for a
family violence intervention order.

The extent of the limitation is restricted to requiring a
respondent to attend at a particular location for counselling
treatment for a fixed period of time.

Importance of the purpose of the limitation

The relationship between the limitation and its purpose

The limitation is designed to enable children who are of an
appropriate age and maturity to make their own application to
the court where protection is required. The limitation
recognises that children under 14 are generally less mature
and therefore less capable of making such an application. In
this respect, the provision is likely to be protective and
consistent with the interests of children and hence consistent
with section 17(2) of the charter.

Given the importance of the purpose, the limitation is both
rational and proportionate.

Nature and extent of the limitation
The nature and extent of the limitation is such that children
under 14 years of age cannot make applications on their own
behalf. Nevertheless, a parent of a child, a police officer or
any other person (with a parent’s consent) may apply on
behalf of a child, and a child may also be included in an
application in respect of a parent (clause 47 of the bill). The
court can also make family violence intervention orders of its
own motion to protect children. Accordingly, the nature and
extent of the limitation is confined.

Any less restrictive means reasonably available
None apparent.
On balance, the limitation is reasonable and demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society.
Section 12: freedom of movement and
Section 14: freedom of religion and
Section 21: right to liberty and security
This section of the statement discusses clauses which engage
the right to freedom of movement in section 12. Certain
clauses also engage the rights in section 14 and section 21
which are also discussed where relevant.
Section 12 of the charter protects various rights in relation to
freedom of movement. These rights include the right to move
freely within Victoria, the right to choose where to live in
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Victoria, and the right to be free to enter and leave Victoria.
The rights conferred by section 12 apply only to persons who
are ‘lawfully’ within Victoria.
Compulsion to attend court
Clauses 49, 32(d) and 134 in the bill require a person to attend
at court at a particular time and place, either as a party or as a
witness. To this extent, they limit a person’s freedom of
movement.
Importance of the purpose of the limitation
The limitation of the right to freedom of movement is
important in these clauses because they all ensure:
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aims to change a respondent’s violent behaviour in respect of
which a family violence intervention order has been made.
The limitation also operates indirectly to promote the right to
life (pursuant to section 9 of the charter) and the right of
families and children to protection (under section 17 of the
charter).
The nature and extent of the limitation
The extent of the limitation is restricted to requiring a
respondent to attend an interview and any subsequent
counselling sessions. This is not considered to be a significant
limitation. Further, the counselling order regime is presently a
trial only, and is currently due to sunset two years after the
commencement of the bill.

the attendance at court and participation of persons who
may be significantly affected by the court’s decision

The relationship between the limitation and its purpose

the court will have access to the best evidence when
making decisions

The limitation is both rational and proportionate, given the
importance of the purpose and the restricted circumstances in
which the limitation operates.

Nature and extent of the limitation

Any less restrictive means reasonably available

Under clause 49, a respondent is required to physically appear
before a court to give evidence. The limitation is restricted in
that it only applies to a respondent to an application for a
family violence intervention order.

None apparent.

A person may be summonsed, pursuant to clause 32, to attend
court on a particular date in order for a court to hear an
application. Non-attendance at court is not an offence;
however, the court may make an order in the absence of a
person.

Restricting where a person may be and who they may contact

The limitation in clause 134 is confined to requiring the
author of a report to attend court and give evidence, where
ordered to do so by a court.
Relationship between the limitation and its purpose
There is a direct relationship between the limitation provided
for in clauses 49, 32 and 132 for the purpose of ensuring the
effective operation of the justice system by compelling a
respondent to attend court so that the court may make
enquires to establish the truth where there are disputed facts
or questions of law.
Any less restrictive means reasonably available
None apparent.
On balance, the limitation is reasonable and demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society.
Compulsion to attend counselling
In a similar context, both clauses 129 and 130 engage and
limit the right to freedom of movement provided for in
section 12 of the charter. This is because a respondent is
compelled to attend an interview or any subsequent
counselling which is ordered, at a particular time and place,
and is guilty of an offence if they fail to do so, without
reasonable excuse.

On balance, the limitation is reasonable and demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society.

Insofar as a respondent may be excluded from a protected
person’s residence, or may be prohibited from being within a
particular distance of a person or prohibited from approaching
a person (by telephone or otherwise) pursuant to clause 81,
the right to freedom of movement is engaged and limited.
Further, clauses 26 and 29 engage, and limit, the right to
freedom of movement provided for in section 12 of the
charter. This is because a person may be prohibited from
living in the family home and going within a certain distance
of family members, the family home or other places, such as
the protected person’s workplace.
It is possible that, in certain circumstances, clauses 81(2)(e),
26 and 29 could engage and limit section 14 of the charter
(freedom of thought, conscience, religion and belief). This is
because the clauses could result in a person being prohibited
from being within a specified distance of a particular spiritual
leader or religious centre.
The importance of the purpose of the limitation
In each case, the reason for the limitation is highly important,
as it operates to protect a protected person from further family
violence. In this sense, the limit on the rights is balanced
against the protection of families and children and the right to
life.
The nature and extent of the limitation

The importance of the purpose of the limitation

Although a respondent may be excluded from certain areas or
places, a respondent does have the right, under clause 109 of
the bill, to apply for the variation or revocation of a family
violence intervention order if there is a change in
circumstances.

The limitation is important because it provides for the
assessment of the respondent’s suitability for counselling and,
if appropriate, requirement to attend counselling. Therefore, it

The operation of clauses 26 and 29 means that a respondent
may be prohibited from living in the family home and going
within a certain distance of family members, the family home
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or other places. However, a family violence safety notice is of
limited duration (up to 72 hours), may only be made after
hours (that is, after 5.00 p.m. or before 9.00 a.m. on a
weekday, and at any time on a weekend or public holiday),
may only be made in circumstances which require an urgent
response and are subject to the supervision of the courts.
The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The relationship between the limitation and its purpose is both
rational and proportionate, given that the legitimate objective
of the provisions is to protect a protected person and any
children of a respondent from a respondent by, in the case of
clause 81, imposing conditions which restrict a respondent
from coming within a certain distance of a protected person
and from accessing certain places, including a protected
person’s residence.
Clauses 26 and 29 aim to protect a person from further family
violence. A respondent’s rights are protected by the fact that
they may be granted access to particular places that they are
prohibited from entering or going near in circumstances
where they are accompanied by a police officer and the police
officer has made all reasonable inquiries to ensure that this is
practical in the circumstances. The limitation balances the
rights of a respondent and the rights of a protected person.
Any less restrictive means available
None apparent.
On balance, the limitation in each clause is reasonable and
demonstrably justified in a free and democratic society.
Arrest and detention of a person
Several clauses in the bill provide for the arrest and detention
of a person.
Clauses 50, 51, 52, 124 and 38 engage and limit section 12 of
the charter as a respondent may be arrested and detained or
held in custody, or bailed in accordance with the provisions of
the Bail Act 1977.
Further, clause 15 engages and limits the right in section 12 of
the charter, as it provides for the detention of a person if they
fail to comply with a direction given under clause 14.
The importance of the purpose of the limitation
The limitations that these clauses create are important because
they are each designed to protect people from family violence
prior to a hearing for a family violence intervention order or
charges for contraventions of intervention orders or safety
notices being determined by the court.
The nature and extent of the limitation
The limitation created by clauses 50, 51 and 52 is confined to
empowering a police officer to arrest and detain a respondent,
hold them in custody, or bail them in accordance with the
provisions of the Bail Act 1977. This may only occur
subsequent to the issuing of a warrant by a registrar or
magistrate in situations of urgency.
In the case of clause 124, when a police officer believes on
reasonable grounds that a person has breached a family
violence intervention order, they can arrest and detain that
person without a warrant.
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The limitation in clause 15 is restricted to situations where a
person refuses to comply with a direction under clause 14 and
had been informed that a failure to comply with such a
direction may result in the person being apprehended and
detained. The nature and extent of the limitation is also
minimised by the context in which any detention occurs,
namely the protection of another person from family violence.
This is further enhanced by the fact that the period for which a
person may be apprehended and detained is limited to six
hours (with a possible extension to 10 hours by a court order).
Under clause 38, when a police officer believes on reasonable
grounds that a person has contravened a family violence
safety notice, they can arrest and detain that person without a
warrant. Arrest for a contravention of a family violence safety
notice can only be made if police believe on reasonable
grounds that a person has committed an offence under
clause 37 of the bill.
The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The limitation that each of the clauses imposes is rational and
proportionate, given that the legitimate objective of the
provisions is to protect a person from further family violence
incidents, a breach of a family violence safety notice, or a
breach of a family violence intervention order. Furthermore,
rights to bail remain available to a respondent. Thus, the
limitation strikes a fair balance between the rights of a
respondent and the rights of a protected person.
Any less restrictive means reasonably available
None apparent.
On balance, the limitation is reasonable and demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society.
Clauses 50, 124, 38 and 18 also engage the right to liberty in
section 21 of the charter which provides that a person must
not be subjected to arbitrary arrest or detention, and must not
be deprived of his or her liberty except on grounds and in
accordance with procedures established by law. However,
none of these clauses limit the right to liberty because the
arrest or detention is not arbitrary and the deprivation of
liberty is on grounds and in accordance with procedures
established by law. In light of these reasonable and carefully
supervised limits, the detention, and any court authorised
extension, is not arbitrary.
Direction to attend a particular location
Clause 14 engages and limits section 12 of the charter, the
right to freedom of movement. This is because a police
officer may direct a person to remain or go to and remain at a
specified location (while the officer seeks a family violence
safety notice, warrant or interim intervention order), where it
is reasonable in the circumstances.
The importance of the purpose of the limitation
The limitation is important as it operates to protect a protected
person from family violence. In this sense, the limit on the
right to freedom of movement is balanced against the
protection of families and children and the right to life.
The nature and extent of the limitation
When a police officer intends to make an application for a
family violence intervention order or a family violence safety
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notice, the officer may direct a person to remain or go to and
remain at a particular location. The person must be warned of
the consequences of failing to comply with the direction.
The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
The limitation is rational and proportionate to the purpose it
seeks to achieve, given that the legitimate objective of the
provision is to protect a protected person from family
violence. The limitation balances the rights of a respondent
and the rights of a protected person.
Any less restrictive means reasonably available
None apparent.
On balance, the limitation is reasonable and demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society.
Section 13: privacy
Section 13 confers a number of rights regarding privacy.
Specifically, a person has a right not to have their privacy,
family or home unlawfully or arbitrarily interfered with or
their reputation unlawfully attacked.
Privacy encapsulates concepts 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. Privacy comprises bodily, territorial,
communications and information privacy.
Disclosure of personal information
Part 4 engages the right to privacy because a person’s
personal information, such as the person’s name and address,
may be divulged to a court in an application for a family
violence intervention order. In particular:
Clause 45 of the bill empowers a police officer to make
an application for a family violence intervention order,
regardless of whether an affected family member
consents to such an application being made.
Clause 85 engages the right as it requires the court to ask
a respondent who is excluded from a protected person’s
residence to provide a court with an address for service;
however, there is no penalty if a respondent fails to give
such an address.
In addition:
Clause 156 engages the right because where a court
makes a family violence intervention order against a
carer, the registrar is required to serve a copy of the
order on the carer’s employer or organisation for whom
the carer provides the care to the client.
Clause 32 engages the right to privacy because it
provides for personal information to be included in
family violence safety notices.
Clauses 140, 141, 142 and 143 of the bill all deal with
the confidentiality of personal information disclosed in
the process of determining whether counselling orders
are appropriate and any subsequent counselling sessions.
The provisions engage the right to privacy because they
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provide for disclosure of personal information in certain
limited circumstances.
Clause 207 of the bill obliges certain public sector
organisations to disclose information they hold about a
respondent to a police officer if that police officer
applies for such information in order to serve
documents.
While these provisions interfere with a person’s right to
privacy, they do so in a manner that is neither unlawful nor
arbitrary. This is because there are proper processes through
which the information is divulged and the purpose of the
interference is in accordance with the provisions, aims and
objectives of the charter (particularly section 17, which
provides for the protection of children and families).
Further, in relation to part 4, the information is provided to the
court only and the bill restricts publication of proceedings in
relation to family violence, thus ensuring that a person’s
personal details are only divulged to a limited class of
recipients. Also, the privacy of any third party is protected, as
the bill provides that where a respondent gives an address for
service that is not their place of residence or work, any other
person may refuse to consent to the use of the address as the
address for service of documents under the bill, invalidating
the address for service of documents in the process (see
clauses 85(4) and 33).
Privacy of the home
Clause 159 of the bill engages the right to privacy of the
home because it provides in certain circumstances for a
search for firearms, firearms authority, ammunition and
weapons without warrant, of a person’s home or former
home. Clause 157 engages the right because it allows a
premises to be searched for a person without warrant, in
certain circumstances. Clause 160 engages the right because it
allows for a search of third parties’ premises for firearms or
weapons under warrant.
Additionally, the exclusion of a respondent from a protected
person’s residence, may have the effect of interfering with a
respondent’s right to privacy of the home. Such exclusion is
provided for clause 81(2)(b), clause 82, clause 83 (in relation
to child respondents) and clause 29 of the bill.
However, in each instance, the right to privacy of the home is
not limited as the interference is lawful and not arbitrary. The
interference is not arbitrary because it is in accordance with
the provisions, aims and objectives of the charter (particularly
section 17, which provides for the protection of children and
families) and is reasonable in the circumstances (where the
intent is to protect a person from further family violence
incidents). Further, in relation to the provisions which provide
for exclusion of a respondent from a protected person’s
residence, any exclusion only occurs if either police officers
(in the case of a family violence safety notice) or a court (in
respect of a family violence intervention order) consider it is
necessary in the circumstances. Further, in respect of child
respondents, clause 83 imposes an obligation on a court to be
satisfied as to a number of matters (for example, the
availability of alternative accommodation) before making an
order excluding a child respondent from a residence.
Therefore, the interference with the right is neither unlawful
nor arbitrary and the right is not limited.
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Bodily privacy
The right to privacy provided by section 13 of the charter is
also engaged by clause 16 of the bill which allows a police
officer to conduct a personal search of a person subject to a
direction or detention under the holding powers. The clause is
designed to ensure the safety of police officers, third parties
and the directed person.
The clause does not, however, limit the right to privacy
because any interference is lawful and not arbitrary. It is
legitimate that a police officer should be able to search a
person or items in their possession where that police officer
believes, on reasonable grounds, that the person is carrying
dangerous objects or possesses objects that may assist them to
escape.
Further, the clause clearly and precisely sets out the
circumstances that do not amount to sufficient grounds for
conducting a search. Therefore, a belief that searching the
person or any vehicle, package or thing in the person’s
possession would provide evidence that an offence has been,
or is being, committed is not by itself sufficient grounds for
conducting the search.
Section 15: freedom of expression
Section 15 establishes a number of rights relating to freedom
of expression. It protects the right to hold an opinion without
interference and the right to seek, receive and impart both
information and ‘ideas of all kinds’ anywhere and in any
form. Section 15(3) of the charter, however, contains a
specific limitation on the right to freedom of expression. This
invites consideration of particular matters that are identified
as ones which, when satisfied, specifically justify a restriction
on the right.
The application of section 15(3) involves satisfying a number
of conditions. First, the relevant restriction proposed on the
right to freedom of expression must be ‘lawful’. Second, the
relevant restriction must be imposed for a particular purpose,
either to respect the rights and reputation of other persons, or
in order to protect national security, public order, public
health, or public morality. Third, the relevant restriction must
be ‘reasonably necessary’ for one of these purposes.
Clause 81(2)(d) (prohibiting contact of protected person),
clause 193 (court declaring a person to be a vexatious
litigant), clause 166 (limiting publication of identifying
information from proceedings) and clause 17 (limiting who a
person can contact if they are detained by police under a
holding power) are all clauses which engage the right to
freedom of expression under section 15(2) of the charter.
However, the clauses all constitute lawful restrictions on the
right to freedom of expression because each restriction is for
the purpose of public order and the effective operation of the
justice system. Further, the restriction in clause 166 is also a
lawful restriction to respect the rights of other persons,
namely, the right of other persons to privacy protected in
section 13 of the charter. In addition, clause 17 does not
restrict communication with a friend or relative (other than
the affected family member) and is therefore consistent with
the rights of families in section 17(1) of the charter.
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evidence in a proceeding in respect of an application for a
family violence intervention order.
The importance of the purpose of the limitation
The purpose of the limitation is to protect the best interests of
a child, as provided for under section 17(2) of the charter.
The nature and extent of the limitation
The restriction on the giving of evidence only applies to
persons under the age of 18. The extent of the limitation is
circumscribed because a court is required to consider, when
determining whether to allow a child to give evidence, the
desirability of protecting children from unnecessary exposure
to the court system and the harm that could occur to a child
and to family relationships if a child gave evidence.
The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
There is a direct relationship between the limitation and the
purpose of protecting the best interests of the child.
Any less restrictive means available
None apparent.
On balance, the limitation is reasonable and demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society.
Compulsion to provide information to court
Clauses 129 and 134 engage, and limit, the right to freedom
of expression because they provide for a specified person to
be required to express information in a report for the court
regarding an assessment of eligibility for counselling and may
require that person to give evidence at a hearing to which the
report relates.
The importance of the purpose of the limitation
The limitations in clauses 129 and 134 are important as they
operate to ensure that a court is provided with relevant
evidence about the eligibility of a respondent for counselling
which is necessary for the court to determine whether it
should order a person to attend counselling under clause 130.
The nature and extent of the limitation
In the case of clause 129, the limitation is restricted to
requiring a report to be provided to the court, whilst
clause 134 requires a person to give evidence in person to the
court.
The relationship between the limitation and its purpose
Given the importance of the purpose, the limitation is both
rational and proportionate.
Any less restrictive means reasonably available
None apparent.
On balance, the limitation is reasonable and demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society.

Restriction on children giving evidence

Section 17: protection of families and children

Clause 45 also engages, and limits, section 15(2) of the
charter. This is because a child is restricted from giving

Section 17 provides for the protection of families and
children. The charter provides that families must be protected
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by society and the state. However, while family unity is an
important charter right, it must be balanced with other rights.
Section 17(1) might be qualified by the special right of
children to protection in section 17(2) (for example, when
children are removed from a situation of family violence).
The bill achieves an appropriate balance between the
protection of the family unit (section 17(1) of the charter), the
protection of the rights of family members to life (in
section 9) and security of the person (in section 21) and the
protection of the rights of the child to such protection as in his
or her best interests (in section 17(2)).
Section 20: property rights
Section 20 establishes a right not to be deprived of property
other than in accordance with law.
Division 5 of part 4 governs the conditions that may be made
in respect of family violence intervention orders. Several
clauses in this part engage the right to property, in particular:
Clause 81(2)(b) enables a family violence intervention
order to include a condition which excludes a
respondent from a protected person’s residence.
Clause 86 (and clause 81(2)(c)) empowers a court to
make conditions in relation to the personal property of
parties.
Various provisions in part 7, which deal with the search and
seizure of firearms and weapons, also engage the right to
property contained in section 20 of the charter.
However, in each instance, any deprivation of property is not
arbitrary because it has a legitimate objective, the protection
of a protected person as well as other family members.
Further, clause 88 explicitly states that the inclusion of a
condition relating to personal property in a family violence
intervention order does not affect any underlying rights a
protected person or a respondent may have in relation to the
ownership of the property. Therefore, to the extent that these
clauses allow for the deprivation of property, the deprivation
is in accordance with law and there is no limitation on the
right.
Section 24: fair hearing
Section 24 guarantees the right to a fair and public hearing.
The right to a fair hearing applies in both civil and criminal
proceedings and in courts and tribunals. The requirement for a
fair hearing applies to all stages in proceedings and applies in
relation to proceedings in any Victorian court or tribunal.
The purpose of the right to a fair hearing is to ensure the
proper administration of justice. This right is concerned with
procedural fairness (that is, the right of a party to be heard and
to respond to any allegations made against them, and the
requirement that the court or tribunal be unbiased,
independent and impartial) rather than the substantive fairness
of a decision or judgement of a court or tribunal (that is, the
merits of the decision).
Rules of evidence
This right is engaged, but not limited, by clause 65 which
provides that the court is not bound by rules of evidence in
proceedings for a family violence intervention order.
Clause 65 does not apply to proceedings for contraventions of
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family violence intervention orders, which are criminal in
nature.
The rule in clause 65 operates in a context in which there are
often no witnesses to family violence and the content of
statements made by a victim to family, friends or doctors may
be the only available evidence. A court, even if not strictly
bound by the rules of evidence, must act judicially and
impartially. Clause 65 specifies that in determining what
evidence to admit, a court must be satisfied that it is just and
equitable to admit such evidence, and that the probative value
of the evidence is not substantially outweighed by the danger
that the evidence might be unfairly prejudicial to a party, or
misleading or confusing. Thus, while the right is engaged, it is
not limited, because a person will still have the proceeding
decided by a competent, independent and impartial court after
a fair and public hearing.
A further safeguard is provided for in clause 66 which states
that where evidence is admitted in an affidavit or sworn
statement, a party to proceedings may, with leave of the court,
cross-examine a person who gives evidence by way of
affidavit or written statement. This power is in addition to a
party’s general right to cross-examine witnesses.
Accessibility of the court and court processes
Clause 69 (and clause 269 in relation to the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal) provide for alternative
arrangements for giving evidence and conducting
proceedings. These provisions engage, but do not limit the
right to a fair hearing because a person will still have the
proceeding decided by a competent, independent and
impartial court after a fair and public hearing. Where such
alternative arrangements are taken in relation to children, they
are in their best interests and therefore work to promote
section 17 of the charter, which recognises the special right of
children to protection.
Vexatious litigants
Clause 193 provides that a court may, after hearing or giving
a person an opportunity to be heard, make an order declaring
a person a vexatious litigant which means that person may not
make an application for a family violence intervention order
without leave of the court. Clause 196 provides that a person
who is declared to be a vexatious litigant may appeal against
the order only with leave of the court. Clause 197 provides
that a person may apply to vary, set aside or revoke the order
only with the leave of a magistrate of the court.
The vexatious litigant provisions engage but do not limit the
right to a fair hearing because the provisions do not restrict
the person’s right to a fair hearing before the court in relation
to whether they are to be declared a vexatious litigant and
there are a number of safeguards to ensure that the person is
guaranteed a fair hearing in relation to challenging the order.
The restriction on the person making applications for a family
violence intervention order does not engage the right because
at that stage a person is not a party to civil proceedings in
respect of the family violence intervention order. The
provisions preserve the right of a person to seek leave to
apply for a family violence intervention and the person will
be able to do so where there is no abuse of process. This
additional requirement for vexatious litigants exists to protect
people from unsubstantiated claims and to ensure the
effective operation of the justice system.
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A public hearing

Relationship between the limitation and its purpose

Clause 166 of the bill restricts the reporting of family violence
intervention order proceedings and clause 68 enables a court
to close proceedings to the public. Clauses 69 and 269 enable
a court or Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal to
admit evidence via closed circuit television in courts and the
tribunal respectively. These clauses engage the right to a fair
hearing which includes the right to a public hearing.

Given the importance of the context in which such orders are
made, and the safeguards referred to above, the limitation is
rational and proportionate to its purpose.

However, sections 24(2) and (3) of the charter enable a court
or tribunal to exclude persons or the general public from a
hearing and to prohibit the publication of judgements or
decisions made by a court. Therefore, these provisions fall
within a lawful restriction on the right to a public hearing and
do not limit the right.

On balance, the limitation is reasonable and demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society.

Right to be heard
It may be argued that clause 173 engages the right to a fair
hearing because it enables the Children’s Court to vary or
revoke a family violence intervention order of its own motion.
However, there is no limitation on the right to a fair hearing
because under clause 173(3), the court may only act on its
own motion if notice is given of the court’s intention and
parties have the opportunity to be heard.
Applications for interim orders
Clause 54 of the bill engages and limits section 24 of the
charter. This is because an application for an interim order
may be determined by a court whether or not a respondent
has been given notice of the application and whether or not
the respondent is present at the time an order is granted.
Importance of the purpose of the limitation
The purpose of the limitation is to ensure the safety of an
affected family member from family violence (or to preserve
property or protect a child in those circumstances) as swiftly
as possible. This is an important purpose in the context of
family violence, and the limitation promotes the right to life
(section 9 of the charter) which arguably imposes a positive
obligation on public authorities, including Victoria Police, to
protect the lives of Victorians in certain circumstances.
Nature and extent of the limitation
The nature and extent of the limitation is confined because the
duration of an interim order is limited. The order ceases to
have effect as soon as the application is finally determined,
which is likely to occur within a short period of time.
Further, there are safeguards in place. These include that an
applicant must arrange for an application to be served on a
respondent as soon as practicable after an order is made
(clause 48); a court cannot make an interim order unless it is
supported by oral or affidavit evidence (clause 55) (although
it can if the application is made by telephone, fax or other
electronic communication); and if a respondent is not present,
a court must give them a written explanation of the relevant
matters set out in the order (clause 57(2)). In addition, the bill
provides scope for an application to be made for the variation
or revocation of an interim family violence intervention order
(clause 100). Unless the interim order is preceded by a family
violence safety notice (the terms of which may apply until the
interim order is served), a respondent will not be criminally
liable for a breach of an interim order until it is served.

Any less restrictive means reasonably available
None apparent.

Section 25(1): the right to be presumed innocent
Section 25(1) protects the presumption of innocence in
criminal proceedings. The presumption of innocence is a
well-recognised civil and political right and a fundamental
principle of the common law. Section 25(1) covers persons
charged with an offence whether it is indictable or summary.
It requires that the prosecution bears the onus of proving that
the accused committed the offence and must prove all
elements of a criminal offence.
Provisions that merely place an evidential burden on a
defendant (that is, the burden of showing that there is
sufficient evidence to raise an issue) with respect to any
available exception or defence do not generally limit the right
to be presumed innocent because the prosecution still bears
the legal burden of disproving that matter beyond reasonable
doubt.
Clauses 129 and 130 of the bill engage, but do not limit, the
right to be presumed innocent pursuant to section 25(1) of the
charter. Clauses 129(5) and 130(4) provide that a defendant
who, without reasonable excuse, fails to attend an interview
or subsequent counselling (as applicable) is guilty of an
offence. This places an evidential burden on a respondent
with respect to raising such an exception or defence, and the
clauses are therefore compatible with the presumption of
innocence.
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.
JUSTIN MADDEN, MP
Minister for Planning

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech 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:
Family violence is a scourge on our community. Every week
in Victoria, hundreds of victims turn to the police or the
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courts as they respond to violence in their own homes. Even
more people are victims of family violence but do not report it
to police. Family violence is committed by partners, relatives
and other family members — those who are supposed to love
and care rather than abuse and dominate.
It was in recognition of this fact that the Crimes (Family
Violence) Act 1987 was enacted — almost 21 years ago. That
act established a civil system of intervention orders to protect
victims from further incidents of family violence. Over the
last two decades, many Victorians have relied on this system
for protection from abusers. However, it is time to review the
protection we offer, particularly to women and children, from
violent behaviour that we should not tolerate anywhere — let
alone or especially in the home.
In November 2002, the government referred the Crimes
(Family Violence) Act to the Victorian Law Reform
Commission (VLRC) for review. In March 2006, the VLRC
released its final report on this legislation, with a range of
recommendations for legislative, procedural and cultural
change.
In its report, the VLRC found that:
historically, the legal response to family violence has
been inadequate because its particular dynamics and
effects have not been well understood. Many people
continue to be unaware of the specific characteristics of
family violence. It is often seen as covering only
physical assault; it may be regarded as something which
occurs rarely or as behaviour which is a private family
matter and not the business of others.
The Family Violence Protection Bill will replace the Crimes
(Family Violence) Act for family violence intervention
orders. This bill makes it crystal clear that family violence is
not just a private issue — it is a public problem and requires a
strong legislative response.
I will outline some of the key features of the bill and explain
how these features will improve the civil intervention order
system for those experiencing violence at the hands of family
members.
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to prevent and reduce family violence to the greatest
extent possible;
to promote the accountability of perpetrators of family
violence for their actions.
Definition of family violence
The bill includes a comprehensive definition of family
violence. The definition captures the full range of behaviours
that a person subject to family violence might endure,
including physical, sexual, economic and emotional abuse.
The bill provides examples of this type of behaviour to show
that family violence is a broad concept. A comprehensive
definition of family violence will mean the dynamics and
patterns of family violence will be better recognised by the
justice system and lead to better protection.
Definition of family member
A family violence intervention order can only be sought
against a family member, so it is important to get the
definition of ‘family member’ right. The majority of family
relationships are covered by the existing legislation, but the
broad concept of ‘family’ in our contemporary society meant
the definition of family member needed to be expanded.
Therefore, the bill includes the relationships covered by the
existing legislation (such as husbands and wives, partners and
relatives), along with some additions, including, for example,
a relative according to Aboriginal or Torres Strait Islander
tradition or contemporary social practice.
The bill also provides protection for a victim who is in a
‘family-like relationship’ with the alleged perpetrator. This
category is designed to cover those relationships which may
not be strictly family but which are so close that the dynamics
of the relationship are family-like and any violence in the
relationship approximates the features of family violence.
This includes carers of persons with a disability who are in a
‘family-like relationship’ with their client.
‘Associates’ of applicants and respondents are also deemed to
be family members to ensure that third parties connected to
the family do not perpetrate, or become victims of, family
violence.

Features of the bill
Preamble and purposes

These changes will ensure that the family violence
intervention order system is available and accessible to those
living in contemporary family situations.

A new bill addressing family violence must send a strong
message about what we as a government and community
know and believe about family violence.

Holding powers

This bill begins with a preamble that sets out the features of
family violence that are recognised by this Parliament. It
makes the principles underpinning this legislation crystal
clear. Family violence should not be tolerated.
This preamble will ensure that those using, applying or
subject to this legislation have a shared understanding of what
family violence is, and why it must be prevented. It will
promote consistency in the justice system and guide training
and implementation initiatives.
The bill has three primary purposes:
to maximise safety for children and adults who have
experienced family violence;

The bill essentially replicates the holding powers provisions
in the Crimes (Family Violence) Act with a few key changes
to allow them to be used in conjunction with family violence
safety notices, interim variations to existing intervention
orders and to give police new search powers.
After-hours protection
A key issue identified in the VLRC report concerned access
to protection outside of court hours. In response, the bill
establishes a system of police-issued family violence safety
notices for use outside of court hours to provide another tool
to police to ensure that immediate protection is available
when police respond to an incident.
The notice system will be trialled and independently
evaluated to determine whether it is providing an effective
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response to emergency family violence situations after hours.
As a trial, it will sunset after two years unless the repeal
provision is itself repealed. The Chief Commissioner of
Police and the Chief Magistrate will also be required to
provide an annual report to the Attorney-General on the
operation of the family violence safety notice system.
The bill also provides a court-based system of interim orders
and warrants. Police will be able to apply to the court via
telephone or fax for an interim order or for a warrant to arrest
the respondent after hours. The bill also provides that
electronic communication can be used where available.
Family violence intervention orders
Of course, the centrepiece of the Family Violence Protection
Bill is an enhanced system of family violence intervention
orders.
Grounds
There are two types of family violence intervention orders —
interim orders and final orders.
Interim intervention orders are designed to provide
short-term, speedy protection to victims of family violence
until the court can hear all the evidence and make a final
determination. An interim intervention order can be made:
to ensure the safety of the affected family member
to preserve the affected family member’s property
to protect a child who has been subjected to family
violence committed by the respondent.
Interim intervention orders can be made without the
respondent present but are only effective once they are served
on the respondent. In appropriate circumstances, police can
use their holding powers to assist with serving the respondent.
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reliable and probative evidence that it sees fit, but not admit
evidence it considers unfairly prejudicial. The court will still
be bound to apply the protective rules of evidence such as
those relating to unfair or harassing questioning and ensuring
the competency of all witnesses.
The bill prohibits a respondent directly cross-examining a
protected witness, such as the victim, children and others the
court declares protected witnesses, unless that witness is an
adult and consents to being cross-examined by the respondent
and the court decides it would not have a harmful impact
upon the protected witness. This prohibition is designed to
protect victims and other vulnerable persons, who can find
direct questioning by the respondent both intimidating and
traumatic.
If the respondent is prevented from directly cross-examining a
protected witness and still wishes to cross-examine the
witness, they must arrange legal representation to do so.
Where the respondent does not arrange representation, the
court must order Victoria Legal Aid to provide representation
for the purpose of cross-examination. Where this occurs,
Victoria Legal Aid must also provide representation to the
applicant, if it is not a police application. This is to ensure that
a respondent will not be given an unfair advantage over an
applicant by being provided with legal representation. In
practice, Victoria Legal Aid will not represent both parties,
because this would involve a conflict of interest. Instead,
Victoria Legal Aid would fund another legal representative to
represent one or both of the parties.
Children in the court system
The bill recognises that, wherever possible, children should
be protected from exposure to the court system. The bill
provides that children should not be present in court or give
evidence unless the court gives leave.

Final orders are designed to provide longer-term protection to
victims of family violence. Such an order can be made if the
court is satisfied, on the balance of probabilities, that the
respondent has committed family violence against the
affected family member and is likely to do so again. Like
interim orders, they can be made without the respondent
present, but only if the respondent has been served with the
application and has notice of the hearing. The final order is
only effective once it is served on the respondent. Final orders
can be of any duration.

The bill also recognises that, if a person applies for an
intervention order on behalf of a child, it may not be
appropriate for that child to have an active role in the court
proceedings. While the child, as a party, can be legally
represented, this will only be done with the leave of the court.
The court, in making such a decision, must consider the
desirability of protecting children from unnecessary exposure
to the court system and the harm that could occur to the child
and family relationships if the child is directly represented in
the proceedings. No other party can apply for a child to be
represented. Such a step must be initiated and allowed by the
court.

Giving evidence in court

Exclusion conditions

The VLRC report found that giving evidence about family
violence in court can be one of the most difficult and
traumatic aspects for victims accessing the existing
intervention order system.

The bill makes a number of changes to the existing law to
enable victims of family violence, who wish to, to remain in
the home and have the violent person excluded. The VLRC
saw this as a very important change, finding that:

To ameliorate this impact, the bill includes various changes to
how evidence is given and considered in court. For example,
the bill provides that alternative ways of giving evidence will
be available, such as the use of closed circuit television and
permitting support persons to be beside the witness.
The VLRC also found that the operation of the usual rules of
evidence, especially hearsay, can put unnecessary barriers in
the way of a court hearing and determining a matter.
Consequently, the bill provides that a court can hear any

various Australian studies have found that women and
children are severely economically, educationally and
socially disadvantaged if they need to leave their homes
due to family violence, and that there is a high risk they
will become homeless.
The bill requires the court to consider whether an adult
respondent should be excluded from the victim’s residence,
having regard to a number of factors which emphasise the
desirability of keeping the victim and the victim’s children
within their network of social supports.
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The court will initiate consideration of whether a violent adult
respondent should remain in the home. This approach is
intended to shield the victim from further victimisation if the
respondent perceives that the victim initiated the exclusion.
However, the bill takes a different approach where the
respondent is a child, in order to make sure that a child will
not be excluded from the family home without appropriate
supports. The court must establish that there are appropriate
support and housing options for a child respondent before the
court can exclude a child respondent from the family home.
For an Aboriginal child respondent, the court must also
consider a range of matters around cultural connection for that
child.
Child contact
A difficult issue identified by the VLRC is how child contact
arrangements should be made where there is a family
violence intervention order in place protecting one parent
from another. The VLRC was concerned that the process of
arranging child contact can lead to further harassment of the
protected person by the respondent to the order.
The bill provides that the court must prohibit any contact
between a respondent and child if it has safety concerns.
However, if the court is satisfied that safety would not be
jeopardised, the court may allow the parties to make
arrangements about contact with children in a manner that
will minimise any risk to the protected person and the child’s
safety. The arrangements must be recorded in writing.
Arrangements about who a child lives, spends time or
communicates with will not be made conditions of a family
violence intervention order. Such matters will continue to be
made by the parties (if the court considers this is safe) by
agreement or under the commonwealth’s Family Law Act.
Firearms and weapons
The intersection of the Crimes (Family Violence) Act and the
Firearms Act 1996 has always been complex. This bill seeks
to clarify the interaction of the two regimes.
The bill makes it clear that, just as under the Crimes (Family
Violence) Act, if a firearms licence, permit or authority is
expressly revoked in an intervention order, that decision
cannot be appealed or reviewed under the Firearms Act. This
is because the magistrate, who has heard all the circumstances
of the family violence incident, has determined that a firearms
licence, permit or authority is no longer appropriate.
However, the respondent is entitled to appeal the decision to
the County Court (or if the President of the Children’s Court,
who is a County Court judge, made the decision, the Supreme
Court).
If a magistrate makes a final intervention order but makes no
order as to firearms or firearms licences, permits or
authorities, the respondent becomes a prohibited person under
the Firearms Act and cannot possess, use or carry a firearm.
However, the respondent can apply to the court to be deemed
not a prohibited person or be permitted to retain firearms and
hold a firearms licence, permit or authority under section 189
of the Firearms Act.
To clarify the existing law, the bill amends the definition of
‘prohibited person’ in the Firearms Act to create two
categories of ‘prohibited person’ by virtue of the making of
an intervention order. It will now be clear in both the family
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violence legislation and the Firearms Act which category of
prohibited person can seek review under the Firearms Act.
The bill also extends the regime of search, seizure and
forfeiture of firearms to prohibited weapons and certain
controlled weapons like spear guns, batons and cudgels listed
in the Control of Weapons Regulations.
Search and seizure
The bill gives police a power to enter and search without
warrant for firearms, defined weapons, ammunition and
firearms licences, permits and authorities. Before doing so,
the police officer must be satisfied that there are grounds for
issuing a family violence safety notice or making an
intervention order and also have reasonable grounds to
suspect or is aware that the person is in possession of these
things. Searches without warrant are limited to the current or
past residence of the person or the place where the incident of
family violence occurred.
Despite this wide search power, the police will still need to
obtain a warrant to search for firearms, defined weapons,
ammunition and firearms licences, permits and authorities in
other premises, for example the homes of neighbours or
extended family.
The bill also creates a new power for police to direct, in
certain defined circumstances, the surrender of any firearms,
defined weapons, ammunition and firearms licences, permits
and authorities that the police are aware, or suspect on
reasonable grounds, are in the person’s possession.
Vexatious litigants
The VLRC found that in some situations, the family violence
intervention order system can be used against victims to
further harass and control them.
The bill therefore provides a fair and accessible system for
protecting victims from vexatious litigants in family violence
proceedings. If a person is declared a vexatious litigant by
either the Chief Magistrate, a Deputy Chief Magistrate or the
President of the Children’s Court, then that person will not be
able to commence any proceedings under the act unless they
have first obtained leave from a magistrate. This will ensure
that unmeritorious applications brought by a vexatious litigant
can be assessed by magistrates before being allowed to
proceed. A protected person will only need to attend court if
the application appears on its face to have merit and not be an
abuse of process.
Section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975
I wish to make a statement under section 85(5) of the
Constitution Act 1975 on the reasons for altering or varying
that section by this bill.
Clause 208 of the bill provides that it is the intention of
clauses 118 and 120 of the bill to alter or vary section 85 of
the Constitution Act.
Clause 118 provides that if the applicant for a family violence
intervention order was not the protected person and that
applicant is appealing a decision, then the appeal cannot
proceed unless the protected person or those with
responsibility for the protected person (such as a parent or
guardian) consents to the appeal. The reason for varying the
Supreme Court’s jurisdiction in this manner is to ensure that a
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protected person or a person with the responsibility for a
protected person can decide what matters are appealed on
their behalf or on behalf of those for whom they have
responsibility.
Clause 120 provides that there is no further appeal from an
appeal decision of the Supreme Court. This is appropriate as
the rights of the parties in such cases have been tested in a
hearing by the President of the Children’s Court and the
Supreme Court and further appeals could result in a
proliferation of proceedings. This may result in the attendance
of those subject to family violence at numerous traumatic
court hearings. If new facts and circumstances emerge, then
the respondent for an order may seek a variation or revocation
of the family violence intervention order from the
Magistrates’ Court.
Tenancy provisions
The bill makes a range of changes to the Residential
Tenancies Act 1997 to ensure that there are mechanisms to
align residential tenancies with the family violence
intervention order system. These amendments may enable
victims to remain in their home where they wish to and
therefore reduce the risk of homelessness, poverty and social
dislocation following family violence.
Stalking intervention orders
The Crimes (Family Violence) Act provides for a system of
family violence intervention orders and stalking intervention
orders. This bill deals solely with family violence intervention
orders as recommended by the VLRC.
This bill repeals the Crimes (Family Violence) Act but adds a
provision in section 21A of the Crimes Act 1958 to the effect
that, despite the repeal, the Crimes (Family Violence) Act
continues to apply to stalking intervention orders. It is my
intention to bring a stalking intervention order bill before
Parliament this year to preserve the current system of stalking
intervention orders. This will be an interim measure whilst the
Department of Justice conducts a comprehensive review of
the intervention order system for non-family members. The
review will look at who should be able to obtain an
intervention order against whom and in what circumstances.
It will also examine the extent to which some matters
currently subject to applications for a stalking intervention
order could be resolved in conjunction with, or instead by, an
alternative dispute resolution service.
A key part of the review will also involve examining the issue
of violence in relationships between a person with a disability
and their carer in circumstances where the relationship is not
family-like and so falls outside the jurisdiction of the Family
Violence Protection Bill.
Conclusion
I have highlighted some of the most important elements of the
bill.
In conclusion, I would like to thank the Victorian Law
Reform Commission for its report that underpins many of the
changes in this bill. I would also like to thank those
organisations which have advocated tirelessly for the rights of
those experiencing family violence to be safe in their own
homes by demanding something better from the justice
system.
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But most of all I would like to thank all those victims who
have come forward and shared their very intimate and
personal experiences in the hope that the justice system would
be improved for those who come after them. It is the
government’s firm commitment that this new legislation will
be one part of a process to improve the justice system’s
response to family violence in Victoria.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Koch.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 28 August.

VICTORIA LAW FOUNDATION 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 Victoria Law Foundation Bill 2008.
In my opinion, the Victoria Law Foundation 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 bill re-enacts the Victoria Law Foundation Act 1978 to
modernise and refresh the functions and governance structure
of the Victoria Law Foundation (the foundation). The
foundation currently provides a range of services to the
Victorian community to improve its understanding of the law
and access to the justice system. This will continue under the
bill, with an increased focus on providing community legal
education and information on the law and the justice system.
The bill will reduce the members of the foundation from a
maximum of 16 to a maximum of 8. The bill will also change
the selection criteria for membership from positions
representative of certain interest groups, to appointments
based on a range of skills relevant to managing a small
statutory body effectively. Members of the foundation will be
appointed by the Attorney-General for a period of three years
based on these selection criteria. Members of the foundation
will only be able to be dismissed by the Attorney-General for
specific reasons, such as insolvency or failure to attend a
number of board meetings. The bill also contains provisions
with respect to conduct of meetings, conflict of interest, and
employment of staff.
Human rights issues
1.

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

The bill does not raise any human rights issues.
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Consideration of reasonable limitations — section 7(2)

As the bill does not raise any human rights issues, it does not
limit any human right and therefore it is not necessary to
consider section 7(2) of the charter.
Conclusion
I consider that the bill is compatible with the Charter of
Human Rights and Responsibilities because it does not raise
any human rights issues.
Justin Madden MLC
Minister for Planning
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the members should be appointed, after consultation
with the Chief Justice, Law Institute of Victoria and the
Victorian Bar.
The bill also reflects the government’s policy to modernise all
acts over 10 years old. While in many other respects the bill
replicates provisions in the current act, a number of modern
updates have also been included, such as:
the replacement of the statutory president with an
appointed chairperson
an update to the financial powers of the VLF to be
consistent with the Borrowing and Investment Powers
Act 1987

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech 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:
The Victoria Law Foundation (VLF) was established in 1967
to improve access to justice. Over its 40 years it has played an
important role in making the justice system more accessible
to the Victorian community. The VLF provides grants to
community legal centres for community legal education
programs, publishes plain English legal resources, coordinates
events such as Law Week, provides resources for law
libraries and conducts other activities to educate the
community and the legal profession about the law.
Since 1967, the objectives of the VLF have not been
reviewed and a number of other organisations have been
established in Victoria whose functions overlap with those of
the VLF.

the inclusion of a conflict of interest provision that
requires members of the VLF to declare if they have a
personal interest in any matter being decided by the
VLF, for example an application for grant funding.
I would like to take this opportunity to express my thanks to
the members of the current board of the VLF who have
contributed to the development of this legislation and have
provided their expertise and time to the VLF over many
years. I particularly extend my thanks to the chief justice who
has served as an outstanding president of the VLF for many
years.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Mr RICH-PHILLIPS (South
Eastern Metropolitan) on motion of Mr Koch.
Debate adjourned until Thursday, 28 August.

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

Similarly, the governance structure of the VLF has not been
reviewed since its inception. Modern policy on appointments
to government bodies has shifted from giving places around
the board table to representatives of interest groups to a more
open recruitment approach that seeks people with the right
skill sets to drive the performance of statutory bodies.
Therefore in January 2007, the Department of Justice
commissioned an independent review of the objectives and
organisational structure of the VLF in order to refresh and
modernise the organisation. This review consulted
extensively with the VLF and other stakeholders and reported
in July 2007 with a number of recommendations to improve
the objectives and organisational structure of the VLF.
The report recommended legislative amendments which
appear in this bill. These included that:
the function of the VLF be focused on improving
information provision on the law and access to the law
up to 8 members of the VLF be appointed based on
skills and experience required to direct the business of
the VLF

Ambulance services: Stawell
Mr VOGELS (Western Victoria) — I raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Health. The matter
concerns the Stawell ambulance service. In the May
2007 budget $360 000 was allocated to build housing
facilities for Stawell ambulances. Here we are,
18 months later, and the two ambulances based at
Stawell are still sitting unprotected in the elements, so
in the hot summer months they are sitting out in
temperatures that climb into the mid-50s Celsius, while
in winter the paramedics need to scrape ice off the
windscreens before they can attend emergencies.
Obviously these ambulances need to be locked up
securely to protect expensive equipment and for safety
reasons.
In the May budget this year 100 new paramedics were
promised for rural Victoria; of these five were promised
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to Stawell, five to Ararat and one to Horsham in the
Grampians region. To date, none of these promises
have been honoured.
The action I seek from the minister is to immediately
intervene and instruct Rural Ambulance Victoria to get
on with the job of delivering the commitments made by
the Brumby government over two budgets so that
Stawell, including the surrounding district, truly is a
better place to live for the overworked paramedics.
I conclude by saying that leaving ambulances parked
outside in the elements is an accident waiting to
happen. Ambulances are a vital part of the system in
times of emergency, and at present the ambulances at
Stawell are sitting ducks for vandalism. Ambulance
paramedics deserve to jump into vehicles that have
been securely stored before they take off in them on the
way to an emergency.

Warrnambool: football and netball facilities
Ms TIERNEY (Western Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Sport,
Recreation and Youth Affairs. The matter concerns the
latest round of country football and netball programs.
We are all fairly familiar with this program, which
assists local communities in coming together, being
active and playing sport. The program provides up to
$60 000 for football, netball and umpire facilities, for
shared community and social facilities and for
multi-use facilities. Lighting is also part of the program.
I have become aware that the Warrnambool City
Council has applied on behalf of the Old Collegians
Football Netball Club for funding for a project to
develop a netball change room amenities building and
to provide new netball court lighting at Davidson Oval.
Something similar to this has happened in terms of the
Old Collegians football club, so there are amenities
there that are up to date and well used by the football
team. I believe it is only fitting that the same sort of
regard is shown in terms of the women who are in the
netball teams at Warrnambool and who play for the Old
Collegians. It is a matter of modernising the area and
making sure we have a standard that is appropriate for
women’s sport in country Victoria, and in particular
regional cities such as Warrnambool.
This project will ensure that the overall quality of
facilities provided to female sportspeople is equivalent
to those provided to male sporting participants at
Davidson Oval. I ask that the minister support this
application for funding from the Warrnambool City
Council for this very worthwhile project.
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Drought: rate subsidy
Ms LOVELL (Northern Victoria) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Premier in his role as the
chairman of the drought recovery task force. The matter
concerns the state government’s decision to scrap the
municipal rate subsidy for drought-affected farmers.
My request of the Premier is that the state government
reinstate the critical municipal rate subsidy which, until
June 2008, has provided a subsidy of 50 per cent of
municipal rate charges for Victorian farmers receiving
exceptional circumstances (EC) support since it was
introduced in 2005. There has been widespread public
outcry from farmers and local shire councils in northern
Victoria since the state government quietly pulled
funding for this valuable support measure in June
without any consultation or prior notification.
I am informed that councils were not notified about the
government’s decision to cease funding until well into
July. What is even more bizarre is that the funding was
stopped months before the expected expiry of the
federal government’s EC assistance on 30 September.
We now know that EC assistance has been extended
across much of Victoria, including the regions of
central Victoria north, central Victoria south, the
Mallee-Northern Wimmera, north-eastern Victoria and
northern Victoria, until 31 March 2009. Gannawarra
Shire Council, Moira Shire Council and the Rural City
of Wangaratta are just a few of the EC-declared
municipalities which have spoken out against the state
government’s decision to pull this much-needed
funding. More than 100 farmers in the Rural City of
Wangaratta have received the rate subsidy, which on
average provided them with a $200 discount on their
rates per quarter. In Moira shire the number of farming
families assisted by the subsidy was probably into the
hundreds, with more than 800 families in Moira
receiving drought payments.
Unfortunately farmers have missed out on the subsidy
for the current July to September quarter, which would
have come as a shock to many families on tight
budgets. Wangaratta council has informed me that
farmers are under so much financial strain that even
with the subsidy some families still could not pay their
rates.
The drought continues to impact on northern Victoria,
and farming families struggling to survive need all the
assistance we can give them. The rate subsidy is critical
to assisting farming families to survive what is probably
the worst drought in living memory and also to ensure
that we will have a viable farming community into the
future. Obviously there is enormous need for the
subsidy in Victoria’s drought-affected municipalities.
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Given that EC assistance has been extended across
northern Victoria, I call on the Premier to reinstate
funding for the municipal rates subsidy for EC-declared
farmers.

Intralot: agency costs
Ms HARTLAND (Western Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter tonight is for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs. I raise it on behalf of the owners of
the Seddon Newsagency, where we buy our
newspapers most days.
Raj and AJ run a typical small business. Like many
newsagencies they also sell Tattslotto tickets, scratchies
and so on. Raj and AJ have told me that the
introduction of Intralot to the lottery system has caused
a number of problems for them. They have to pay
$10 000, plus GST, for their licence for five years. This
is on top of the $10 000 they pay for the Tattersall’s
licence. They also have two machines on their front
counters, and they pay terminal fees for both of them.
The terminal fee for the Intralot machine is $30 per
week, and this machine is very slow. They also pay a
courier fee of $25 a week, whether they need materials
couriered or not. This sounds to me like a bit of a
rip-off. This is on top of the $30 a month they pay for
the Tatts materials. Why one courier is more expensive
than another is beyond me. AJ and Raj say they are out
of pocket because the machines are so slow and the
customers do not like the new Intralot products. Intralot
has introduced new gaming products which they have
to explain to customers. They feel they should be paid
to advertise the product, not the other way around.
I do not particularly care if the gaming companies fail,
but I do care about what happens to small business
people. Raj and AJ felt they had no choice but to pay
the $10 000 licence fee. If they did not, someone else in
the area would get the licence and they would lose their
business. They felt they were pressured into buying a
completely untested product, and, now they know how
bad the product is, there is no getting out of the
contract. On behalf of newsagencies and small
businesses, I request that the minister advocate to
Intralot to have the licence and other charges
substantially reduced.

Police: Bayside station
Mr THORNLEY (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, Mr Cameron. The minister would
be aware that in the last election our government
promised, as part of its platform, eight new police
stations across the state — to continue our excellent
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investment in those facilities and the many additional
police that now staff them.
One of those new stations was to be the 24-hour station
based in Sandringham, called the Bayside station. I
know it has been costed at $13 million, will be built on
the old Abbott Street courthouse site in Sandringham
and will bring all the policing units currently scattered
across the Bayside area together into one location,
which will add to both the efficiency and the
effectiveness of the policing resources there.
I realise crime in the Bayside area has already dropped
substantially — about 32 per cent since 2001 — but I
do not believe we should rest on our laurels. This is an
important facility. I believe the announcement was
greeted very warmly by the community, who saw that
that new facility would add further to that record of
public safety we have proudly established in the last
few years, and that it would be a welcome addition to
the 800 new police who have been employed under this
government and the 150 new stations around the state.
I believe the people of Bayside have that promise, and
over the course of the term of this government we
should be delivering against that promise. I ask the
minister if he could bring forward that delivery as soon
as possible, so that we can have that excellent facility
built and delivered and that promise fulfilled.

Roads: maintenance
Mrs PEULICH (South Eastern Metropolitan) — I
certainly hope that on this occasion — when I stand up
to raise a matter for the Minister for Roads and Ports,
my favourite minister, for whose attention I usually
have something to raise at these opportunities — the
webcast from which we are all now benefiting, as is the
community, actually matches the photograph to the
member! I understand that previously, whilst I was in
the chair, it was Mr Vogels’s photograph that was
overlaid on my voice. I believe this will be corrected,
and I believe that that was just a one-off error.
The matter I wish to raise for the Minister for Roads
and Ports is the state of our roads and the need to ensure
that adequate maintenance funds are available for the
upkeep of existing roads. I have raised previously the
issue of building new roads or the bungling of road
reconstruction, but now I raise the need to actually
ensure that there are sufficient funds to maintain our
roads — certainly across the south-east, which is a huge
growth area — carrying increasing large volumes of
traffic. In particular I am referring to the sealing of
shoulders, for example along Old Dandenong Road,
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which is now being forced to carry very large volumes
of traffic, with trucks attempting to merge into — —.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I wish to
clarify for the member that from my perspective the
adjournment item ought to address a specific matter —
not maintenance on all roads or indeed maintenance on
all shoulders of roads. I really need, for the sake of the
adjournment, to have the member focus on particular
roads or a particular issue so that the minister is able to
respond.
Mrs PEULICH — The particular issue that I am
attempting to raise is the need to ensure sufficient
funding for the building of shoulders as part of the
maintenance program for our road system. I am talking
about shoulders on Wells Road in Aspendale Gardens,
shoulders on Old Dandenong Road — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Mrs Peulich may continue, but if I were raising the
matter, I would certainly rely on the example as part of
the adjournment item because that will be more helpful
to the minister in a response.
Mrs PEULICH — I appreciate your advice, Deputy
President. The other day, for example, I drove along
Wells Road, which is really carrying the volume of
traffic that is intended to be carried by a non-existent
road called the Mornington Peninsula Freeway
extension, which should have been built but is not
being built.
Wells Road is carrying very significant volumes of
traffic. We have unsealed shoulders being used by large
trucks coming out of the industrial sections of Wells
Road such as the National Foods site. We also have
buses, and the potholes are significant; not only are they
a safety concern, but there is also wear and tear on the
vehicles and there is wear and tear on the road and
inconvenience and danger to pedestrians.
The shoulders on Old Dandenong Road stretching
between Kingston Road and the South Road extension
are a danger because the road carries very large loads of
traffic with trucks from tips, and that is causing
significant concern. I refer also to Cheltenham Road
between Boundary Road and the Dingley roundabout,
which needs its shoulder sealed to accommodate the
higher volumes of traffic. I ask the minister to make
sure that happens as soon as possible.

Rail: freight summit
Ms PENNICUIK (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is for the attention of the Premier.
On 14 August I attended the Rail Freight ’08
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Community Summit at the St Kilda town hall. The
Minister for Public Transport opened the summit and
listed the various rail freight related projects that the
government is spending about $360 million on, which,
as a subsequent speaker pointed out, is less than the
cost of the Geelong or Craigieburn bypasses. Minister
Kosky did not stay to hear what the other 12 speakers
had to say.
I saw Mr Baillieu and Mr Mulder during the day. A
communiqué from the summit was released, and I
undertook to bring it to the attention of the Parliament.
The points made included the following: much of the
Victorian rail freight system is in disrepair; previous
Victorian governments have failed to invest in rail
maintenance and renewal; government policies have
facilitated a movement of freight away from rail to
road; and rail freight uses less fuel and produces a
fraction of the emissions of road freight for comparable
tasks. I would add that it is at least one-third and is
estimated to be one-seventh the amount of fuel. Other
points included the following: a loaded B-double does
23 000 times the amount of damage to a highway as a
private car does; road transport is seven times more
dangerous than rail transport, and many parts of the
state are congested with truck movements that rail
could replace; local government is already overloaded
with infrastructure backlogs and does not have the
capacity to undertake massive road upgrades; and the
Fischer report has provided a blueprint for the renewal
of the Victorian rail freight system.
Professor Bill Russell, in summing up, observed that
there is no statutory operator of the rail freight network.
The meeting called upon the Victorian government to:
include in its December transport strategy a clear
program for the immediate reinstatement of the
platinum and gold lines and a three-year time line for
the full reinstatement of the silver and bronze lines
identified by the Fischer report; publish in that
statement a detailed response to all recommendations of
the Fischer report; put in place a robust governance
structure to manage and develop the publicly owned
tracks, signalling systems and other assets of the
Victorian rail freight system, including the appointment
of a senior and experienced board and chief executive
officer; publish a strategic plan for the standardisation
of the remaining broad gauge rail freight lines in
Victoria; publish a clear statement for public
consultation as to how the government expects its target
of 30 per cent of port freight to be moved by rail,
covering all major ports and grain as well as container
traffic; and establish a permanent internal advisory
agency on rail freight.
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My request to the Premier is that he take serious note of
the communiqué from the summit of the Alliance of
Councils for Rail Freight Development and respond to
the issues raised in it.

WorkChoices: Roy Morgan Research
Ms PULFORD (Western Victoria) — Roy Morgan
Research is a high-profile market and social research
company with many high-profile clients, including
councils and state and federal government. Roy
Morgan also has a dubious history of employment
standards, having taken some fairly creative
interpretation — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I ask
Ms Pulford to whom is she directing her query?
Ms PULFORD — The Minister for Industrial
Relations. Roy Morgan Research has taken some
creative interpretations of the use of independent
contractors, testing the legal limit as it goes.
Roy Morgan Research employs over 450 people in
Melbourne, and about 70 are members of the National
Union of Workers. Currently all of the market research
interviewers are employed on a WorkChoices
agreement which specifically obviates numerous award
conditions, including outworker protections. The
supervisors are employed on a mixture of Australian
workplace agreements and individual transitional
employment agreements.
On Monday, 4 August, 56 casual interviewers were
summarily dismissed by email. The workers were told
one of three broad reasons applied to them:
performance, behavioural issues or attendance records.
However, when many of the workers attempted to
ascertain specific details about why they had been
chosen and by what process they had been picked out,
the company was unable to identify who had been
chosen and why.
One worker, Julia De La Cruz, a 19-year-old university
student, is a casual who had been working at the
company regularly and systematically for a period of
12 months. Her separation certificate states her period
of employment to be from 4 August 2007 to 4 August
2008. She has never received any formal or informal
warnings on any matters from the company. In fact just
six weeks prior to her dismissal she received an email
from the company congratulating her on her
performance and length of service with the company.
This case presents a particularly stark example of a
substantive unfair dismissal where no due process of
any kind was followed, but any complaint would fail on
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jurisdictional issues because of WorkChoices. There are
rumours aplenty around the call centre that
management is compiling a further list of workers to be
terminated by email. Obviously the restoration of
decent industrial relation laws in this country will come
too late for Julia and her co-workers, but my request of
Mr Hulls, in his capacity as the Minister for Industrial
Relations, is that he request the workplace rights
advocate to inform him about any complaints received
relating to Roy Morgan Research’s recent conduct and
that he and seek advice from the advocate about what
action he has taken in this matter.
Mr O’Donohue — On a point of order, Deputy
President, I seek your advice in relation to this issue.
The issue Ms Pulford has raised is a matter regarding
the WorkChoices federal legislation. We have heard
from Ms Pulford and others about their views on the
WorkChoices legislation previously, but the fact is that
the Rudd government has not substantially changed the
industrial relations landscape. The member’s issue is
predominantly a federal issue and I seek your advice as
to whether this is appropriate.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The issue
Ms Pulford raises is fairly clear and I think it stands.
The fact is the government has passed legislation
establishing the workplace rights advocate. My
understanding of the legislation is that the advocate has
a capacity to investigate these matters irrespective of
whether or not they are covered by awards under
WorkChoices. That was specific in the legislation, as I
recall. In that context I have no difficulty with the
matter.
I must say that I was a little bit concerned about what I
would refer to as the woolliness of the question, in so
much as I am not sure that asking the minister to
inquire what investigations the Office of the Workplace
Rights Advocate might already have undertaken was a
significant action required of the minister. I would have
thought that perhaps some intervention or some
reference of the minister to the advocate might have
been a more appropriate way of raising a matter — in
other words, the reverse of what was posed.
Having made those remarks, I will not ask the member
to re-frame the question. I will allow the minister to
determine his position on it, but as I said, in the context
of legislation that was passed by this house, I believe
the matter can stand.

World War I: Cobbers memorial statue
Mrs COOTE (Southern Metropolitan) — On
19 July, together with the Leader of the Opposition in
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the other place, Mr Baillieu, I attended a wonderful and
moving unveiling by the Premier of a statue to
commemorate the people who fought and fell in the
Battle of Fromelles from 19 to 20 July 1916. This
wonderful statute depicts an ordinary soldier, whose
name was Simon Fraser. Simon Fraser was a
stretcher-bearer who went back to the field time and
again to rescue people who were severely wounded. He
rescued one person and went back where there was a
guy in the mud who said, ‘Don’t forget me, mate.
Come back and get me too’. And he did; he went back
several times. He has never been recognised for those
actions and neither has the Battle of Fromelles in any
formal way, so an excellent statue has been cast in
bronze. It is located near the corner of Domain Road
and St Kilda Road in the Shrine precinct near the
Domain interchange. I encourage everyone to go and
see the statue for themselves. It is particularly moving.
The Premier made a very moving speech on the day.
He spoke about his great-uncle, who had been at the
Battle of Fromelles. He also spoke about Mr Baillieu’s
grandfather, who died at Fromelles. It was a particularly
moving occasion for everybody who attended, and
there were many people there for the commemoration,
including some descendants of Simon Fraser.
As I said, I hope that people visit this statue. It was such
an auspicious occasion that the mayor of — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Mrs COOTE — I am getting there.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I hope so
because to this point it is a 90-second statement.
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bypass. Accessing South Gippsland via the Pakenham
bypass and Cardinia Road has become a popular way to
get to Phillip Island and other places down in the Bass
Coast and South Gippsland areas. As a consequence I
have been approached by members of the school
community — parents, the principal and members of
the school council — to seek a reduction in the existing
speed limit along Cardinia Road at the front of Cardinia
Primary School from 60 kilometres per hour to
40 kilometres per hour.
The Shire of Cardinia has made representations to
VicRoads but to date those representations have been
unsuccessful. As someone who travels that road
frequently I can say anecdotally that traffic volumes
have increased significantly and it appears to me to be
dangerous to allow the speed limit to remain at
60 kilometres per hour. I ask the minister to investigate
and consider a reduction in the speed limit from
60 kilometres per hour to 40 kilometres per hour in the
vicinity of the school during school hours.

Housing: Williamstown
Mr FINN (Western Metropolitan) — I wish to raise
a matter for the attention of the Minister for Housing.
Members of the house and the minister himself may
well be familiar with Williamstown. It is a magnificent
part of Melbourne, one that — —
Mrs Coote — Does Steve Bracks live there?
Mr FINN — I think Steve Bracks still does live
there, as does one other former Premier as well, I
understand.
Ms Lovell interjected.

Mrs COOTE — I am getting there.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — I am assured.
Mrs COOTE — The mayor of Fromelles, Monsieur
Huchette, was also at the unveiling. I suggest to the
Premier that from hereon it would be good if this corner
could be called ‘Cobbers Corner’ in memory of the
statue that is there. That was the consensus of all the
people who were there on the day. I ask the Premier if
this corner could be renamed ‘Cobbers Corner’.

Mr FINN — Indeed Ms Lovell grew up there, as
she reminds me.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr FINN — And Ms Pennicuik! We might stop it
there. It is a magnificent part of Melbourne, with a great
village atmosphere and the most magnificent views of
Melbourne of anywhere within the metropolitan area. It
has great restaurants and a great beach. It has
everything going for it.

Cardinia Primary School: speed zones
Mr Guy — You haven’t been to Preston!
Mr O’DONOHUE (Eastern Victoria) — The
matter I wish to raise this evening is for the Minister for
Roads and Ports. It concerns speed zones around the
Cardinia Primary School. Cardinia is a small town that
has been experiencing increased traffic flow along
Cardinia Road, with the opening of the Pakenham

Mr FINN — Yes, I have, Mr Guy, and that is why I
speak so highly of Williamstown! Within
Williamstown there are also two sizeable housing
ministry towers. To say that these towers are somewhat
in need of some tender loving care and rejuvenation
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would be an understatement. As a result the residents of
these towers are subject to living conditions that are
perhaps not to a standard that some of us would be
prepared to accept.
I propose a solution to the minister that will provide
new accommodation for the housing ministry clients of
which I speak. This new accommodation will be fully
paid for and there will be extra cash for the
government — and we all know how much this
government loves a dollar. This proposal will provide
new homes, with backyards if needs be, and it will
provide friendly, family home environments —
perhaps, for some of these people, for the first time in
many a long year.
In the hands of developers, these housing ministry
towers could be converted very quickly and very easily
into multimillion-dollar precincts with potential buyers
falling over themselves to get hold of a unit in these
towers. I ask the minister to begin the process of selling
the housing ministry towers in Williamstown, which
will provide a new and exciting life for the current
residents of the towers. We will see once and for all an
end to the stigma associated with what used to be called
the housing commission high-rise. This will also
provide a great boost for the local Williamstown
economy and provide, as I say, a wonderful new life for
the residents of the housing ministry towers in
Williamstown.
Ms Hartland — Can I make a point of clarification?
I worked in one of those high-rise blocks for five years,
before I was elected, and it was a fantastic building. I
doubt very much that Mr Finn has ever actually been in
one of them, and they are wonderful people — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! That is not
a point of order.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The reality
is that there is not an opportunity on the adjournment
for editorial comment. We will leave it to the minister
to establish his position or that of the government on
this matter. I thank Ms Hartland for her assistance.

Wind energy: Mount Pollock
Mr GUY (Northern Metropolitan) — Thank you,
Deputy President, and I thank Mr Finn, who knows
more about the western suburbs than any other member
in the chamber. My issue tonight is one for the Minister
for Planning, and it concerns a proposal to construct a
14-turbine wind farm facility at Mount Pollock, near
Winchelsea, just west of the Barrabool Hills.
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As members know, wind energy is literally taking off in
Victoria. There are many wind proposals that are
popping up across the state, some in terrific locations
with strong community support and others that are in
questionable or sensitive locations with little
community support. At last count I noted four wind
farms actually operating in Victoria — albeit four quite
large farms — with another 33 proposed, scattered
across mostly the southern and central reaches of
Victoria. Popular destinations for wind energy
companies seem to be the western areas of the state
from Ballarat South to the South Australian border and
central Victoria. However, despite the Mount Pollock
facility’s small size compared to most wind farms, what
makes this so controversial is its proximity to urban
areas and, further, the fact that it falls just short of
requiring state government approval. In this case it only
requires the approval of the local council, the Surf
Coast Shire Council.
As I have stated, the facility will be 14 turbines in size
and will have a megawatt output of 29.4, which is
0.6 of a megawatt — or around one turbine — short of
the 30-megawatt threshold for the requirement for wind
energy proposals to adhere to the more rigorous
planning panel approval process of the state
government. That more rigorous planning approval
would analyse the impact upon local residents, such as
the impact upon existing dwellings and farms. Further,
a flora and fauna impact study would be required —
something which the Surf Coast council did not
request, and I believe it erred in this — to analyse the
location of the turbines and their impact on what is a
sensitive environmental landscape. A flora and fauna
study should have been required under the act in the
12 months preceding the application, but I am informed
that this did not happen. I am also advised that under
detailed examination from the Surf Coast council the
proponent was informed that the location could have
suited 3 more turbines than the 14 turbines proposed.
However, the proponent sought the 14-turbine option to
avoid the need for panel approval and the possibility of
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal review,
and thus only required the shire’s approval.
This facility is located on the edge of the highly
picturesque Barrabool Hills, close to homes. The area is
close to a growth corridor and the new Geelong bypass,
where future residential growth will occur. Its approval,
falling under the government’s radar by 0.6 of a
megawatt, will create significant local community
division and distress for many families. Tonight the
action I seek of the Minister for Planning is that he have
his department either conduct or request of the
proponent a study of the environmental impact of the
Mount Pollock wind farm to ascertain if this really is
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the right location for these 14 turbines and to fully
ascertain whether the supposed gains of this small
facility are really worth the local pain it may cause.

Wind energy: Stockyard Hill
Mr D. DAVIS (Southern Metropolitan) — My
adjournment matter is also for the Minister for Planning
but also impacts on the responsibilities of the Minister
for Environment and Climate Change, who is in the
chamber. It concerns the Stockyard Hill wind farm that
is situated near Beaufort and Skipton. It is a large wind
farm with 282 turbines, although 370 potential turbine
sites were originally identified. It is 5 kilometres south
of the Beaufort township and 4 kilometres north of
Skipton.
As members will be aware, the Pyrenees Shire Council
supported a number of renewable energy projects over
the years, most prominently in Waubra. In each case it
has been because of the proximity of those projects to
the 220-kilovolt electricity network that runs through
the shire. However, the Stockyard Hill wind farm is not
in close proximity to the electricity network; in fact the
closest infrastructure is the 220-kilovolt and
500-kilovolt network 25 to 40 kilometres south of
Skipton.
The Stockyard Hill proposal is very large, and because
of this it has the potential for a number of different
types of impact. As I said, this is also a matter for the
Minister for Environment and Climate Change, who
may, if he chooses, care to make some comment as
well as passing this on to the Minister for Planning. In
the south-west of the state brolgas are a significant
issue. A study of brolgas by Mr Matthew Herring of
Charles Sturt University said:
Brolgas are considered a threatened species in Victoria … the
southern population has been reduced to alarmingly low
numbers. We now know there are fewer than 1000 birds
scattered across south-western Victoria, the far south-east of
Australia and the New South Wales and Victoria Riverina.

Birds Australia says on its website that brolgas are
currently at 1 per cent threshold of global population, so
there is a very significant risk to brolgas. It is also
known — and there is quite a lot of research on this,
which I will not detail as I am sure the minister has
access to it — that wind farms pose a risk to brolgas.
The location and density of wind farms needs to be
closely and carefully monitored to make sure that the
impact on brolgas is not too great.
I note that the chief executive officer of the shire has
written to the minister requesting an environment
effects statement. I believe that large wind farms of this
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nature should not be built without a full and proper
environment effects process and a panel process. I
request the Minister for Planning to undertake those
and to ensure that no wind farm is built without that
effects process being undertaken.

Responses
Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Environment and
Climate Change) — I will pretty much refer all the
matters on, even though in some cases it might be a bit
perplexing to try to find the matter to be referred.
John Vogels raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Health regarding the Stawell ambulance
service and his desire to make sure that service is rolled
out and made available as expeditiously as possible.
Gayle Tierney raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs on
behalf of the Old Collegians women in Warrnambool,
seeking their access to sporting facilities at Davidson
Oval.
Wendy Lovell raised a matter for the attention of the
Premier, seeking his ongoing support for the important
subsidy that has been provided by the state to fund
municipal rates for farmers in regions declared as being
in exceptional circumstances.
Colleen Hartland raised a matter for the Minister for
Gaming, seeking his reflections on the cost structures
that have been applied to the new licensing
arrangements and the cost burden to newsagents who
participate in these schemes.
Evan Thornley raised a matter for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services, seeking his expedition
of the building program for the police station in
Sandringham, which is a significant commitment of our
government.
Inga Peulich raised a matter for the Minister for Roads
and Ports, and not for the first time today the Deputy
President tried to assist me in getting my thoughts right
in relation to this and providing some assistance to the
member. I think there is a great degree of difficulty in
reining in the member’s adjournment matter, if you
understand the nature of asking for specific
interventions, but I will leave it to my colleague, the
Minister for Roads and Ports, to respond.
Mrs Peulich interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — I have mentioned before in
relation to this that I understand, and I am sure my
colleagues understand, the specific nature of the
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adjournment debate, and I think generic issues such as
this are very hard to deal with. For instance, if someone
asks me to look after the planet, I will do my best, but I
think unless we try to work out specifically what we are
dealing with, it will not be the most efficient use of our
time.
Sue Pennicuik raised a matter for the attention of the
Premier, which was to try to make sure that he ‘takes
seriously’ — that was the phrase used — the report
from the Rail Freight Community Summit.
Jaala Pulford raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Industrial Relations, and again I thought
the Deputy President’s intervention was timely and
appropriate in recognising the value and statutory
responsibilities of the Workplace Rights Advocate in
terms of providing some checks and balances in
relation to the application of federal industrial relations
legislation and its implications for Victorian workers.
Jaala Pulford raised the specific matter of the interests
of workers employed by Roy Morgan Research and
asked that their rights be protected in relation to unfair
dismissal matters.
Andrea Coote raised a matter for the Premier, calling
on him — within the scope of his responsibility in
terms of placename matters — to deal with ‘Cobbers
Corner’.
Edward O’Donohue raised a matter for the attention of
the Minister for Roads and Ports, seeking the reduction
of the speed limits in and around Cardinia Primary
School, from 60 to 40 kilometres per hour during
school hours.
Bernie Finn raised a matter relating to the ‘Preston of
the west’, Williamstown, which might not be seen
favourably by the Minister for Housing as it was a
proposal to privatise a very attractive and comfortable
environment for Office of Housing tenants in
Williamstown. Notwithstanding Mr Finn’s expectation
that these tenants may be more comfortable elsewhere
and might find alternative accommodation more
attractive, I am sure the Minister for Housing would be
of the view that that would have to be demonstrated and
driven by the desire of those tenants rather than the
driver being the potential for these towers to be
privatised. I am sure the Minister for Housing will
derive much pleasure from responding to Mr Finn’s
adjournment matter.
Matthew Guy raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Planning, as did David Davis. Both related
to environment effects statements or processes to deal
with planning decisions relating to wind farms. In
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Mr Guy’s case it was about Mount Pollock and in
Mr Davis’s case it was in relation to Stockyard Hill. As
someone who lived for 10 years or a bit longer in the
Beaufort area and went to the then Beaufort High
School for all his secondary education, I know the area
fairly well and I can say that I never saw a brolga in all
my time.
Mr D. Davis interjected.
Mr JENNINGS — Apparently they were, or they
may have been. They are not very prevalent in the
landscape. However, that is not to ignore the
importance of protecting them and being mindful of
their interests.
Mr D. Davis — An EES will uncover that, no
doubt.
Mr JENNINGS — I am conveying to Mr Davis
their prevalence within the landscape, but that is not
withstanding the fact that it is very important to be
mindful of their needs in any planning process going
forward in relation to the proposal for the Stockyard
Hill wind farm. I am sure my colleague the Minister for
Planning will be mindful of this issue going forward.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The house
stands adjourned.
House adjourned 6.11 p.m. until Tuesday,
9 September.
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WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate
ministers

Tuesday, 19 August 2008
Firearms: licensing
Raised with:

Police and Emergency Services

Raised by:

Mr Dalla-Riva

Raised on:

12 March 2008

REPLY:
The Firearms Regulations 2008 came into operation on 21 April 2008 following the expiration of the Firearms
Regulations 1997. The Firearms Regulations provide an operational framework to give effect to key elements of
the Firearms Act 1996 (the Act), including the prescription of fees payable for an application for a licence, permit,
approval or authority under the Act, and requirements that must be fulfilled before shooting can take place on
certain types of land.
Notice of a Regulatory Impact Statement and Exposure Draft of the proposed Firearms Regulations 2008 was
published in February 2008. The closing date for submissions was 17 March 2008. The Department received 221
public submissions, which were forwarded to me for consultation. After thorough consideration, I decided to make
the new regulations with the following amendments:
Fees
Fees in the Exposure Draft of the proposed regulations were set on a full cost recovery basis and reflected the total
cost of administering each licence. This meant that whereas under the previous (1997) regulations, the cost of
administering the more expensive licences was absorbed by the cost of the licences that were less costly to
administer, any cross-subsidies between licences were removed.
Removing the cross-subsidies resulted in reductions for the majority of licensees, with substantial increases for a
small group of others, for example, the dealer licensees. The firearms industry gave feedback that the
cross-subsidies should be retained.
Under the new regulations, each fee under the Schedules increased by 2.5 per cent, except where this resulted in an
increase of less than a dollar. This achieves full recovery of the costs of processing licences, permits and approvals,
but distributes those costs more evenly across the firearms community.
Proposed Regulation 6 — requirements for the suppression of pest animals
The previous regulation imposed several restrictions, including prior notification to a police station where a primary
producer uses their firearms on another primary producer’s property for the purposes of pest suppression.
Stakeholders gave feedback that these requirements were impractical, and that compliance was low. The regulation
has been aligned with some of the key requirements that apply to sport or target shooting activities on private
property. The requirements to inform police of the place and date that the activity will occur were removed, and
have been replaced with a requirement that the activity does not occur within 250 metres of a dwelling or 100
metres of a public road.
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Proposed Regulation 14 — cap on dealers’ fees for acting as agents
The previous regulations prescribe a maximum fee of $10 that dealers can charge for this function. Stakeholders
gave feedback that the fee was too low and should be increased. Based on advice from the Victorian Firearms
Consultative Committee, the cap has been increased to a maximum of $25. The regulation gives dealers the
discretion to charge less than the maximum.
Proposed Regulation 22 — conduct of shooting activity on private property
This regulation applies to sport or target shooting on private property, not approved ranges. However, stakeholders
argued its application was unclear and that it purported to regulate the conduct of all shooting activity on private
property. In order to clarify its scope, the heading of the regulation has been amended to include a reference to
“sport and target shooting”.
The Regulations are available for download from the Victorian legislation and parliamentary documents website at
www.legislation.vic.gov.au.
Thank you for raising this matter with me.

School buses: Heatherwood School
Raised with:

Education

Raised by:

Mr Atkinson

Raised on:

8 April 2008

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development provides transport assistance for over 6,400
special school students in the form of free school bus services or financial assistance to parents to transport their
children privately.
The difference in the timetabled travel time compared to the actual travel time was caused by traffic congestion
resulting from the Eastlink road works at Springvale Road.
The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development introduced two additional bus services as an
interim solution from 14 July 2008 and has advised Heatherwood School of these arrangements.

Air services: landing fees
Raised with:

Industry and Trade

Raised by:

Mr Rich-Phillips

Raised on:

10 April 2008

REPLY:
I thank you for your interest in the Aerodrome Landing Fees Act 2003.
As Minister for Industry and Trade I am aware of the government’s responsibility in this area and as such I have
instructed the Department to ensure a review of the Aerodrome Landing Fees Act commences in the near future.
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Kew Residential Services: site development
Raised with:

Planning

Raised by:

Mr D. Davis

Raised on:

15 April 2008

REPLY:
Issue: The impact of the proposed Stage 2 development on the site’s vegetation.
In November 2003 Amendment C53 to the Boroondara Planning Scheme introduced numerous provisions into the
Planning Scheme, including the rezoning of the Kew Residential Services site to a Residential 1 Zone, the
application of a Development Plan Overlay Schedule 3 (the Schedule) to the land and the incorporation of the Kew
Residential Services Urban Design Framework, October 2003 (the UDF) into the Planning Scheme.
The UDF was developed following an extensive public consultation process which occurred during 2003.
A Development Plan (DP), as required by the Schedule, was approved by the then Minister for Planning on 9
March 2006 after a consultation process involving the Department of Planning and Community Development,
Boroondara City Council and the proponent (Walker Corporation). The DP details the specifics of the future
development of the land. The DP provides for the construction of no more than 520 dwellings on the site.
The purpose of Amendment C53 and the DP is to facilitate the redevelopment of the subject land for residential
purposes. The Stage 2 Planning Permit application is an integral part of this process and is required to be generally
in accordance with the approved DP.
The Stage 2 Planning Permit for subdivision and vegetation removal was issued on 11 April 2008 under delegation
after a four month consultation process with Council and included an endorsed plan that identifies the significant
vegetation, including heritage listed trees, to be retained and protected. A condition of the permit requires that an
Arboricultural Management Plan must be prepared and approved by the responsible authority. The plan is currently
being reviewed by Council and the Department’s State Planning Services.
A further condition of the permit, issued under the Planning and Environment Act 1987, requires that all heritage
approvals, under the Heritage Act 1995, must first be obtained prior to any works commencing. I understand that
the proponent intends to lodge an application for a heritage permit shortly. The application will be advertised in the
usual manner.

Consumer affairs: advertising scams
Raised with:

Consumer Affairs

Raised by:

Ms Lovell

Raised on:

15 April 2008

REPLY:
I refer to the matter you raised in the Adjournment Debate on 15 April 2008, in relation to advertising services that
claim to be able to predict the name of your true love or confirm if your partner is cheating on you. An example
you provided related to a service called The LoveCalculator where the service claims that if you SMS your name
and your partners name to them they will determine if you and your partner are compatible. In some cases, these
services charge $5.00 per message. You asked that I have these advertisements reviewed to ascertain their
compliance with the Fair Trading Act 1999 (the Act).
The Director of Consumer Affairs Victoria (CAV) has reviewed these advertisements. The activities described can
be seen as analogous to palm reading or fortune telling, but with a “new tech” approach. The Director believes that
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most people are well accustomed to the nature of these activities and generally see them as light entertainment at a
modest cost.
The Director has advised me that initial inquiries indicate that the advertisements, prima facie, do not contravene
the Act. The LoveCalculator appears to be a gimmick and advertises a service that in itself does not constitute
misleading and deceptive conduct. Indeed the website for The LoveCalculator prominently displays the word
“Fun” on its homepage.
I am particularly concerned to ensure that these services do not engage in practices that rip off consumers. For
example, CAV has previously had complaints of consumers’ bank accounts being debited without their approval
for subscription services after accessing premium cost telephone services.
I am advised that CAV has not received any complaints regarding The LoveCalculator. All complaints received by
CAV are recorded on a case management database and provide important marketplace intelligence that forms the
selection of projects for further enforcement action and in targeting compliance audits, public education and
industry liaison.

WorkCover: medical records
Raised with:

Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission

Raised by:

Mr Rich-Phillips

Raised on:

16 April 2008

REPLY:
The Government takes privacy very seriously, and is disappointed at what has occurred. The breach of protocols in
the handling of personal information has been linked to human error.
I am informed that QBE has reminded all its staff on the importance of privacy and the appropriate procedures for
handling personal information. It has also allocated additional resources to its Access to Information Team and
made some modifications to their processes to improve compliance with privacy requirements.
I have also asked that WorkSafe remind Agents of their obligations to ensure the private and personal information
of injured workers is protected.

Child care: police record checks
Raised with:

Children and Early Childhood Development

Raised by:

Ms Hartland

Raised on:

17 April 2008

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Hon Maxine Morand MP, Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development is aware of the dual
requirement for children’s services staff to have both the Criminal History Check and the Working with Children
Check from 1 July 2008 and recognises that this is an additional burden on staff engaged in ‘child related’ work
under the Working with Children Act 2005.
In order to reduce the regulatory burden on children’s services staff, the Minister has endorsed work that will
amend the Children’s Services Regulations 1998 to enable the Working with Children Check to be the only
Criminal History Check required for most children’s services staff.
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As part of the licensing process Licensees, Licensee Representatives, Primary Nominees and Nominees are
required to have a current Criminal History Check. This requirement will continue for Licensees, Licensee
Representatives and Primary Nominees to ensure that all aspects of the Criminal History Check, including matters
related to fraud and driving offences have been read and considered, and means that this group will continue to
require both checks. However, the Criminal History Check will no longer be required for Nominees if they have a
current Working with Children Check, once the proposed amendments to the Children’s Services Regulations 1998
are completed.
Additionally, as part of the review of Children’s Services, all service providers have been advised that under the
new licensing system to be introduced on 25 May 2009, licences issued prior to that date may continue for their full
term, at which time they may be re-issued for a five year period.

Doctors: Dandenongs
Raised with:

Health

Raised by:

Mr O’Donohue

Raised on:

17 April 2008

REPLY:
A strengthened, collaborative interface between the Department of Human Services and general practices will
result in more integrated service delivery and better health outcomes for all Victorians. The general practice
shortage in Belgrave, Tecoma and Upwey is consistent with shortages in other rural and semi-rural areas nationally.
Despite general practice falling predominately in the Federal Government domain, since 2004–05, the Victorian
Government has allocated over $500,000 in capital development and practice establishment funds to community
health to increase general practice services in the Shire of Yarra Ranges. Recruitment of general practitioners to this
area continues to be difficult even with the various State and Commonwealth government incentives available.
Despite these difficulties, State health services, local governments and general practice organisations are committed
to continuing to work together to address the specific health needs of their communities.

Maffra Secondary College: funding
Raised with:

Education

Raised by:

Mr Hall

Raised on:

7 May 2008

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
Since 1999, the Victorian Government has spent $2.9 billion on capital investment in schools, including the
renovation, rebuilding or extension of 400 schools.
In 2007 the Government committed $1.9 billion to renovate, rebuild or extend a further 500 schools in four years.
This is the largest school building program in Victoria’s history, and will transform education infrastructure across
the State. The Victorian Schools Plan will see the remainder of the 1,600 government schools rebuilt, renovated or
extended over the next 10 years.
The 2007–08 Budget delivered on more than one-quarter of the promised 500 schools, with 131 schools receiving
funding to commence works. The 2008–09 Budget will deliver on a further 128 schools, providing over half of the
schools within the first two budget years.
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Maffra Secondary College has recently been announced as part of the capital works program, with a budget of $5.3
million.
The school has been informed and is currently progressing through the tender process.

Maroondah Hospital: mental health facility
Raised with:

Mental Health

Raised by:

Mr Leane

Raised on:

8 May 2008

REPLY:
Thank you for your suggestion that you raised in the Legislative Council that those services wishing to develop
mental health facilities in the future inspect the mental health facilities at Maroondah Hospital prior to undertaking
any works.
I can only agree with your observations that the mental health redevelopments at the Maroondah Hospital site are
excellent. I am particularly impressed by the women’s only bedrooms and lounge area. I believe that our mental
health facilities need to be safe and sensitive to the gender specific needs of women who enter the mental health
service.
I will be recommending to the Mental Health and Drugs Division that the Maroondah Hospital site be used as an
example of a quality product when considering the layout and design of the new mental health facilities we are
developing at Northern Hospital, Dandenong Hospital and Austin Health.

Wallan Secondary College: funding
Raised with:

Education

Raised by:

Mrs Petrovich

Raised on:

27 May 2008

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
I refer to your request raised during the Adjournment Debate on 27 May 2008 concerning the acquisition, by
Wallan Secondary College, of the old Wallan police house.
Since 1999, the Victorian Government has spent $2.9 billion on capital investment in schools, including the
renovation, rebuilding or extension of 400 schools. While this was a remarkable achievement it was recognised that
there was more to do.
The Government, at the last election, committed $1.9 billion to renovate, rebuild or extend a further 500 schools in
four years. This is the largest school building program in Victoria’s history, and will transform education
infrastructure across the State. The Victorian Schools Plan will see the remainder of the 1600 Government schools
rebuilt, renovated or extended over the next 10 years.
The 2007–08 budget delivered on more than one-quarter of the promised 500 schools, with 131 schools receiving
funding to commence works. The 2008–09 budget will deliver on a further 128 schools, providing over half of the
schools within the first two budget years.
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I am pleased to advise that funding of $8.0m for stage 3 of the Wallan Secondary College was announced as part of
the 2008/2009 capital works program. The school has been informed and is currently progressing through the
tender process.
I am advised that the College is also preparing a request to the Regional Director, Hume Region, for support of a
case to extend the current site to incorporate the old Wallan police station into the school property.
The school’s case, when it is made, will be considered by the department.

Disability services: funding
Raised with:

Community Services

Raised by:

Mr Drum

Raised on:

27 May 2008

REPLY:
The third CSTDA, covering the period 2002–2007, was to expire on 30 June 2007. A Variation Agreement has
extended the term of the third CSTDA to 31 December 2008, with no interruption to payments to the States and
Territories.
This extension will allow discussion and negotiation of the reform of national agreements and performance
arrangements that was announced at the 26 March 2008 meeting of the Council of Australian Governments
(COAG). The reform will include a reduction from the current 92 Specific Purpose Payments (SPPs) to five or six
new national agreements for delivery of core government services, one of which will be for disability services. It is
expected that negotiations will be completed in October 2008 with funding for new agreements announced in
November 2008.
The Commonwealth announced in its 2008–09 budget that funding of $901.2 million nationally over four years
will be redirected from the previously announced Disability Assistance Package to the new Disability Specific
Purpose Payment. This funding is to be distributed to States and Territories on the basis of disability population in
each state and territory. Victoria’s share of the new disability services funding is $221.5 million over four years
($25.16 million in 2008–09).
A further $51 million has been spent or committed by the Commonwealth, of which $10.4 million has been
provided to Victorian agencies over three years for building respite care capacity.
On 4 May 2008 the Prime Minister also announced an investment of $100 million in new capital funds for
disability supported accommodation across Australia. This funding will also be distributed to States and Territories
on the basis of disability population. Victoria’s share of this funding will be $24.58 million.
At the Disability Ministers’ Conference on 30 May 2008, Ministers agreed to the delivery of the capital funding
and new disability services funding ahead of the outcomes of the Specific Purpose Payment reform process. As a
result of this new spirit of inter-governmental cooperation, the capital funding will be made available to Victoria
before the end of June 2008 and the new disability services funding from 1 July 2008.
The Senate Community Affairs Committee Inquiry into the funding and operation of the Commonwealth State and
Territory Disability Agreement reported in February 2007. Recommendations of the report have informed the
framing of priorities for the Disability Specific Purpose Payment reform.

Frankston Hospital: emergency department
Raised with:

Health

Raised by:

Mr Rich-Phillips
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28 May 2008

REPLY:
Data provided by Peninsula Health to the Department of Human Services for the period July to December 2007
under-reported the proportion of emergency patients seen within recommended time for triage categories 2 and 3.
Frankston Hospital emergency department performance data show for this period that the proportion of triage
category 2 patients seen within 10 minutes was 60 per cent and the proportion of triage category 3 patients seen
within 30 minutes was 53 per cent.
Frankston Hospital emergency department’s operating time on bypass for the period July to December 2007
increased to 3.1 per cent from 2.7 per cent in the equivalent period in 2006–07. The statewide benchmark for
operating time on bypass is 3.0 per cent. For the period 1 June 2007 to 3 June 2008, Frankston Hospital’s
emergency department operating time on bypass is 2.2 per cent.
All health services, including Peninsula Health, experienced significant pressures during the winter period (July to
December 2007) from a combination of factors including an outbreak of viral gastroenteritis, an increase in the
incidence of influenza, and industrial action by nurses and allied health staff. During this period the acuity of
emergency presentations and the length of stay for inpatients both increased.
In 2007–08, $5.3m was allocated to facilitate the expansion of new models of patient care in Victorian hospitals to
improve access and provision of timely care. In 2007–08, Frankston Hospital emergency department received:
– $90,000 to undertake a service planning review of its model of care and infrastructure to identify
opportunities for improvement;
– $316,000 to open an Emergency Demand Unit that provides a flexible response – including up to eight
additional beds – to peak demand periods and better care for patients requiring short-stay observation.
A Winter Demand Management Strategy for 2008 is being implemented, which will provide support to health
services during the winter peak. As part of the strategy, Peninsula Health will receive $356,800 to:
– improve emergency access by providing additional sub-acute beds for patients not requiring acute care;
– trial an emergency clinical in-reach assessment and treatment service to residential aged care facilities to
manage avoidable emergency department presentations;
– expand the ICU nurse liaison hours to better manage the needs of acutely ill patients not in ICU wards.

Schools: capital works
Raised with:

Education

Raised by:

Mr Thornley

Raised on:

29 May 2008

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Department is aware of the re-development of the Tooronga Village and how this may impact on future
enrolments at Auburn South Primary School.
The Department will continue to monitor population growth and education demand in the Auburn South area to
ensure that the needs of local students are catered for.
In respect to the Building Futures framework, it applies to all schools across the state irrespective of their location
when capital works funding for projects is sought.
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Thank you for raising this matter.

Patient transport assistance scheme: reimbursement
Raised with:

Health

Raised by:

Ms Lovell

Raised on:

29 May 2008

REPLY:
The Victorian Patient Transport Assistance Scheme (VPTAS) aims to assist rural Victorians who are required to
travel to receive treatment from the nearest recognised specialist. VPTAS provides financial assistance for both
travel and accommodation. However, it is not intended to be a full reimbursement scheme and is designed to
subsidise the cost incurred by rural Victorians required to travel to receive specialist treatment.
The Department of Human Services (the department) undertakes a review of the private car travel subsidy every
two years to ensure subsidy rates are aligned with the Royal Automotive Club of Victoria (RACV) average car
running cost.
Reviews have been conducted in the month of August every two years since 2001. The fuel review of August 2007
resulted in a 21 per cent increase in the private car travel subsidy rate to 17 cents. The next scheduled review is in
August 2009. In the interim, the department will continue to monitor the impact of fuel price changes on the RACV
average car running cost.
Regarding the reimbursement rate for accommodation, VPTAS reimburses patients and an approved escort (if
applicable) staying in commercial accommodation at a rate of $35.00 per person per night, plus Goods and Service
Tax (GST) if applicable.
A significant portion of patients who utilise VPTAS access accommodation that has been arranged or provided by
the treating health service, for example, Ronald McDonald House or Ryder Cheshire Victorian Home. The
commercial accommodation arranged or provided by the treating health service is charged to patients and an
approved escort (if applicable) at a rate of $35.00 per person per night, plus GST if applicable.
In September 2007, the Senate Standing Committee on Community Affairs released a report on its inquiry into
patient assisted transport schemes across all states in Australia. The report, ‘Highway to Health: Better Access for
Rural, Regional and Remote Patients’ focused on eligibility criteria and reimbursement rates. As part of this
process it was noted that VPTAS reimbursement rates for fuel and accommodation for both concession and
non-concession cardholders are above or equal to other state schemes.

Family violence: counselling services
Raised with:

Community Services

Raised by:

Mrs Kronberg

Raised on:

29 May 2008

REPLY:
Building on Victoria’s already substantial commitment to tackling family violence–over $50 million since 2005 – a
further $24.7 million over four years ($6.13 million in 2008–09) across the whole of government has been
committed as part of the 2008–09 State Budget. In 2008–09, approximately $3.4 million will be provided across
the State for counselling and support programs for women and children affected by family violence. This is an
increase of over $750,000 from 2007–08.
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The Eastern Metropolitan Region, in 2008–09, will receive approximately $650,000 for counselling and support
services for women and children who are victims of family violence. This is an increase of approximately $150,000
from 2007–08.
A range of agencies in the region receive funding to provide these services, including Australian Childhood
Foundation, Anglicare Victoria, Doncare, Eastern Access Community Health, Knox Community Health Service,
Migrant Information Centre, Mitcham Community House, Monashlink, Ranges Community Health Service,
Relationships Australia, Whitehorse Community Health Service and Yarra Valley Community Health Service.
Agencies are funded to provide individual and/or group interventions.
Women’s and children’s counselling and support services aim to assist women who are at risk of being unsafe in
the family environment or who have experienced family violence. They are not crisis services.
The Women’s Domestic Violence Crisis Service of Victoria (phone 9373 0123) provides an immediate response to
women who are victims of family violence. Also, in the Eastern Metropolitan Region, the Eastern Domestic
Violence Service provides outreach services and is able to respond immediately to women who are experiencing or
escaping family violence.

Grahamvale Primary School: funding
Raised with:

Education

Raised by:

Ms Lovell

Raised on:

10 June 2008

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
Since 1999, the Victorian Government has spent $2.9 billion on capital investment in schools, including the
renovation, rebuilding or extension of 400 schools.
In 2007 the Government committed $1.9 billion to renovate, rebuild or extend a further 500 schools in four years.
This is the largest school building program in Victoria’s history, and will transform education infrastructure across
the State. The Victorian Schools Plan will see the remainder of the 1,600 Government schools rebuilt, renovated or
extended over the next 10 years.
The 2007–08 Budget delivered on more than one-quarter of the promised 500 schools, with 131 schools receiving
funding to commence works. The 2008–09 Budget will deliver on a further 128 schools, providing over half of the
schools within the first two Budget years.
Grahamvale Primary School was one of the schools announced in the 2008–09 Budget under the Rural
Replacement Program. This initiative was established to deliver on this Government’s commitment to rural
Victoria, by upgrading and replacing relocatable and outdated infrastructure with new modern facilities.

Environment: Brooklyn industrial emissions
Raised with:

Environment and Climate Change

Raised by:

Mr Pakula

Raised on:

10 June 2008
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REPLY:
Thank you for your question on Tuesday, 10 June 2008, regarding odour pollution issues around the Brooklyn area.
Particularly, you highlight the concerns of the “On the Nose” Brooklyn residents’ group who argue EPA’s current
fine and penalty regime does not in all circumstances act as sufficient deterrent against pollution incidents or an
incentive to adopt more effective odour reducing technology. While the fine system does play an important part in
our enforcement regime, I, and the Environment Protection Authority, recognise that fines are not always the best
way to achieve satisfactory outcomes particularly where systematic change is required to prevent future breaches.
Your question is timely given the release for public comment of draft guidelines for a new enforcement tool called
Enforceable Undertakings.
Current penalty and fines regime
The Environment Protection Authority’s current enforcement regime includes measures such as abatement notices,
penalty infringement notices, and for serious offences, prosecution in the courts. The Authority’s publicly available
Enforcement Policy guides the use of this regime.
Pollution offences can result in a penalty infringement notice and fine of 50 penalty units ($5671 in 2008/09
penalty units). As you point out, this is not always as effective as a deterrent or incentive to invest in reducing the
impacts of a particular plant as we may like. However, it is a high penalty for an infringement notice, keeping in
mind that an infringement notice does not involve a finding of guilt by a Court.
I understand the concerns you have raised and have requested that EPA approach the Department of Justice to
examine the fines and penalty infringement notices regime and explore options for future improvement.
The need to an enforcement tool that addresses circumstances where systemic change is required as part of an
effective remedy to prevent further breaches has, in part, led to the development of Enforceable Undertakings.
Enforceable Undertakings
Enforceable Undertakings are a voluntary, negotiated written promise/set of promises in which a party undertakes
to perform various tasks as a part of a settlement for an alleged contravention of the Act or Regulations. An
enforceable undertaking will be an enforcement option applied in appropriate circumstances in lieu of court
prosecution. They are not to be considered a ‘soft option’ and the Environment Protection Authority will only enter
into Enforceable Undertakings where they will achieve a more effective outcome. In serious cases, prosecution will
remain the most appropriate and effective enforcement option.
The Australian Competition and Consumer Commission and the Australian Securities and Investments
Commission already use Enforceable Undertakings as a means of delivering tailored responses to alleged breaches
in faster timeframes than a court prosecution would provide.
The most promising aspect of Enforceable Undertakings is their capacity to be tailored to fit the circumstances of
an alleged breach and importantly to provide for measures to prevent future breaches. For example, Undertakings
could contain commitments to:
– Cease certain behaviour of forms of conduct;
– Investigate and provide a written report regarding the circumstances leading to any alleged breach.
Identify any failings in the organisation’s systems or management;
– Formulate specified actions, programs or strategies to prevent future breaches (eg. systems, procedures,
guidelines, awareness or research);
– Nominate an officer, with appropriate senior management reporting structures, to monitor compliance
assurance responsibilities;
– Undertake works to reduce the environmental impact or hazard associated with operation of any part of the
company’s operation;
– Provide statements of commitment from senior management that it will support compliance programs;
– Implement publicity or educative programs (eg. Public apology); and/or
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– Carry out specific projects for the restoration or enhancement of the environment in the nature of
community service.
In the event that a party does not comply with the terms of an Enforceable Undertaking the Authority can take
action through the courts resulting in orders to comply or to take specified actions. If these orders are breached the
party may be found in contempt of court which can result in large fines or imprisonment.
The Environment Protection Authority has released a discussion paper and draft guidelines for public comment and
they are available on the Authority’s website. We encourage comments on the draft guidelines and look forward to
community input.

Water: waterways and drainage charge
Raised with:

Water

Raised by:

Mrs Petrovich

Raised on:

11 June 2008

REPLY:
Melbourne Water is now responsible for the delivery of waterway, floodplain and drainage management in the
entire Port Phillip and Westernport area. The waterways and drainage charge is collected and allocated across the
whole region and will be spent only on waterway, floodplain and drainage works. Spreading the cost of these
services across all properties in the catchment is the fairest approach, given that everyone benefits either directly or
indirectly from healthy waterways and a safe reliable drainage system.
With the extension of Melbourne Water’s boundaries, the waterways and drainage charge will now be paid by all
property owners in the Port Phillip and Westernport region. The charge will fund:
– Improvements to river health through replanting, weed removal, erosion control and managing
environmental flows;
– Grants for property owners and community groups to improve their waterways;
– Management and improvements to larger, regional drainage assets;
– Improvements in flood management and flood warning systems;
– Provision of infrastructure to service urban growth using the principles of sustainable development;
– Monitoring and investigations to improve knowledge and understanding on the region’s waterways and
the threats to their health;
– Protecting and improving water quality through improved stormwater management and assistance to local
government; and
– Increased community and stakeholder engagement and involvement.
These works are informed and prioritised by a number of strategies which have been developed by Melbourne
Water in close consultation with stakeholders and customers.
Given the absence of a regional authority responsible for waterways in the extended area in the past, the health of
the waterways in this area requires urgent attention. Therefore, over the next five years all funds that are raised
within the extended area will be spent within the extended area. A significant proportion of works for the whole
regional area will be carried out in the extended area.

Country Fire Authority: Toongabbie
Raised with:

Police and Emergency Services

Raised by:

Mr Hall
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REPLY:
I refer to the issue you raised concerning the proposed upgrade of the Toongabbie Country Fire Authority (CFA)
fire station.
Like all Victorians, we are indebted to emergency service volunteers who willingly give their time and expertise to
make Victoria a safer place in which to live. Their efforts are greatly appreciated, particularly in times of extreme
emergency such as bushfires and floods.
The Victorian Government acknowledges and appreciates the excellent work performed by volunteer emergency
services such as the Toongabbie Fire Brigade. Since 1999, the CFA’s annual budget has more than doubled in size–
increasing to $295 million in 2008–09. These funds enable brigades to protect their communities and include
programs such as the CFA Station Replacement Program. This program will replace or refurbish 18 stations at an
estimated total cost of $39.2 million over a four year period.
In regard to the upgrade of the Toongabbie station, CFA advises that, while it has been listed on their upgrade
program, there are higher priorities within the region currently. The CFA also advised that the Regional Asset
Manager has met with the Toongabbie Brigade Management Team to discuss immediate issues and future
development plans for the area and will continue to work with them on improvements to the station.

Greensborough: shopping centre redevelopment
Raised with:

Planning

Raised by:

Mr Guy

Raised on:

12 June 2008

REPLY:
Thank you for your Adjournment Debate question raised in Parliament on Thursday, 12 June 2008, regarding
Greensborough Shopping Centre and Development Assessment Committees.
The Victorian Government is committed to a stronger partnership with local government, working together to
make sure that local and city-wide interests are balanced when major planning decisions are made.
Development Assessment Committees will enable State and local governments to partner in making significant
decisions in places of shared State-local interest that have an impact on the wider region.
The State Government will consult with the local government sector on the implementation and operation of
Development Assessment Committees before they are established.
Development Assessment Committees will initially be introduced in Camberwell, Coburg, Doncaster Hill, central
Geelong and Preston (High Street). Development Assessment Committees will progressively be introduced across
all remaining Principal Activity Centres, which includes Greensborough.

Manufacturing: future
Raised with:

Industry and Trade

Raised by:

Mr Koch

Raised on:

24 June 2008
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REPLY:
– The Victorian Government is fully committed to the manufacturing sector in Victoria. The Ministerial
Statement on Manufacturing and Industry Policy, released in December 2006, outlined the Government’s
record in working with the manufacturing sector since 1999 including the Agenda for New Manufacturing
which has underpinned manufacturing policy since 2002.
– As Minister for Industry and Trade, Information and Communication Technology, and Major Projects, I have
had detailed discussions with the State’s key industry groups regarding this commitment to manufacturing and
has explained his role as Minister captures more effectively this relationship between manufacturing and
broader economic development.
– The 2007 State Budget committed significant amounts of money for industry development and exports over 4
years including $9.9m to expand Opening Doors to Export, $5.4m for an expanded Industry Capability
Network (ICN), $2.1m for Tiger Teams and a new Victorians Abroad Program, and $8.1m for Strategic
Industry Development Program.
– The implementation of these initiatives is well underway as is the delivery of a number of broader commitments
to improve industry competitiveness, including:
– the reduction of VIPP Implementation Plan thresholds from $50m to $10m in metropolitan areas and from
$5m to $2.5m in regional areas. Indeed the Ai Group congratulated the Government on this change in its
2008 Budget submission;
– a further $1.43 billion in reductions in taxes and business costs announced in the 2008/09 Budget.
– The Brumby Government in addition has made specific commitments too, such as the Toyota Hybrid
production at Altona.
– The Brumby Government will be making further commitments in the coming months in a detailed industry and
manufacturing policy statement addressing specific challenges facing the manufacturing and related industries,
and to identify and capitalise on opportunities, at a time of unprecedented change. These challenges and
opportunities include the rise of China and India, intensified technological change and the growing importance
of climate change.
– This work is being linked closely with key planks of the Government’s broader economic development agenda
including innovation, climate change and future skills and education and training needs.
– The contrast to the record and policies of the Coalition could not be starker. The Coalition:
– did not make any submission to the Bracks Automotive Review
– did not make any submission to the Federal Government’s Textiles Clothing and Footwear Review
– did not make any submission to any other Federal Government Inquiry impacting on the Victorian
manufacturing industry including:
– Innovation
– Trade policy
– Infrastructure
– The Coalition, through Peter Ryan, criticised the Brumby Government for supporting the Toyota Hybrid car
production at Altona — securing the jobs of thousands of Victorian automotive manufacturing workers.
– The timing of the statement will be aligned with the outcomes Federal Government’s reviews of the automotive
and TCF sectors, the National Innovation System and Export Policies and Programs, all of which are scheduled
for completion by August this year.
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‘Victoria online’ website: update
Raised with:

Industry and Trade

Raised by:

Mrs Peulich

Raised on:

24 June 2008

REPLY:
Victoria Online (www.vic.gov.au) is the State Government’s main portal website, providing the online interface to
services and information across three levels of government. When Victoria Online was established, updating the
directory and information was designed as a manual process.
The Parliament of Victoria’s pages and the contact details of the Members of the Legislative Assembly and Council
have been updated recently (drawing on the information recorded on the Parliament of Victoria’s website).
Additional changes to enhance Victoria Online’s flexibility and currency of information are being examined.

Water: Smart Water Fund
Raised with:

Water

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

24 June 2008

REPLY:
On 25 June 2008 I launched Round 6 of the Smart Water Fund.
Two streams of funding are available in Round 6:
–
–

$3 million for community groups and businesses throughout Melbourne and regional centres; and
$2 million for research and development into key challenges facing the water industry.

Between 30 June and 9 July 2008 the Smart Water Fund conducted information sessions in 11 major urban centres
of regional Victoria. These sessions were hosted by the regional water corporations, providing the opportunity for
regional Victoria to learn about potential funding for innovative water projects.
Applications for funding under Round 6 of the Smart Water Fund close on 22 August 2008.

Carers: grandparents
Raised with:

Community Services

Raised by:

Mr Drum

Raised on:

24 June 2008

REPLY:
I thank the member for Northern Victoria for his concern for grandparent carers and report that this matter has been
under investigation by the Victorian Government. The numbers of children in kinship care with relatives has
increased and in 2007 we consulted with families and statutory services on the best response to assist family
members who take on parenting when the parents are unable to do so, either due to being incapacitated (or as in the
members’ experience, the parents’ death) or in other situations where children are at risk of neglect or abuse.
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The family members who take on this care are often grandparents, but are also aunts, brothers or sisters, or
sometimes unrelated family friends. Following the review by the Department of Human Services of the support
required by these families, the Victorian Government has allocated $2.2 million in 2008–2009 to assist kinship
carers where children are brought to the attention of Child Protection. This includes an amount specifically for
Indigenous kinship care. The annual funding will rise to over $4.5 million by the 4th year.
The Government is aware that significant numbers of children are cared for by relatives without Child Protection
intervention, and sometimes to avoid such intervention. Our review has highlighted that these families are in need
of support also. Such support needs include easier access to information from schools and health centres, as well as
awareness by mainstream children’s services of the needs of grandparent carers, and appropriate financial support.
Victoria through our Child Safety Commissioner will seek to investigate how Victorian services could be more
accessible to these families. In addition, I participate in the Community and Disability Services Ministers Council
of relevant State and Commonwealth Ministers. This Council is continuing to examine ways to make appropriate
Commonwealth and State and Territory payments available to grandparent and relative carers.
The Commonwealth has benefits such as a Double Orphan’s pension that the children referred to by the member
for Northern Victoria may be eligible for. Officers of my department could provide further information to the
member if he wishes to pursue this.

Water: water saver kits
Raised with:

Water

Raised by:

Mr Pakula

Raised on:

24 June 2008

REPLY:
The water saving kits form part of the Victorian Government’s Water Plan awareness and education campaign is
currently running across the State. The kits are available free of charge to Victorians.
In order to obtain a kit, your constituents can text “Water” to 13 21 20, call the DSE Customer Service Centre on
136 186 or visit www.ourwater.vic.gov.au and order a free Water Saving kit.
It is encouraging to note that your constituents have embraced water conservation and I am confident these kits will
assist them in their further endeavours to save this precious resource.

Western English Language School: portable classrooms
Raised with:

Education

Raised by:

Mr Finn

Raised on:

24 June 2008

REPLY:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development recognises the high-quality service provided by
the Western English Language School (WELS) in the Western Metropolitan Region for newly arrived students.
The Government believes students should be educated in their local communities. An independent evaluation of
English as a Second Language delivery last year identified that many newly arrived students, particularly secondary
students, are travelling long distances, and for a significant time, from outer suburbs such as Broadmeadows,
Werribee and Mooroolbark, to attend English language schools in inner urban areas.
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The Minister for Education met with representatives from Wyndham City Council and the Wyndham
Humanitarian Network on the need for adequate educational facilities for refugee and humanitarian entrants in
Werribee. In response, Department representatives contacted Western Metropolitan Regional Office to discuss the
establishment of a WELS outpost for secondary school students in Wyndham.
A number of meetings were held between Department representatives, regional staff and Wyndham City Council
regarding the need and to determine an appropriate site. Galvin Park Secondary College was determined to be the
most appropriate site of the secondary schools in Werribee on account of space, enrolments and access. Galvin
Park Secondary College and WELS have been involved in meetings and continue to be involved in working
towards establishing a secondary new arrivals program in Werribee.
Figures from the Local Settlement Planning Committee of the Department of Immigration and Citizenship indicate
the ongoing settlement of new arrivals in Werribee. There is consequently a need for education services for new
arrivals in the area. New portables have been located at Werribee Primary School to meet the ongoing needs of
primary new arrivals. This is a wonderful resource for the community, as will be the secondary campus of WELS
at Galvin Park Secondary College.

Sport and recreation: Country Action grants
Raised with:

Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs

Raised by:

Ms Tierney

Raised on:

25 June 2008

REPLY:
I have approved the allocation of a grant of $5,000 to the Geelong Community Basketball Association and $4150
to Diversitat, from the Country Action Grant Scheme 2008/09.
Staff from Sport and Recreation Victoria have contacted the club in order to facilitate the payment of the grants as
soon as possible.

Family violence: regional and rural Victoria
Raised with:

Women’s Affairs

Raised by:

Ms Darveniza

Raised on:

25 June 2008

REPLY:
– I had great pleasure in launching the new family violence website on 12 June. This online gateway will enable
women across Victoria to access government information on family violence, including information about where
to seek help.
– My department is ensuring that family violence service providers, agencies and women’s networks in rural and
regional areas are informed of the website through a promotional campaign that will target:
–
–
–
–
–

Regional media
Local members of parliament
Local government
Departments which provide funding to service providers
The family violence integration coordinator in each region
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– New promotional postcards featuring the Family Violence domain name will support the communications
campaign.
– I take every opportunity to visit rural and regional areas and to meet with agencies which provide family
violence services so that I can continue to be informed about the particular issues and challenges faced by rural
and regional women experiencing family violence.

Office of Housing: Flemington estate
Raised with:

Housing

Raised by:

Ms Hartland

Raised on:

25 June 2008

REPLY:
The Flemington public housing estate is managed from the Ascot Vale Housing Office and staff from the office
attend the Flemington estate on a daily basis. The presence at the estate includes attendance at resident or
community agency meetings, following up on maintenance issues, visiting tenants in relation to tenancy issues or
providing information and advice to residents on various matters.
It is not necessary for a person to attend the office to just submit documents for rental rebate purposes. A staff
member can attend at the person’s home to discuss any issues that are of concern or to pick up any documentation
that is required to be submitted to the office. In addition to this arrangement, residents can send any documents to
the office through the mail rather than attend the office in person.
As you are aware, the Moonee Valley City Council, in conjunction with the Office of Housing and the Department
of Planning and Community Development, have jointly funded the Flemington Community Capacity Building
Project. This project aims to improve the health and wellbeing of the community residing at the Flemington estate
by improving coordination of key activities, increasing resident participation and coordinating action by State and
Local Government and local service providers.
The project is engaging with residents and groups on the estate through a working group process. The residents
have also expressed an interest in establishing a tenant group on the estate and housing staff are working with the
Project Officer from the Flemington Community Capacity Building Project to assist in this process.
The Flemington Project has created many opportunities for interaction between residents and housing staff.
Housing staff were instrumental in establishing the community facility at the base of the high-rise building at 12
Holland Court, Flemington which is very well used by individuals from the Flemington housing estate as well as
community organisations who represents residents of the Flemington housing estate.

Community services: Springvale resident
Raised with:

Community Services

Raised by:

Mr Rich-Phillips

Raised on:

25 June 2008

REPLY:
I am advised that Child Protection staff from the Department of Human Services are aware of the issues raised by
the residents of Heather Grove, Springvale and are actively working with Police, community support services and
the family.
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Bayside and Kingston: synthetic playing surfaces
Raised with:

Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs

Raised by:

Mrs Coote

Raised on:

26 June 2008

REPLY:
The Brumby Government funds the development of feasibility studies and high quality, accessible community
sport and recreation facilities through the Community Facilities Funding Program. Since 2000, the Victorian
Government has provided more than $170m through this program to improve 1,870 facilities across Victoria.
Funding under the CFFP is provided through Local Government Authorities. Both Bayside City Council and the
City of Kingston have the opportunity to either submit individual or joint applications under the Recreation
Planning category.
I encourage you to liaise with Bayside City Council and the City of Kingston to discuss the potential for an
application to the CFFP.

Drug-driving: public awareness
Raised with:

Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission

Raised by:

Mr Somyurek

Raised on:

30 July 2008

REPLY:
I refer to the issue of public awareness of drug driving raised in the Adjournment Debate of 30 July 2008 in the
Legislative Council regarding public awareness of drug driving.
The Brumby Government’s Arrive Alive strategy recognises that driving while affected by illicit drugs is
undoubtedly a factor in many fatal crashes.
On 1 August 2008, I was pleased to launch a new Transport Accident Commission (TAC) public awareness
campaign to make young road users aware of the dangers of driving under the influence of drugs.
This innovative campaign specifically targets the high number of young people putting themselves and others at
risk when driving on drugs.
Driving under the influence of drugs is dangerous because it affects the very skills that drivers need to travel safely
on the road, such as alertness, clear vision, physical coordination and the ability to make the right decision under
pressure.
Research shows that a driver who has recently consumed cannabis or an amphetamine based substance is at the
same risk as having a crash as a driver with an alcohol concentration above 0.05.
It is important to note that there are three critical factors recognised internationally as the best ways to reduce deaths
and serious injuries on our roads: safer roads and roadsides, safer vehicles and safer road users.
This campaign will play an important role in developing safer road users and will assist in reducing the level of
death and injuries on our roads.
With any advertising campaign around safe driving, it is recognised that enforcement is essential to getting the
message through to our community. I commend the TAC and Victoria Police for the partnership approach they
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take with campaigns such as this. With this campaign they are working together to educate motorists to better
understand the drug driving/crash risk relationship, and the high risk of detection.
I trust this information is of assistance.

Water: fluoridation
Raised with:

Health

Raised by:

Mr Kavanagh

Raised on:

31 July 2008

REPLY:
I thank the Legislative Council member, Mr Peter Kavanagh, for raising an adjournment matter on 31 July 2008
regarding water fluoridation in Castlemaine and other areas of Victoria.
I am aware that about 1,000 residents of Castlemaine have signed a notice of non-consent to treatment for dental
decay (where the treatment is adding fluoride to drinking water). The notices were addressed to the Secretary of the
Department of Human Services, Ms Fran Thorn. The Secretary has responded to each correspondent where a
legible address was provided.
As you are aware, it is Victorian Government policy to extend water fluoridation to areas of rural and regional
Victoria which do not currently benefit from this important public health measure.
The Victorian Government is not acting in isolation. All jurisdictions have endorsed Healthy mouths healthy lives:
Australia’s National Oral Health Plan 2004–13, which includes an action area to extend water fluoridation around
Australia. And I also note that recently, the Queensland Premier, the Hon Anna Bligh MP, announced that water
fluoridation will be extensively introduced to that state, so that by mid 2010 approximately 80 per cent of
Queenslanders will benefit from this important public health initiative.
Water fluoridation is also supported by well-recognised organisations including: the World Health Organization;
Australia’s National Health and Medical Research Council; the Australian Dental Association and Australian
Medical Association; Kidney Health Australia; the Australian Centre for Human Health Risk Assessment; the
Public Health Association of Australia; Osteoporosis Australia and Arthritis Australia; the Cancer Council of
Victoria; Dental Health Services Victoria; the Dental Therapists’ Association; University of Melbourne School of
Dental Science; La Trobe University School of Dentistry and Oral Health; Royal Children’s Hospital Department
of Dentistry and VicHealth. I also note that recently the ‘Close the Gap’ Indigenous Health Campaign has called
for the introduction of water fluoridation into Aboriginal communities.
A report, Water fluoridation and children’s dental health: The Child Dental Health Survey Australia 2002, released
in December 2007 by the Australian Institute of Health & Welfare states that, due largely to fluoridated water,
children in Australia have better oral health than children in many other countries. At any given age, in both first
and permanent teeth, children who live in areas with optimally-fluoridated water have significantly less tooth decay
than those from areas with low fluoride levels. In addition, optimal water fluoridation was associated with better
dental health for both five to six year olds and 11 to 12 year old children regardless of the socioeconomic status of
the area in which the children lived.
Currently 77 per cent of Victorians have access to fluoridated drinking water supplies. Following the recent
commencement of water fluoridation in the Castlemaine area and the decision to fluoridate the towns of
Yarrawonga, Warrnambool, Hamilton, Ballarat, Geelong and Colac, the proportion of Victorians with fluoridated
drinking water will soon increase to approximately 87 per cent.
Extending water fluoridation to areas of Victoria such as Castlemaine, is an important means of redressing the
poorer health outcomes experienced by rural and regional Victorians. The Victorian Government will continue to

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Tuesday, 19 August 2008

COUNCIL

implement the policy of extending water fluoridation to those areas of Victoria currently without this important
public health initiative.

3335

3336

COUNCIL

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Wednesday, 20 August 2008

COUNCIL

3337

WRITTEN ADJOURNMENT RESPONSES
Responses have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate
ministers

Wednesday, 20 August 2008
Aboriginal affairs: cultural heritage surveys
Raised with:

Aboriginal Affairs

Raised by:

Mr P. Davis

Raised on:

29 May 2008

REPLY:
The Aboriginal Heritage Act 2008 (the Act) promotes the consideration of Aboriginal heritage during initial
scoping phases of a development project, when other planning and environmental issues are being dealt with. At
this time in a project’s life, there is maximum capacity to integrate the management of Aboriginal heritage into the
proposed development.
Previously, Aboriginal heritage issues were often dealt with during the construction phase, creating substantial
delay costs and a lack of certainty about construction if Aboriginal cultural heritage was found. It also resulted in
unnecessary destruction of large amounts of pre-contact Aboriginal heritage material.
The cultural heritage management plan process is not required to be conducted ‘in advance of the planning
application’. The Act is very clear in this respect. A planning application may be lodged with a Council before,
during or after Aboriginal heritage work is completed. The Council is not able to grant the planning permit before
the cultural heritage management plan is completed and approved, but the application may be made at any time.
Aboriginal Affairs Victoria does not ‘approve archaeological surveyors’. The Act states what appropriately
qualifies a person as a cultural heritage adviser, as well as enabling the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs to make
guidelines specifying appropriate qualifications for cultural heritage advisers.
Aboriginal Affairs Victoria does not ‘regulate the use of Aboriginal community members as site monitors’. Where
a Registered Aboriginal Party is not in place, cultural heritage advisers may freely choose whether or not to involve
members of the relevant Aboriginal community in archaeological survey work. It is–and has been for many years–
best practise for heritage advisers to work with the relevant Aboriginal community members to better inform
Aboriginal cultural heritage management plans. Where a Registered Aboriginal Party is in place the cultural
heritage adviser will normally work with representatives of that Party.
The Victorian Aboriginal Heritage Council, an independent body of 11 Victorian traditional owners, registers
Aboriginal parties. The Government does not do this. The Council has, to date, registered five Aboriginal parties
covering more than a third of the State, including the Gurnai Kurnai over the Central and East Gippsland area.
The Government is supporting the implementation of the new Act by undertaking a range of initiatives, including a
major upgrade of the Aboriginal Heritage Information System, training for local government, developers and
heritage advisers, providing information about Aboriginal heritage requirements via the web, designing and
implementing training programs for Aboriginal people in heritage management, working with tertiary institutions
to improve heritage management courses and conducting a review of the Aboriginal Heritage Regulations in
consultation with all major stakeholders, including the housing development industry.
The Government will continue to meet its commitment to protect Victoria’s unique Aboriginal cultural heritage.
The Aboriginal Heritage Act 2006 is a critical part of meeting that commitment. Under the previous legislation,
delays during the construction phase of projects created not just uncertainty, but substantial costs for the
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development industry. The new legislation has established a framework which greatly reduces the potential for
such delays and associated costs.
I would be pleased to be advised of the details of the examples cited by you in East Gippsland, as this could provide
important input into the current regulation review.
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Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Tuesday, 19 August 2008
Water, environment and climate change: ministerial conduct
549.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Water, Environment
and Climate Change): In relation to overseas travel —
(1)

(2)

Has the Minister taken any international trips —
(a) between 1 January 2003 and 1 March 2003;
(b) between 1 October 2003 and 31 December 2003;
(c) in 2004;
(d) in 2006; and
(e) in 2007.
If so —
(a) What was the date/s of travel.
(b) What was the destination/s of travel.
(c) What was the purpose for the travel.
(d) How many staff members accompanied him on the travel.
(e) What was the total cost of this travel broken down into —
(i) airfares;
(ii) accommodation;
(iii) meals; and
(iv) all other expenses.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The previous Minister did not travel overseas between 1 January 2003 and 1 March 2003.
The previous Minister did not travel overseas between 1 October 2003 and 31 December 2003.
The former Minister travelled to Canada and the United States of America between 11 May and 23 May 2004.
The purpose of the trip was to attend a Conference of the Reducers in Toronto. The former Minister also met with
officials from Canadian and US state governments on climate change issues.
The total cost for airfares for the former Minister and one ministerial staff member was $19,472. The total cost of
accommodation was $2,316. The total cost for meals and other expenses for the former Minister and one
ministerial staff member was $11,769.
The former Minister travelled to India and Sri Lanka between 30 January 2006 and 15 February 2006. The purpose
of the trip was to attend a number of meetings with Indian Government officials to explore opportunities for
collaboration with the Victorian Government in regards to water salinity, green buildings, renewable energy,
climate change and water management practices. The former Minister was not accompanied by a ministerial staff
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member on this travel. While in Sri Lanka the former Minister for Water, Environment and Climate Change
inspected the progress of the Victorian Government’s Tsunami Disaster Reconstruction Fund.
The total cost for airfares for the former Minister was $9,802. The total cost of accommodation was $8,051. The
total allowance paid to the former Minister for meals and other expenses was $3,309.
The former Minister did not travel overseas in 2007.

Roads and ports: licences
669.

MR KOCH — To ask the Minister for Industry and State Development (for the Minister for Roads and
Ports): During the periods 2004–05, 2005–06 and 1 July 2006 to 30 April 2007 respectively:
(1)

(2)

(3)
(4)
(5)

(6)

How many Victorian motorists held each of the following licences —
(a) motor car;
(b) motor cycle (class R);
(c) light rigid (class LR);
(d) medium rigid (class MR);
(e) heavy rigid (class HR);
(f) heavy combination (class HC); and
(g) multi combination (class MC).
What number of full licence holders and probationary licence holders in each category in (1) had
demerit points recorded against their licence, including the number of demerit points (from 1 to
12).
Of those identified in (2), how many continued driving upon reaching their maximum demerit
points before licence cancellation.
How many drivers in each category in (1) lost their licence for exceeding their demerit point limit.
How many cases of incorrectly allocated demerit points in each of the categories in (1) were
detected by VicRoads and in each case —
(a) what was the cause of the incorrect allocation; and
(b) how many licence holders were informed in writing of the incorrect allocation.
How many cases of inappropriate access to the demerit points database for each category in (1)
have been reported to VicRoads and in each case —
(a) what date was the database accessed; and
(b) what action was taken as a result.

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

The following information is available as at 24 September 2007. This information is not readily available for
the periods requested.
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

Motor car–3,261,395
Motorcycle (class R)–1,588
Light rigid (class LR)–25,659
Medium rigid (class MR)–77,571
Heavy rigid (class HR)–149,818
Heavy combination (class HC)–136,394
Multi combination–(class MC)–16,754
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Holders of a dual licence (motor car and motorcycle) are not included above. The total for this licence
category is 284,983.
Licences from categories (c) to (g) above are a type of heavy vehicle endorsement added to a motor car
licence.
(2–5) The information sought is not readily available. Significant cost and effort would be required to develop a
report which would extract the historical data from the VicRoads’ Driver Licensing System.
(6)

With regard to inappropriate access to the demerit points database, three cases of inappropriate access were
reported to VicRoads in the period 2004–05 to 30 April 2007. The database was accessed on 9 March 2004,
15 March 2004, and 13 February 2006. Two officers resigned on 29 July 2005 and a third person was
prosecuted on 7 December 2006.

Public transport: myki ticketing system
683.

MS HARTLAND — To ask the Minister for Industry and State Development (for the Minister for
Public Transport): In relation to the proposed myki transport ticketing system being developed by the
Transport Ticketing Authority: Have any reports or studies been done by the Government on access of
people with a disability to the public transport system under the new myki system; if so, what are the
names, authors and dates of these reports/studies.

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

AUTHOR

DATE

Confide & Consult Report

Ker Walsh Communications

December 2004

Confide & Consult Visit
Summary

Ker Walsh Communications

December 2004

Framework to Achieve
Compliance

Murray Mountain–Access
Design Solutions

March 2006

Disability Discrimination Act– Murray Mountain–Access
1992 – Compliance
Design Solutions

March 2006

Disability Discrimination Act
Report

Kamco

March 2006

Disability Discrimination Act
& New Ticketing Solution

L.E.K. Consulting Pty Ltd

June 2006

Disability Discrimination Act
Position (Draft)

Kamco

October 2006

Public Transport Access
Committee Presentation /
Issue Summary

Duncan Bryce / Suzanne
Stephenson

June 2007

Disability Discrimination Act
Report

Murray Mountain–Access
Design Solutions

June 2007
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Public transport: myki ticketing system
793.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Public
Transport): In relation to the rollout of myki: What date is the pilot scheduled to begin.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
A specific date has not been fixed for the myki pilot.

Health: hospitals — funding
944.

MR D. M. DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Health):
(1)
(2)

How many of the total 145,214 patients admitted to a hospital bed from an emergency department
from July to December 2006 were admitted within 8 hours.
From 1999 to 2007 inclusive, on both a yearly and quarterly basis, what has been the level of
Government funding provided to each of the private hospitals and/or private hospital groups and
for what purpose.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The total number of patients admitted to a hospital bed from an emergency department from July to
December 2006 was 145,224. The number admitted within 8 hours was 105,317.

(2)

In terms of the financial data requested, this information is not routinely collated in the format requested and
to provide these details would be an unreasonable diversion of my Department’s resources.

Sport, recreation and youth affairs: consultancies
963.

MR GUY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth
Affairs): What are the details of each consultancy commissioned by the Minister’s Department and each
agency and authority within the Minister’s administration since 1 December 2006, indicating for
each —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and
Community Development.
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In relation to the agencies and authorities within my administration, since 1 December, 2006, to the date the
question was asked, I am informed that the information below is consistent with Victorian Government Purchasing
Board(VGPB) Guidelines with respect to consultancies:
State Sports Centre Trust:
1 consultancy undertaken by SGL Consulting Group to undertake an SSCT Master Plan at a cost of $31,680; and
Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust:
1 consultancy undertaken by Bovis Lend Lease to develop a Master Plan at a cost of $67,500.
Neither consultancy went to public tender as they were below the public tender threshold.
Questions in relation to consultancies commissioned by the Department should be directed to the Lead Minister for
the Department, Justin Madden, Minister for Planning

Sport, recreation and youth affairs: regional youth affairs networks
969.

MR GUY — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth
Affairs): What are the details of the consultant commissioned by the Minister’s Department to look in to
the Regional Youth Affairs Networks, including —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Asquith Group undertook the consultancy for the RYAN improvement project at a cost of $29,150. The
consultant made a number of recommendations to strengthen the focus and role of the Regional Youth Affairs
Networks to support youth participation and engagement.
The Office for Youth is currently finalising new guidelines for the RYANs, linking the networks to Future
Directions, the Government’s action agenda for young people and the Youth Affairs Interdepartmental Committee.

Finance, WorkCover and the Traffic Accident Commission: minister’s office — expenses
980.

MR D. M. DAVIS — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the TAC):
Between 25 November 2006 and 2 August 2007 what are the details of expenses of the office of the
Minister for:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

staff salaries and on-costs;
number of Ministerial staff (including driver);
any other Ministerial office operating costs (recurrent expenses);
Minister’s and/or office international flights;
Minister’s and/or office domestic flights;
Minister’s and/or office charter flights;
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travel related expenses (international);
travel related expenses (domestic);
entertainment/hospitality expenses; and
alcohol costs.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To provide details as requested would be an unreasonable diversion of my Department’s resources.

Education: minister’s office — expenses
981.

MR D. M. DAVIS — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): Between 25 November
2006 and 2 August 2007 what are the details of expenses of the office of the Minister for:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)

staff salaries and on-costs;
number of Ministerial staff (including driver);
any other Ministerial office operating costs (recurrent expenses);
Minister’s and/or office international flights;
Minister’s and/or office domestic flights;
Minister’s and/or office charter flights;
travel related expenses (international);
travel related expenses (domestic);
entertainment/hospitality expenses; and
alcohol costs.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
To provide the details as requested would be an unreasonable diversion of my Department’s resources.

Housing: minister’s office — expenses
985.

MR D. M. DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Housing): Between 25 November 2006 and 2 August 2007 what are the details of expenses of the office
of the Minister for:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)

staff salaries and on-costs;
number of Ministerial staff (including driver);
any other Ministerial office operating costs (recurrent expenses);
Minister’s and/or office international flights;
Minister’s and/or office domestic flights;
Minister’s and/or office charter flights;
travel related expenses (international);
travel related expenses (domestic);
entertainment/hospitality expenses; and
alcohol costs.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To provide details as requested would be an unreasonable diversion of my Department’s resources.

Mental health: minister’s office — expenses
986.

MR D. M. DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Mental Health): Between 25 November 2006 and 2 August 2007 what are the details of expenses of the
office of the Minister for:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)

staff salaries and on-costs;
number of Ministerial staff (including driver);
any other Ministerial office operating costs (recurrent expenses);
Minister’s and/or office international flights;
Minister’s and/or office domestic flights;
Minister’s and/or office charter flights;
travel related expenses (international);
travel related expenses (domestic);
entertainment/hospitality expenses; and
alcohol costs.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To provide details as requested would be an unreasonable diversion of my Department’s resources.

Community services: minister’s office — expenses
987.

MR D. M. DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): Between 25 November 2006 and 2 August 2007 what are the details of expenses
of the office of the Minister for:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)

staff salaries and on-costs;
number of Ministerial staff (including driver);
any other Ministerial office operating costs (recurrent expenses);
Minister’s and/or office international flights;
Minister’s and/or office domestic flights;
Minister’s and/or office charter flights;
travel related expenses (international);
travel related expenses (domestic);
entertainment/hospitality expenses; and
alcohol costs.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To provide details as requested would be an unreasonable diversion of my Department’s resources.
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Senior Victorians: minister’s office — expenses
988.

MR D. M. DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Senior Victorians): Between 25 November 2006 and 2 August 2007 what are the details of expenses of
the office of the Minister for:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)

staff salaries and on-costs;
number of Ministerial staff (including driver);
any other Ministerial office operating costs (recurrent expenses);
Minister’s and/or office international flights;
Minister’s and/or office domestic flights;
Minister’s and/or office charter flights;
travel related expenses (international);
travel related expenses (domestic);
entertainment/hospitality expenses; and
alcohol costs.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To provide details as requested would be an unreasonable diversion of my Department’s resources.

Corrections: minister’s office — expenses
999.

MR D. M. DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Corrections): Between
25 November 2006 and 2 August 2007 what are the details of expenses of the office of the Minister for:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)

staff salaries and on-costs;
number of Ministerial staff (including driver);
any other Ministerial office operating costs (recurrent expenses);
Minister’s and/or office international flights;
Minister’s and/or office domestic flights;
Minister’s and/or office charter flights;
travel related expenses (international);
travel related expenses (domestic);
entertainment/hospitality expenses; and
alcohol costs.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
I refer you to my response to Question on Notice number 998.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 7 May 2008, page 1728]
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Tourism and major events: minister’s office — expenses
1005.

MR D. M. DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Tourism and
Major Events): Between 25 November 2006 and 2 August 2007 what are the details of expenses of the
office of the Minister for:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)

staff salaries and on-costs;
number of Ministerial staff (including driver);
any other Ministerial office operating costs (recurrent expenses);
Minister’s and/or office international flights;
Minister’s and/or office domestic flights;
Minister’s and/or office charter flights;
travel related expenses (international);
travel related expenses (domestic);
entertainment/hospitality expenses; and
alcohol costs.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
To provide details as requested would be an unreasonable diversion of my Department’s resources.

Agriculture: minister’s office — expenses
1008.

MR D. M. DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Agriculture):
Between 25 November 2006 and 2 August 2007 what are the details of expenses of the office of the
Minister for:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)
(i)
(j)

staff salaries and on-costs;
number of Ministerial staff (including driver);
any other Ministerial office operating costs (recurrent expenses);
Minister’s and/or office international flights;
Minister’s and/or office domestic flights;
Minister’s and/or office charter flights;
travel related expenses (international);
travel related expenses (domestic);
entertainment/hospitality expenses; and
alcohol costs.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To provide details as requested would be an unreasonable diversion of my Department’s resources.

Public transport: rail — Brighton level crossing
1012.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Public
Transport): In relation to the train crash at the New Street railway gates in Brighton on 10 September
2007 and a similar crash 18 months prior:
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Has a decision been made to install an interlocking system on the New Street crossing; if so, on
what date was it made.
What is the cost of such a system.
Has construction commenced on such a system; if so, on what date.
Is installation complete.
Are there plans to fully install a fully functioning interlocking system; if so, on what date will this
occur.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1–5) Connex advise me that they have been involved in an extensive process with the local council in relation to
ongoing safety concerns at this crossing. The operator and the Council are weighing up community concerns
about retaining rail heritage at the site, with the operator’s absolute obligation to safety.

Planning: departmental staff — travel expenses
1034.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Planning: In relation to expenditure on domestic air
travel by the Department of Planning and Community Development in 2006–07: What proportion of
expenditure was related to carriage by —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

Jetstar;
Qantas;
Regional Express;
Virgin Blue;
other scheduled carriers; and
chartered flights.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
All flights taken by members of staff from the Department of Planning and Community Development are
purchased through a contracted, government appointed booking agency, who determines the appropriate flight
carrier. To retrieve this information would require a manual search of all invoices and would place an unreasonable
burden on public time and resources.

Planning: departmental staff — travel expenses
1035.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Planning: In relation to expenditure on international
air travel by the Department of Planning and Community Development in 2006–07: What proportion of
expenditure was related to carriage by —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

Air China;
Air New Zealand;
Air Pacific;
Cathay Pacific;
China Eastern;
Emirates;
Garuda Indonesia;
Jetstar;
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Malaysia Airlines;
Qantas;
Singapore Airlines;
Thai Airways International;
United Airlines;
Vietnam Airlines; and
other scheduled carriers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
All flights taken by members of staff from the Department of Planning and Community Development are
purchased through a contracted, government appointed booking agency, who determines the appropriate flight
carrier. To retrieve this information would require a manual search of all invoices and would place an unreasonable
burden on public time and resources.

Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission: heart attack injury claims
1044.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the
Transport Accident Commission): In relation to the Victorian WorkCover Authority (VWA):
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

How many claims relating to ‘heart attack injury’ have been lodged with the VWA since July
2001.
How many of the claims lodged since July 2001 relating to ‘heart attack injury’ have been rejected
by the VWA.
How many common law appeals have been lodged against the VWA relating to those rejected
claims for ‘heart attack injury’ lodged since July 2001.
How many of these appeals have been successful.
What is the total amount paid out by VWA to workers due to successful common law appeals
relating to ‘heart attack injury’ as referred to in (4).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The Victorian WorkCover Authority (VWA) records do not contain data specific to ‘heart attack injury’
claims. The VWA keep claims data on Ischaemic Heart Disease, which includes heart attack, angina,
myocardial infarction and coronary occlusion. VWA records indicate there were 835 Ischaemic Heart
Disease claims between 1 July 2001 and 30 June 2007 as at 30 September 2007.

(2)

Of the 835 claims, 648 have been rejected.

(3)

Where the question refers to ‘common law appeals’ this has been interpreted to mean that the claimant has
appealed the VWA decision of rejection in court. Of the 648 rejected claims, 147 claims have gone to court.

(4)

Sixty-nine of the claims appealed in court were reversed or varied, and eight matters are yet to be resolved.
(VWA records do not accurately indicate whether the reversal or variation of the claims was as a result of a
court decision or whether settlement was reached prior to the court hearing.)

(5)

These sixty-nine claims have been reversed or varied at a cost of $15,989,408.
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Housing: Doncaster, Doncaster East and Donvale
1159.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Housing): In relation to public housing in each of the suburbs of Doncaster, Doncaster East and
Donvale:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

How many one bedroom units are there in each suburb.
What monies have been spent on those units in the last three years.
What is the age of those units.
What is the occupancy rate and how is this measured.
What is the current waiting list for one bedroom units in these suburbs.
What plans are there to buy more one bedroom housing stock in these suburbs.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Since 1999, the Victorian Government has delivered over 11,000 new social housing units, including an
additional 1,350 properties in Eastern Metropolitan, bringing the total provision of social housing stock in
Eastern Metropolitan Region to over 6,850 units, of which 153 are situated in the Doncaster area, including
39 one bedroom properties.

(2)

It is difficult to disaggregate expenditure data to the suburb level; and therefore it is difficult to estimate the
amount spent on one-bedroom units in Doncaster, Doncaster East and Donvale in the last three years.

(3)

Properties in the Doncaster area have an average construction date of 1983, compared to a state average of
1979. One-bedroom properties in the Doncaster area have an average construction date of 1990.

(4)

The Office of Housing makes every effort to ensure that vacant properties are allocated as soon as is
practicable to avoid properties being left unoccupied. At 30 September 2007, the Box Hill area office, which
manages the Doncaster area, had an occupancy rate of 99.5%, compared to the statewide average of 99.1%
and the private rental market occupancy rate of 98.8% (REIV September 2007). The occupancy rate for
one-bedroom properties was 99.3%. As with private rental properties, the occupancy rate is measured as the
properties let as a proportion of all tenantable properties. Properties may remain vacant for a range of reasons,
including the need for maintenance, work to modify properties to meet client needs, client illness, or in the
case of disposing of goods abandoned by vacating tenants, time for actions such as inspections by Consumer
Affairs Victoria.

(5)

There has been a reduction in the Box Hill waiting list over the past four years of over three per cent, from
2,512 in June 2003 to 2,431 in September 2007. Of these, 1,311 applicants were waiting for a one-bedroom
property.

(6)

The Office of Housing capital works planning process ensures that acquisitions are targeted to communities
and areas in need of assistance. A number of new housing projects have already been announced in Ballarat,
Norlane, Bacchus Marsh, Bendigo and Northcote as part of the new State Government investment of $500
million, and planning is currently underway to identify further opportunities to use this Government’s
significant new funding commitment to benefit those Victorians in greatest need of assistance.

Housing: Doncaster, Doncaster East and Donvale
1160.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Housing): In relation to public housing in each of the suburbs of Doncaster, Doncaster East and
Donvale:
(1)

How many two bedroom units are there in each suburb.
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What monies have been spent on those units in the last three years.
What is the age of those units.
What is the occupancy rate and how is this measured.
What is the current waiting list for two bedroom units in these suburbs.
What plans are there to buy more two bedroom housing stock in these suburbs.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Since 1999, the Victorian Government has delivered over 11,000 new social housing units, including an
additional 1,350 properties in Eastern Metropolitan, bringing the total provision of social housing stock in
Eastern Metropolitan Region to over 6,850 units, of which 153 are situated in the Doncaster area, including
76 two bedroom properties.

(2)

It is difficult to disaggregate expenditure data to the suburb level; and therefore it is difficult to estimate the
amount spent on two bedroom units in Doncaster, Doncaster East and Donvale in the last three years.

(3)

Properties in the Doncaster area have an average construction date of 1983, compared to a state average of
1979. Two bedroom properties in the Doncaster area have an average construction date of 1985.

(4)

The Office of Housing makes every effort to ensure that vacant properties are allocated as soon as is
practicable to avoid properties being left unoccupied. At 30 September 2007 the Box Hill area office, which
manages the Doncaster area had an occupancy rate of 99.5%, compared to the statewide average of 99.1%
and the private rental market occupancy rate of 98.8% (REIV September 2007). The occupancy rate for two
bedroom properties was 99.4%. As with private rental properties, the occupancy rate is measured as the
properties let as a proportion of all tenantable properties. Properties may remain vacant for a range of reasons,
including the need for maintenance, work to modify properties to meet client needs, client illness, or in the
case of disposing of goods abandoned by vacating tenants, time for actions such as inspections by Consumer
Affairs Victoria.

(5)

There has been a reduction in the Box Hill waiting list over the past four years of over three per cent, from
2,512 in June 2003 to 2,431 in September 2007. Of these, 677 applicants were waiting for a two bedroom
property.

(6)

The Office of Housing capital works planning process ensures that acquisitions are targeted to communities
and areas in need of assistance. A number of new housing projects have already been announced in Ballarat,
Norlane, Bacchus Marsh, Bendigo and Northcote as part of the new State Government investment of $500
million, and planning is currently underway to identify further opportunities to use this Government’s
significant new funding commitment to benefit those Victorians in greatest need of assistance.

Housing: Doncaster, Doncaster East and Donvale
1161.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Housing): In relation to public housing in each of the suburbs of Doncaster, Doncaster East and
Donvale:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

How many three bedroom units are there in each suburb.
What monies have been spent on those units in the last three years.
What is the age of those units.
What is the occupancy rate and how is this measured.
What is the current waiting list for three bedroom units in these suburbs.
What plans are there to buy more three bedroom housing stock in these suburbs.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Since 1999, the Victorian Government has delivered over 11,000 new social housing units, including an
additional 1,350 properties in Eastern Metropolitan, bringing the total provision of social housing stock in
Eastern Metropolitan Region to over 6,850 units, of which 153 are situated in the Doncaster area, including
29 three bedroom properties.

(2)

It is difficult to disaggregate expenditure data to the suburb level; and therefore it is difficult to estimate the
amount spent on three bedroom units in Doncaster, Doncaster East and Donvale in the last three years.

(3)

Properties in the Doncaster area have an average construction date of 1983, compared to a state average of
1979. Three bedroom properties in the Doncaster area have an average construction date of 1974.

(4)

The Office of Housing makes every effort to ensure that vacant properties are allocated as soon as is
practicable to avoid properties being left unoccupied. At 30 September 2007 the Box Hill area office, which
manages the Doncaster area had an occupancy rate of 99.5%, compared to the statewide average of 99.1%
and the private rental market occupancy rate of 98.8% (REIV September 2007). The occupancy rate for three
bedroom properties was 99.7%. As with private rental properties, the occupancy rate is measured as the
properties let as a proportion of all tenantable properties. Properties may remain vacant for a range of reasons,
including the need for maintenance, work to modify properties to meet client needs, client illness, or in the
case of disposing of goods abandoned by vacating tenants, time for actions such as inspections by Consumer
Affairs Victoria.

(5)

I am pleased to report that there has been a reduction in the Box Hill waiting list over the past four years of
over three per cent, from 2,512 in June 2003 to 2,431 in September 2007. Of these, 373 applicants were
waiting for a three bedroom property.

(6)

The Office of Housing capital works planning process ensures that acquisitions are targeted to communities
and areas in need of assistance. A number of new housing projects have already been announced in Ballarat,
Norlane, Bacchus Marsh, Bendigo and Northcote as part of the new State Government investment of $500
million, and planning is currently underway to identify further opportunities to use this Government’s
significant new funding commitment to benefit those Victorians in greatest need of assistance.

Housing: Doncaster, Doncaster East and Donvale
1162.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Housing): In relation to public housing in each of the suburbs of Doncaster, Doncaster East and
Donvale:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

How many four bedroom units are there in each suburb.
What monies have been spent on those units in the last three years.
What is the age of those units.
What is the occupancy rate and how is this measured.
What is the current waiting list for four bedroom units in these suburbs.
What plans are there to buy more four bedroom housing stock in these suburbs.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Since 1999, the Victorian Government has delivered over 11,000 new social housing units, including an
additional 1,350 properties in Eastern Metropolitan, bringing the total provision of social housing stock in
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Eastern Metropolitan Region to over 6,850 units, of which 153 are situated in the Doncaster area, including
nine four or greater bedroom properties.
(2)

It is difficult to disaggregate this data to the suburb level; it is therefore difficult to estimate the amount spent
on four bedroom units in Doncaster, Doncaster East and Donvale in the last three years.

(3)

Properties in the Doncaster area have an average construction date of 1983, compared to a state average of
1979. Four or greater bedroom properties in the Doncaster area have an average construction date of 1983.

(4)

The Office of Housing makes every effort to ensure that vacant properties are allocated as soon as is
practicable to avoid properties being left unoccupied. At 30 September 2007 the Box Hill area office, which
manages the Doncaster area had an occupancy rate of 99.5%, compared to the statewide average of 99.1%
and the private rental market occupancy rate of 98.8% (REIV September 2007). The occupancy rate for four
or greater bedroom properties was 99.2%. As with private rental properties, the occupancy rate is measured as
the properties let as a proportion of all tenantable properties. Properties may remain vacant for a range of
reasons, including the need for maintenance, work to modify properties to meet client needs, client illness, or
in the case of disposing of goods abandoned by vacating tenants, time for actions such as inspections by
Consumer Affairs Victoria.

(5)

There has been a reduction in the Box Hill waiting list over the past four years of over three per cent, from
2,512 in June 2003 to 2,431 in September 2007. Of these, 70 applicants were waiting for a four bedroom
property.

(6)

The Office of Housing capital works planning process ensures that acquisitions are targeted to communities
and areas in need of assistance. A number of new housing projects have already been announced in Ballarat,
Norlane, Bacchus Marsh, Bendigo and Northcote as part of the new State Government investment of $500
million, and planning is currently underway to identify further opportunities to use this Government’s
significant new funding commitment to benefit those Victorians in greatest need of assistance.

Public transport: seniors concessions
1193.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Public
Transport): In relation to the number of seniors using Seniors Daily Concession in regional and rural
Victoria in each of the years 2000 to 2007:
(1)
(2)

How many Seniors Daily tickets were sold each year.
What is the average number of trips set to have been made per Seniors Daily in each year.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1–2) Seniors Daily tickets are only available in metropolitan Melbourne as the price of concession fares on public
transport within regional cities and towns is normally lower than the cost of the Seniors Daily ticket.

Community services: Kew Residential Services
1241.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to the redevelopment of Kew Residential Services, as at 30 June
2007:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What is the total recurrent expenditure incurred.
What is the total capital expenditure incurred.
What is the total redevelopment expenditure to date which is to be offset against the proceeds of
the sale of the site.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

For the year to 30 June 2007, the total recurrent expenditure incurred for the redeveloped KRS was $19.0
million.

(2)

The total capital expenditure as at 30 June 2007 was $70.0 million.

(3)

The total redevelopment expenditure as at 30 June 2007, which is to be offset against the proceeds of the sale
of the site, was $70.0 million.

Community services: Kew Residential Services
1242.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to the redevelopment of Kew Residential Services, as at 30 June 2007
to date what is the total amount to be offset against the proceeds of the sale of the site.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 30 June 2007, the total amount of the Kew Residential Services redevelopment expenditure to be offset
against the proceeds of the sale of the site was $70.0 million.

Community services: Aboriginal children
1343.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to the $2.4 million fund to protect Aboriginal children and to reduce
the over-representation of Aboriginal children in the child protection system that was announced after
the 2002–03 budget:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How much money was expended from this fund in each of the financial years 2002–03 to 2006–
07.
Which specific services/programs, in what locations, received funding in each of these years.
How much funding did each service/program receive in each of these years.
How many claims of abuse or neglect of Aboriginal children were made, and substantiated, in
each of these years.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$600,000 annually.

(2)

The funding was provided to Specialist Support Services in North West Region.

(3)

$600,000 annually.

(4)
Financial Year

Reports to Child
Protection Involving an
Aboriginal Child

Number of
Substantiations

2002–03

2431

725
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Financial Year

Reports to Child
Protection Involving an
Aboriginal Child

Number of
Substantiations

2003–04

2422

749

2004–05

2497

816

2005–06

2701

859

2006–07

2886

730

Roads and ports: King Street, Doncaster East
1356.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Roads and
Ports): What was the final cost of recent road resurfacing in King Street from Victoria Street to George
Street in Doncaster East.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
This question cannot be answered as George Street runs parallel with King Street in East Doncaster, rather than
intersecting it.

Public transport: rail — graffiti
1370.

MR KOCH — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Public Transport):
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)
(7)

Have Connex suburban carriages 707M, 773M, 1069T, 1649T and 1666T recently been subject to
exterior graffiti attacks.
Are remnants of this graffiti still visible on the exteriors of these cars.
To what standard is Connex required to remove graffiti —
(a) on the interior; and
(b) on the exterior of suburban cars.
Do the surfaces of both interior and exterior walls present particular challenges in removing
graffiti; if so, what strategies if any are being used or developed to minimise the amount of visible
graffiti remnants after an attack.
How much did the most recent date of graffiti attack on each of the above cars cost to clean in —
(a) labour; and
(b) materials.
What date was graffiti last removed from the exterior of these cars.
How many separate incidents of graffiti were recorded between 1 July and 22 November 2007 on
the —
(a) interior passenger saloon walls;
(b) interior passenger saloon windows;
(c) interior of passenger saloon doors;
(d) exterior walls or fluting;
(e) exterior of passenger saloon doors;
(f) exterior of passenger saloon windows;
(g) interior of drivers’ compartments;
(h) exterior of drivers’ compartments; and
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(8)
(9)

(10)

(11)

(12)
(13)
(14)

(i) couplers.
What was the cost to Connex in cleaning each type of graffiti identified in (7).
How many attacks in each category occurred between 1 July 2007 and 22 November 2007 while
trains were stabled at the following stations:
(a) North Melbourne;
(b) Ringwood;
(c) Bayswater;
(d) Belgrave;
(e) Lilydale;
(f) Newport Workshops;
(g) Werribee;
(h) Watergardens;
(i) Broadmeadows;
(j) Craigieburn;
(k) Upfield;
(l) Epping;
(m) Eltham;
(n) Hurstbridge;
(o) Ashburton;
(p) Camberwell;
(q) Ringwood;
(r) Glen Waverley;
(s) Dandenong;
(t) Pakenham;
(u) Cranbourne;
(v) Mordialloc;
(w) Carrum;
(x) Frankston;
(y) Macaulay;
(z) Burnley; and
(aa) Newport.
On how many occasions at the locations in (9) between 1 July 2007 and 22 November 2007 —
(a) was heavy gauge wire surrounding a train stabling compound believed to have been cut or
otherwise interfered with to allow unauthorised persons to gain entry; and
(b) were gates left open which is believed to have allowed unauthorised persons to gain entry.
How many persons have been apprehended for each of (10)(a) and (10)(b) between 1 July 2007
and 22 November 2007 and how many separate offences does each person’s apprehension
allegedly relate to.
What additional security measures are being considered to deter graffiti vandals.
What is the expected cost of any such measures.
When will any such measures be implemented.

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

Yes.
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While remnants of some graffiti remain visible, no removable graffiti remains on these trains.

(3a&b) All removable graffiti is to be taken off in the cleaning process.
(4)

Due to the impact of ink staining, and some paint types, interior and exterior surfaces can sustain permanent
or long-term damage.
Strategies to remove graffiti include ongoing trials of better performing graffiti removal products, and buffing
external painted surfaces.

(5a&b)
Connex has advised that individual graffiti cleaning costs are not available as cleaning is conducted as part of
a larger cleaning and maintenance contract.
(6)

External graffiti was last removed from: 707M on 2/12/07; 773M on 30/11/07; 1069T on 3/12/07; 1649T on
5/12/07; and 1666T on 5/12/07.

(7–8) Connex has advised that it does not hold the necessary data to respond to these questions. Graffiti is cleaned
from rolling stock as part of a fixed price contract and units are not returned to service until they have been
fully cleaned. The type and location of graffiti removed is not recorded as it does not impact upon the cost of
removal.
(9)

Connex has advised that it does not record graffiti incidents to this level of detail and is therefore unable to
provide a response to this question.

(10–11)
Connex has advised that it does not hold the necessary data to respond to these questions. The questions
should be directed to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services as data on criminal activity at railway
stations and other public transport infrastructure is collated and held by Victoria Police.
(12–13)
The following additional security measures, and associated costs, are currently being implemented to deter
graffiti vandals:
•

‘Tripwire units’, which allow remote monitoring of rail sidings, are currently being trialled by Connex.

•

The Government is also currently considering public comments with regard to its Graffiti Prevention Draft
Bill. The Bill establishes: specific criminal offences for marking graffiti; provides search and seizure
powers for members of Victoria Police; and provides powers for authorised persons to enter private
property to remove publicly visible graffiti.

(14) The timing to implement the additional security measures is as follows:
•

The trial of tripwire units began in late 2007.

•

The Graffiti Prevention Bill is to be debated and considered.

Public transport: rail — Cranbourne line
1372.

MR KOCH — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Public Transport):
(1)
(2)

Did a Hi-Rail vehicle operate on part of the closed Cranbourne to Nyora section of the former
Leongatha and Yarram lines on Thursday, 22 November 2007.
On that date, how far from the South Gippsland highway crossing at Cranbourne towards Nyora
did the vehicle operate —
(a) on railway tracks;
(b) on public roads; and

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3358

COUNCIL

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

(7)

(8)
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(c) on private roads.
Was the Hi-Rail operated by Mainco Melbourne; if not, by whom was it operated.
Did it travel on these tracks near the Narre Warren–Cranbourne Road.
Was the vehicle conducting an inspection in relation to the installation of stabling sidings at
Cranbourne; if not, what was its purpose.
When will an electrified passenger rail line from Cranbourne to Cranbourne East be —
(a) funded; and
(b) built.
What is the current estimated cost of —
(a) additional stabling sidings at Cranbourne;
(b) rebuilding a single track electrified railway from Cranbourne to Cranbourne East; and
(c) building a station at Cranbourne East.
Who prepared each cost estimate in (7).

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
(1–5) Connex, Mainco, VicTrack, V/Line and the tourist railway have advised that they did not operate a Hi-Rail
vehicle in that area on 22 November 2007.
(6)

There is no immediate intention to extend the Cranbourne line to East Cranbourne.

(7–8) Information on the Cranbourne Train Stabling and Station Upgrade project can be found in my media release
of 18 January 2008.

Attorney-General: media monitoring
1756.

MR D. M. DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Attorney-General): What was the
expenditure by the Department of Justice on media monitoring for each of the financial years 2002–03
to 2007–08 to date.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The expenditure by the Department of Justice on media monitoring for each of the financial years 2002–03 to
2007–08 to date was:
2002/03

2003/04

2004/05

2005/06

2006/07

2007/08 (as at
26 March)

$299,208

$416,487

$186,793

$288,214

$217,123

$271,234

At the end of 2004 the Department of Justice consolidated multiple media monitoring services across the
department into one streamlined contract.
Victoria Police now receives their media monitoring from the Department of Justice, resulting in further savings to
the taxpayer. Since 2005/06, the department’s figures have included expenses for Victoria Police’s media
monitoring as well.
The increase in media monitoring expenses since July 2007 is a result of decreased competition in the marketplace
because of a corporate takeover (Rehame was purchased by rival Media Monitors). Prices rose significantly as a
result.
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The Department of Justice is currently taking part in a review of media monitoring services under a
whole-of-government contract.

Premier: CPR Communications and Public Relations
1884.

MR. D. M. DAVIS — To ask the Treasurer (for the Premier): In table form, what was the expenditure
by the Department of Premier and Cabinet in the financial years 2005–06 and 2006–07 and the period
between 30 June 2007 and 31 December 2007 on CPR Communications and Public Relations,
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 CPR.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The following table provides the year the contracts were entered into, the total expenditure and the date on which
the matter was finalised.

Staff Training

TOTAL BY DPC

EXPENDITURE

EXPENDITURE

EXPENDITURE

DPC

DPC

DPC

2005–06

2006–07

30 June 2007–31
Dec 2007

July and August 2005

Sept and October
2006

$7,500.00

$9,300.00

(12 August 2005)

(25 November 2006)

Nil

$16,800.00

CPR Communications are a preferred supplier on the Victorian Government Marketing Services Panel (MSP).
Once appointed to the MSP, another tender process is not required. They can be purchased off the panel based on
one quote.
They were selected from the panel to provide staff training for the Premier’s Private Office.

Education: Albert Park College
1893.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): How many people of eligible
secondary school age are in the Albert Park College district.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Albert Park College (8733) was a government school that closed at the end of the 2006 school year. It was situated
within the Local Government Area of the City of Port Phillip, and more particularly, within the Statistical Local
Area of Port Phillip (C)–West. The College had a declining enrolment with a total of 211.4 full-time equivalent
(FTE) student enrolments in February 2006 (compared with 260.9 in February 2005).
The following assumptions have been made in order to determine the number of persons of eligible secondary
school age that are in the so called “Albert Park College district”:
•

Persons who are of eligible secondary school age are generally those aged between 12 and 17 years.

•

The Statistical Local Area of Port Phillip (C)–West is defined as the “Albert Park College district”.

Based on the results of the Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) 2006 Census of Population and Housing, there
were a total of 1,196 persons aged between 12 and 17 years in the Statistical Local Area of Port Phillip (C)–West.
The ABS Census of Population and Housing defines age as the age of the person at last birthday and the residential
location as the place of usual residence.

Education: Albert Park College
1894.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): What information has been
sent to the households of people of eligible secondary school age, within the Albert Park College
district, updating them on information as to the latest developments and estimated time of completion of
Albert Park College.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Since the college closed at the end of 2006, there have been a number of ways that residents in the City of Port
Phillip have been informed about the development of the new college, including regular updates published in the
newsletters of local schools, a website www.smr.vic.edu.au/albertpark, articles in local print media, community
meetings in May 2007.
Print updates and community meetings will continue during 2008.

Education: Albert Park College
1895.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): How many students living
within the Albert Park College district, who have to travel longer distances to attend another secondary
school than they otherwise would have if Albert Park College was operational, receive financial
compensation.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
All former Albert Park students received a $300 allocation towards school requisites and uniform when they started
at new schools at the commencement of 2007. They were also eligible for a funded annual Met Travel card.
This included all Year 7–11 students enrolled at the college in 2006.
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Former Albert Park College students continue to be eligible for annual Met Travel cards while they are attending
government secondary schools or educational settings until they have completed their secondary education.
Students make arrangements at their school or educational setting to receive their travel card.
In 2007 there were 153 students who sought and received Met Cards.
In 2008 to date, 15 students have sought and received Met Cards.

Education: Albert Park College
1896.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): Where were each of the
students, who were enrolled at Albert Park College at the time of closure, relocated to for the start of the
2007 school year.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
At the end of 2006 students from Albert Park College were enrolled at the following schools for 2007:
1. Bayside College Paisley
2. Bayside College Altona North
3. Bayside College Williamstown
4. Brighton SC
5. Brunswick College
6. Carranaballac College
7. Cheltenham SC
8. Christian Brothers St Kilda
9. Eaglehawk SC
10. Elwood College
11. Footscray City College
12. Glen Eira College
13. Kensington Community School
14. MacRobertson Girls HS
15. Princes Hill SC
16. Sandringham College
17. Swinburne Senior Secondary
18. Thornbury HS
19. University HS
20. Victorian College of the Arts Secondary School
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21. Westall SC

Education: Albert Park College
1897.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): How much financial support,
in monetary terms, was each student who was enrolled at Albert Park College at the time of closure,
given to purchase the school uniform of their new school.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
All former Albert Park students received a $300 allocation towards school requisites and uniform when they started
at new schools at the commencement of 2007.

Education: Albert Park College
1898.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): Has there ever been
explorations into alternative sites to build the new school in place of Albert Park College.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Although a review of other potential sites was undertaken, given the limited land availability in the inner suburbs,
nothing suitable within the catchment area was identified.

Education: Albert Park College
1899.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): What is the current estimated
date of completion for the new Albert Park College.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department cannot pre-empt the outcome of the environmental testing and its impact on the decontamination
works and construction timelines for the new school.

Education: Albert Park College
1900.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): Have there been Government
funded health checks on former Albert Park College secondary school students.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
There have been no Government funded health checks on former Albert Park College students.

Education: Albert Park College
1901.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): Have there been Government
funded health checks on children who attended childcare at Albert Park College.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
There have been no Government funded health checks on children who attended childcare at Albert Park College.

Education: Albert Park College
1902.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): How many former students, or
relatives of students, have sought compensation from the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development as a result of mental or physical illness caused by contamination of school grounds of —
(a)
(b)

Albert Park College; and
Albert Park College childcare centre facility.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
We have no record of a claim submitted by a former student, or relatives of students seeking compensation from
physical illness caused by contamination of the school grounds.

Education: Albert Park College
1903.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): How many former staff, or
relatives of staff, of the following, have sought compensation from the Department of Education and
Early Childhood Development as a result of mental or physical illness caused by contamination of
school grounds of —
(a)
(b)

Albert Park College; and
Albert Park College childcare centre facility.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department has no record of a claim submitted by former staff or relatives of staff seeking compensation from
physical illness caused by contamination of the school grounds.

Education: Albert Park College
1904.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): On what date was the
contamination of Albert Park College grounds first discovered.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A preliminary site contamination assessment was commissioned at the start of the redevelopment process following
the school’s closure at the end of 2006. Contamination was discovered in April 2007.

Education: Albert Park College
1905.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): How many students were
attending the school on the Albert Park College site when the contamination was discovered.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
When contamination was discovered in April 2007 there were no students attending the school on the Albert Park
College site.

Education: Albert Park College
1906.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): How many new enrolments to
Albert Park College were accepted after the date on which the contamination of the Albert Park College
grounds was first discovered.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
There were no new enrolments to Albert Park College after the contamination was discovered in April 2007. The
College was closed at the end of the 2006 school year.

Education: Albert Park College
1907.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): How many pupils were
attending the childcare centre facility on the Albert Park College site when the contamination was
discovered.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
There were 80 families registered with the childcare centre facility on the Albert Park College site when the
contamination was discovered in April 2007.
The contamination did not present a safety risk for staff or children at the childcare centre facility.

Education: Albert Park College
1908.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): How many new enrolments to
the childcare facility on the Albert Park College site were accepted after the date on which the
contamination of the Albert Park College grounds was first discovered.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
After the date in April 2007 on which the contamination of the Albert Park College grounds was discovered, until
March 2008, when the centre relocated to Stanley Street Port Melbourne, there were 40 new enrolments to the
childcare facility on the Albert Park College site.
The contamination did not present a safety risk for staff or children at the childcare centre facility.

Education: Albert Park College
1909.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): How many students were
attending the school on the Albert Park College site on 12 October, 2006.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
There were 204 students attending the school on the Albert Park College site on 12 October, 2006.

Education: Albert Park College
1910.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): How many pupils were
attending the childcare centre facility on the Albert Park College site on 12 October 2006.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
On 12 October 2006 there were 80 families with children attending the 35 place childcare centre facility on the
Albert Park College site. Many of these children attended part time.

Education: Albert Park College
1911.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): What were the Year 7
enrolments for Albert Park College in each of the years 1999 to 2006.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The year 7 enrolments for Albert Park College were as follows:
In 1999 there were 44 students
In 2000 there were 71 students
In 2001 there were 57 students
In 2002 there were 50 students
In 2003 there were 47 students
In 2004 there were 34 students
In 2005 there were 20 students
In 2006 there were 26 students

Education: Albert Park College
1912.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): What were the Year 12
enrolments for Albert Park College in each of the years 1999 to 2006.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The year 12 enrolments for Albert Park College were as follows:
In 1999 there were 59 students

3365
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In 2000 there were 65 students
In 2001 there were 56 students
In 2002 there were 60 students
In 2003 there were 68 students
In 2004 there were 53 students
In 2005 there were 53 students
In 2006 there were 53 students

Education: Albert Park College
1913.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): Has the concept of building
the new school on the Albert Park College site in stages been considered.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Due to the site size constraints and the need for a multi storey construction it would be impracticable to build the
school in stages.

Education: Albert Park College
1914.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): What was the budgeted
amount for the Albert Park College redevelopment in each of the financial years 2005–06 to 2007–08.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
In the 2007–08 budget $16 million was allocated for a replacement school for Albert Park College.

Education: Albert Park College
1915.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): How much money has been
spent so far on the decontamination process of the Albert Park College site.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The decontamination process has not yet been put out to tender.

Education: Albert Park College
1916.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): What was the monetary
amount of the funding given to Albert Park College for each of the years 2000 to 2006.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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For the period 2000 to 2006 inclusive Albert Park College was provided with the following amounts:
Student Resource Package (School Global Budget) funding model:
2000

$2,569,712

2001

$2,671,042

2002

$2,609,163

2003

$2,724,911

2004

$2,386,334

2005

$2,421,603

2006

$2,154,175

Funding other than through Student Resource Package, including Education Maintenance allowance
2000

$489,618

2001

$828,723

2002

$417,316

2003

$393,837

2004

$678,327

2005

$635,939

2006

$761,384

Community services: Trentham aged care
1989.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to Trentham Aged Care:
(1)

(2)

Has construction commenced —
(a) if not, when is construction expected to commence; and
(b) if so, how much has the Government spent on the Aged Care Redevelopment to date.
What is the expected date of completion.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Construction has not yet commenced.
(a)
(b)

(2)

Construction is expected to commence in February 2009.
A total of $135,276 has been spent to date on the redevelopment. This includes expenditure on design
fees and site surveying.

The expected date of completion is August 2010.
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Education: Andersons Creek Primary School
2011.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): In relation to the delivery
of the Victorian Schools Plan: On what date will work begin on Andersons Creek Primary School’s
rebuild, renovation or extension.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Anderson Creek Primary School was allocated funding of $941,000 in the 2002–03 State Budget.
The scope of works included six new General Purpose Classrooms and a Staff Work Space.
The Department of Education and Early Childhood Development also contributed $86,000 as a grant to the school
in 2004–05 as part of the Community Facilities Fund program for the construction of a Performing Arts Centre.
The Government has committed $1.9 billion to renovate or rebuild a further 500 schools in four years. This is the
largest school building program in the State’s history, and will transform education infrastructure across the State.
The Victorian Schools Plan will see the remainder of the 1,600 Government schools rebuilt or renovated over the
next ten years.

Education: Yarra Road Primary School
2023.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): In relation to the delivery
of the Victorian Schools Plan: On what date will work begin on Yarra Road Primary School’s rebuild,
renovation or extension.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Yarra Road Primary School was allocated funding of $850,000 in the 2000–01 State Budget and a further $891,000
in the 2001–02 State Budget.
The scope of works in 2000–01 included seven new General Purpose Classrooms, new Staff Work Space and
student toilets. In 2001–02 the scope of works included a new Library, Multi-purpose Room, Staff and
Administration, Canteen, First Aid facility and staff toilets.
The Government has committed $1.9 billion to renovate or rebuild a further 500 schools in four years. This is the
largest school building program in the State’s history, and will transform education infrastructure across the State.
The Victorian Schools Plan will see the remainder of the 1,600 Government schools rebuilt or renovated over the
next ten years.

Health: Landmark Education Corporation
2028.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for the Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Health):
(1)
(2)

How many staff from the Department of Human Services have attended courses conducted by
Landmark Education Corporation.
Have any Victorian tax payer funds been paid to the Landmark Education Corporation for
courses.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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A review of the Department of Human Service’s financial recording systems indicates that eight accounts have
been settled with Landmark Education Corporation between September 2001 and November 2007. These accounts
indicate that approximately eight people have attended courses offered by the organisation at a cost of $4,565.
This education provider was either chosen by individual staff members or clients of the department who were later
reimbursed by the department. Alternatively, a manager was made aware of the courses available through
Landmark Education Corporation and authorised attendance of staff or clients.
I am advised that decisions on the appropriateness of staff or clients attending courses by Landmark Education
Corporation are made by individual managers who remain best placed to assess the development needs of their
staff.

Women’s affairs: Landmark Education Corporation
2029.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs):
(1)
(2)

How many staff from the Department of Planning and Community Development have attended
courses conducted by Landmark Education Corporation.
Have any Victorian tax payer funds been paid to the Landmark Education Corporation for
courses.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As Minister for Women’s Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community Development. In
relation to the response for the Department of Planning and Community Development I direct you to the response
of the lead Minister, the Hon Justin Madden, to LC2038.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 2997]

Arts: Landmark Education Corporation
2034.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Arts):
(1)
(2)

How many staff from the Department of Premier and Cabinet have attended courses conducted by
Landmark Education Corporation.
Have any Victorian tax payer funds been paid to the Landmark Education Corporation for
courses.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Premier and Cabinet continues to provide training opportunities to employees from a number of
accredited training organisations. Landmark Education Corporation was not one of the accredited training
organisations departmental staff attended.

Community services: Landmark Education Corporation
2035.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for the Environment and Climate Change (for Minister for
Community Services):
(1)

How many staff from the Department of Human Services have attended courses conducted by
Landmark Education Corporation.
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Have any Victorian tax payer funds been paid to the Landmark Education Corporation for
courses.

ANSWER:
Refer to the response to question no. 2028.

Mental health: Landmark Education Corporation
2036.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for the Environment and Climate Change (for Minister for
Mental Health):
(1)
(2)

How many staff from the Department of Human Services have attended courses conducted by
Landmark Education Corporation.
Have any Victorian tax payer funds been paid to the Landmark Education Corporation for
courses.

ANSWER:
Refer to the response to question no. 2028.

Children and early childhood development: Landmark Education Corporation
2037.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for Minister for Children and Early Childhood Development):
(1)
(2)

How many staff from the Department of Education and Early Childhood Development have
attended courses conducted by Landmark Education Corporation.
Have any Victorian tax payer funds been paid to the Landmark Education Corporation for
courses.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Please refer to the response from the Minister for Education.

Senior Victorians: Landmark Education Corporation
2042.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for the Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Senior Victorians):
(1)
(2)

How many staff from the Department of Planning and Community Development have attended
courses conducted by Landmark Education Corporation.
Have any Victorian tax payer funds been paid to the Landmark Education Corporation for
courses.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As Minister for Senior Victorians I am supported in part by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. In relation to the response for the Department of Planning and Community development, I direct you
to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon Justin Madden, to LC 2038.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 2997]
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Roads and ports: roads — ‘Keep clear’ pavement markings
2054.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Roads and
Ports): On what basis or criteria is a decision made to install ‘Keep Clear’ pavement markings at an
intersection, and are accidents part of the criteria.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Keep Clear markings supplement Road Rule 128 which is a general road rule prohibiting blocking intersections.
There are a variety of factors that determine the appropriateness of installing keep Clear pavement markers at an
intersection, including traffic volumes turning right; traffic volumes turning right that are blocked by stationary
traffic and other local traffic conditions; the presence of emergency services facilities and at certain tram route
locations.

Roads and ports: roads — ‘Keep clear’ pavement markings
2055.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Roads and
Ports): What is the minimum distance between pedestrian traffic lights at an intersection at which the
installation of ‘Keep Clear’ pavement markings would be deemed appropriate.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Keep Clear markings supplement Road Rule 128 which is a general road rule prohibiting blocking intersections.
There are a variety of factors that determine the appropriateness of installing keep Clear pavement markers at an
intersection, including traffic volumes turning right; traffic volumes turning right that are blocked by stationary
traffic and other local traffic conditions; the presence of emergency services facilities and at certain tram route
locations.

Community services: residential aged-care facilities
2076.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to State Government expenditure on public sector residential aged
care facilities: Noting that between 1999 and 2006 the Department of Human Services allocated
$336 million to public sector residential aged care facilities and the 2006–07 Budget provided an
additional $130 million over three years, however expenditure up to March 2006 was only $255
million, how much of the allocated, but unspent $211 million has now been spent.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 1 March 2008 the unspent funds associated with capital works to public sector residential aged care facilities
is $67.1 million.

Senior Victorians: residential aged-care facilities
2079.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Senior Victorians): In relation to maintenance funding for public sector residential aged care facilities:
How much was spent on maintenance in each of the financial years 2000–01 and 2004–05 to 2007–08.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The total amount spent on maintenance of public sector residential aged care facilities provided by the State
Government is as follows:
2000–01

$142,110

2004–05

$493,893

2005–06

$320,147

2006–07

$421,500

2007–08

$346,295

Senior Victorians: residential aged-care facilities
2080.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Senior Victorians): In relation to bid based maintenance funding for aged care:
(1)

(2)

What was the total amount spent on maintenance of public sector residential aged care facilities
through bid based funding in the financial years —
(a) 2000–01;
(b) 2004–05; and
(c) 2007–08.
Does the Government measure recurrent funding for maintaining facilities in aged care; if so, how
much recurrent funding was spent in the financial years —
(a) 2000–01;
(b) 2004–05; and
(c) 2007–08.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The total amount spent on maintenance of public sector residential aged care facilities through bid based
funding is as follows:
(a)
(b)
(c)

(2)

2000–01
2004–05
2007–08

$142,110
$493,893
$346,295

No

Senior Victorians: residential aged-care facilities
2081.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Senior Victorians): In relation to the closure of public sector residential aged care facilities:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Why was Frankston Aged Care closed.
Why was Midland Hostel closed.
Why was Pleasant Homes Hostel closed.
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What is the basis for which a Government Department determines that a facility is closed or
re-developed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Peninsula Health reviewed service access and community preferences in relation to residential aged care
services for older people living in Mornington Peninsula and in the Frankston areas. Careful consideration of
the availability of service alternatives and the viability implications associated with declining demand for
Frankston Aged Care, led to Peninsula Health changing the use of this facility from the provision of
residential aged care to the provision of sub-acute services. This improved provision of sub-acute services in
that area.

(2)

There has been declining demand for low care residential services in the Ballarat area, understood to be due to
people with lower care needs increasingly using community based services rather than moving into
residential care.
In 2003, the Commonwealth planning benchmark for residential aged care places was exceeded for the
Ballarat LGA.

(3)

Declining demand for low care places in Ballarat led to consideration of the impact on the viability of
Pleasant Homes. The facility had a range of building and amenity issues for residents and staff. In addition,
the service targeted residents with a reasonably high level of independence, largely overlapping with people
targeted by community care services and wishing to remain in their own homes.
The over-riding consideration is community need. The Victorian public sector residential aged care services
(PSRACS) policy of 2004 recognises the need for the Government’s investment in residential aged care to
respond to changing community preferences, needs and characteristics.
Planning for the health services takes place at an agency and local area level, with agencies assessing factors
such as community needs, changing service preferences and current and forecast demand for services.
Should a reconfiguration of a service be recommended through this process, this recommendation will then
be considered in consultation with relevant agencies, under the terms of the State’s asset management
program and PSRAC policy.

Senior Victorians: Heywood Nursing Home
2082.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Senior Victorians): In relation to the 2007 Commonwealth Aged Care Approvals Round: Why did the
Government refuse to endorse the proposal for additional bed places at Heywood Nursing Home.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
•

DHS supported the Heywood Rural Health (HRH) submission for 8 Community Aged Care Packages.
However, the Commonwealth did not allocate them to HRH.

•

I understand that the level of demand for the Heywood area was being met and the community need in
Portland was greater. The Commonwealth has subsequently approved a new 90 places residential aged
care service to be operated by Innisfree Aged and Community Care P/L in Portland which is 26 kilometres
from Heywood.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3374

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 19 August 2008

Education: students — attendance
2135.

MRS PEULICH — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education):
(1)
(2)

What is the rate of public school attendance as a percentage of total students in each education
region.
What number of full school days have been lost due to student absenteeism and truancy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Details on student attendance are publicly available on the Department of Education and Early Childhood
Development website www.education.vic.gov.au

Roads and ports: pedestrian crossings
2175.

MRS PETROVICH — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Roads and
Ports): Has a review been conducted of pedestrian crossing facilities outside all Victorian nursing
homes and retirement villages; if so —
(a)
(b)
(c)

by whom was it conducted;
when was the review completed; and
what recommendations were made.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Where nursing homes and retirement villages are located on arterial roads, VicRoads monitor the pedestrian
crossings as part of their regular maintenance of the safety of the arterial road network.

Aboriginal affairs: fair payments policy
2181.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs): In
relation to the Government’s Fair Payments Policy, which requires a department or agency to pay
invoices for work done by small businesses within 30 days or pay penalty interest, with respect to the
Department of Planning and Community Development and/or the former Department of Victorian
Communities:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

On how many occasions has penalty interest been paid in the period since the 2002 election.
How many small businesses received penalty interest for bills not paid within 30 days in the
period since 2002.
What is the total amount of original bills received from small businesses on which penalty interest
was paid in the period since 2002.
What is the total amount of penalty interest paid in the period since 2002.
If penalty interest has been paid, on what date was the first payment made in the period since
2002.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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As Minister for Aboriginal Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community Development.
In relation to the response for the Department of Planning and Community Development I direct you to the
response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, to questions LC2205 and LA959c.
[Hansard reference: question no. 2205, Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3003; question no. 959c,
Legislative Assembly, 29 July 2008, page 2916]

Community services: fair payments policy
2187.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister
for Community Services): In relation to the Government’s Fair Payments Policy, which requires a
department or agency to pay invoices for work done by small businesses within 30 days or pay penalty
interest, with respect to the Department of Human Services:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

On how many occasions has penalty interest been paid in the period since the 2002 election.
How many small businesses received penalty interest for bills not paid within 30 days in the
period since 2002.
What is the total amount of original bills received from small businesses on which penalty interest
was paid in the period since 2002.
What is the total amount of penalty interest paid in the period since 2002.
If penalty interest has been paid, on what date was the first payment made in the period since
2002.

ANSWER:
Refer to the response to question no. 2195.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 29 May 2008, page 2104]

Local government: fair payments policy
2201.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government):
In relation to the Government’s Fair Payments Policy, which requires a department or agency to pay
invoices for work done by small businesses within 30 days or pay penalty interest, with respect to the
Department of Planning and Community Development and/or the former Department of Victorian
Communities:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

On how many occasions has penalty interest been paid in the period since the 2002 election.
How many small businesses received penalty interest for bills not paid within 30 days in the
period since 2002.
What is the total amount of original bills received from small businesses on which penalty interest
was paid in the period since 2002.
What is the total amount of penalty interest paid in the period since 2002.
If penalty interest has been paid, on what date was the first payment made in the period since
2002.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As Minister for Local Government I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community Development.
In relation to the response for the Department of Planning and Community Development I direct you to the
response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, to questions LC2205 and LA959c.
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[Hansard reference: question no. 2205, Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3003; question no. 959c,
Legislative Assembly, 29 July 2008, page 2916]

Multicultural affairs: fair payments policy
2204.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs):
In relation to the Government’s Fair Payments Policy, which requires a department or agency to pay
invoices for work done by small businesses within 30 days or pay penalty interest, with respect to the
Department of Planning and Community Development and/or the former Department of Victorian
Communities:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

On how many occasions has penalty interest been paid in the period since the 2002 election.
How many small businesses received penalty interest for bills not paid within 30 days in the
period since 2002.
What is the total amount of original bills received from small businesses on which penalty interest
was paid in the period since 2002.
What is the total amount of penalty interest paid in the period since 2002.
If penalty interest has been paid, on what date was the first payment made in the period since
2002.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As Minister for Multicultural Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community Development.
In relation to the response for the Department of Planning and Community Development I direct you to the
response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, to questions LC2205 and LA959c.
[Hansard reference: question no. 2205, Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3003; question no. 959c,
Legislative Assembly, 29 July 2008, page 2916]

Senior Victorians: fair payments policy
2212.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister
for Senior Victorians): In relation to the Government’s Fair Payments Policy, which requires a
department or agency to pay invoices for work done by small businesses within 30 days or pay penalty
interest, with respect to the Department of Planning and Community Development and/or the former
Department of Victorian Communities:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

On how many occasions has penalty interest been paid in the period since the 2002 election.
How many small businesses received penalty interest for bills not paid within 30 days in the
period since 2002.
What is the total amount of original bills received from small businesses on which penalty interest
was paid in the period since 2002.
What is the total amount of penalty interest paid in the period since 2002.
If penalty interest has been paid, on what date was the first payment made in the period since
2002.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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As Minister for Senior Victorians I am supported in part by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. In relation to the response for the Department of Planning and Community Development I direct you
to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, to questions LC2205 and LA959c.
[Hansard reference: question no. 2205, Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3003; question no. 959c,
Legislative Assembly, 29 July 2008, page 2916]

Sport, recreation and youth affairs: fair payments policy
2215.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs): In relation to the Government’s Fair Payments Policy, which requires a department or
agency to pay invoices for work done by small businesses within 30 days or pay penalty interest, with
respect to the Department of Planning and Community Development and/or the former Department of
Victorian Communities:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

On how many occasions has penalty interest been paid in the period since the 2002 election.
How many small businesses received penalty interest for bills not paid within 30 days in the
period since 2002.
What is the total amount of original bills received from small businesses on which penalty interest
was paid in the period since 2002.
What is the total amount of penalty interest paid in the period since 2002.
If penalty interest has been paid, on what date was the first payment made in the period since
2002.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and
Community Development. In relation to the response for the Department of Planning and Community
Development I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, to questions LC2205 and
LA959c.
[Hansard reference: question no. 2205, Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3003; question no. 959c,
Legislative Assembly, 29 July 2008, page 2916]

Treasurer: fair payments policy
2217.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Treasurer: In relation to the Government’s Fair Payments Policy,
which requires a department or agency to pay invoices for work done by small businesses within 30
days or pay penalty interest, with respect to the Department of Treasury and Finance:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

On how many occasions has penalty interest been paid in the period since the 2002 election.
How many small businesses received penalty interest for bills not paid within 30 days in the
period since 2002.
What is the total amount of original bills received from small businesses on which penalty interest
was paid in the period since 2002.
What is the total amount of penalty interest paid in the period since 2002.
If penalty interest has been paid, on what date was the first payment made in the period since
2002.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The Victorian Government is committed to promoting a fair and competitive environment for small to
medium-sized businesses. To improve the cash flow certainty for these businesses, the Government introduced the
‘fair payment clause’ for contracts.
From 1 November 2004, Government Departments are required to pay suppliers within 30 days upon receipt of a
correctly rendered invoice (or within any other payment period as agreed between the department and the supplier,
which may be shorter). This policy applies to new contracts for goods and services valued less than $3 million.
If an invoice is not paid within 30 days from the date of receipt (or other payment period), and there is no dispute
regarding the invoice or the provision of goods and services, the supplier may make a claim for penalty interest on
the outstanding debt.

Veterans affairs: fair payments policy
2218.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs): In
relation to the Government’s Fair Payments Policy, which requires a department or agency to pay
invoices for work done by small businesses within 30 days or pay penalty interest, with respect to the
Department of Planning and Community Development and/or the former Department of Victorian
Communities:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

On how many occasions has penalty interest been paid in the period since the 2002 election.
How many small businesses received penalty interest for bills not paid within 30 days in the
period since 2002.
What is the total amount of original bills received from small businesses on which penalty interest
was paid in the period since 2002.
What is the total amount of penalty interest paid in the period since 2002.
If penalty interest has been paid, on what date was the first payment made in the period since
2002.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As Minister for Veterans’ Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community Development. In
relation to the response for the Department of Planning and Community Development I direct you to the response
of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, to questions LC2205 and LA959c.
[Hansard reference: question no. 2205, Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3003; question no. 959c,
Legislative Assembly, 29 July 2008, page 2916]

Women’s affairs: fair payments policy
2220.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): In
relation to the Government’s Fair Payments Policy, which requires a department or agency to pay
invoices for work done by small businesses within 30 days or pay penalty interest, with respect to the
Department of Planning and Community Development and/or the former Department of Victorian
Communities:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

On how many occasions has penalty interest been paid in the period since the 2002 election.
How many small businesses received penalty interest for bills not paid within 30 days in the
period since 2002.
What is the total amount of original bills received from small businesses on which penalty interest
was paid in the period since 2002.
What is the total amount of penalty interest paid in the period since 2002.
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If penalty interest has been paid, on what date was the first payment made in the period since
2002.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Women’s Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. In relation to the response for the Department of Planning and Community Development I direct you
to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, to questions LC2205 and LA959c.
[Hansard reference: question no. 2205, Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3003; question no. 959c,
Legislative Assembly, 29 July 2008, page 2916]

Arts: stress leave
2238.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Arts): In relation to each department,
agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to
2006–07: What are the details of all stress related leave, including —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the number of days taken;
the estimated cost; and
the total number of staff in the section.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unnecessary diversion of the Department’s
resources.

Children and early childhood development: stress leave
2241.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration
for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details of all stress related leave,
including —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the number of days taken;
the estimated cost; and
the total number of staff in the section.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A detailed response would be too voluminous and an unnecessary diversion of the Department’s resources.

Mental health: stress leave
2245.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Mental Health): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details of all stress
related leave, including —
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the number of days taken;
the estimated cost; and
the total number of staff in the section.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A detailed response to this would be too voluminous and an unreasonable diversion of departmental resources.

Community services: stress leave
2246.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details of all stress
related leave, including —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the number of days taken;
the estimated cost; and
the total number of staff in the section.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A detailed response to this would be too voluminous and an unreasonable diversion of departmental resources.

Senior Victorians: stress leave
2247.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Senior Victorians): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details of all stress
related leave, including —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the number of days taken;
the estimated cost; and
the total number of staff in the section.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A detailed response to this would be too voluminous and an unreasonable diversion of departmental resources.

Sport, recreation and youth affairs: stress leave
2249.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details of all stress
related leave, including —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the number of days taken;
the estimated cost; and
the total number of staff in the section.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Sport, Recreation and Youth Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and
Community Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2233.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3004]

Veterans affairs: stress leave
2250.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details of all stress related leave, including —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the number of days taken;
the estimated cost; and
the total number of staff in the section.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2233.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3004]

Multicultural affairs: stress leave
2251.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details of all stress related leave, including —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the number of days taken;
the estimated cost; and
the total number of staff in the section.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Multicultural Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2233.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3004]

Local government: stress leave
2252.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details of all stress related leave, including —
(a)
(b)

the number of days taken;
the estimated cost; and
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the total number of staff in the section.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Local Government I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2233.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3004]

Aboriginal affairs: stress leave
2253.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details of all stress related leave, including —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the number of days taken;
the estimated cost; and
the total number of staff in the section.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2233.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3004]

Women’s affairs: stress leave
2254.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details of all stress related leave, including —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the number of days taken;
the estimated cost; and
the total number of staff in the section.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Women’s Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2233.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3004]

Planning: salary levels
2273.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning: In relation to each department, agency and
authority within the Minister’s administration, for the financial year 2006–07: How many public
servants are paid more than the base salary rate for Victorian Members of Parliament, indicating
their —
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classifications;
salary package;
position; and
responsibilities.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Planning and Community Development (DPCD) was established in August 2007 taking in the
planning function from the Department of Sustainability and Environment and the majority of portfolios from the
former Department of Victorian Communities.
The 2006–07 Annual Reports of the Department for Victorian Communities, and the Department of Sustainability
and Environment, contain information on executive officers’ salary packages as well as the number of departmental
staff employed at each salary grade.
Further information on public service positions, classifications, salaries and responsibilities is available on the
Victorian Government website.

Children and early childhood development: salary levels
2281.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration, for the financial year 2006–07: How many public servants are paid more than the base
salary rate for Victorian Members of Parliament, indicating their —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

classifications;
salary package;
position; and
responsibilities.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Remuneration details for the 2006–07 financial year are contained in the Department of Education 2006–07 Annual
Report.

Veterans affairs: salary levels
2290.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration, for the financial
year 2006–07: How many public servants are paid more than the base salary rate for Victorian
Members of Parliament, indicating their —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

classifications;
salary package;
position; and
responsibilities.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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As the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2273.

Multicultural affairs: salary levels
2291.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration, for the financial
year 2006–07: How many public servants are paid more than the base salary rate for Victorian
Members of Parliament, indicating their —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

classifications;
salary package;
position; and
responsibilities.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Multicultural Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2273.

Aboriginal affairs: salary levels
2293.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration, for the financial
year 2006–07: How many public servants are paid more than the base salary rate for Victorian
Members of Parliament, indicating their —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

classifications;
salary package;
position; and
responsibilities.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2273.

Children and early childhood development: travel expenses
2321.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development): In relation to expenditure on overseas travel by each department, agency or authority
within the Minister’s administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many people undertook such travel and to what destinations.
What was the purpose of visiting each destination.
With whom did the Minister or persons undertaking such travel meet and for what purpose.
What costs were associated with the travel indicating —
(a) airfares;
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(b) car rental and hire cars, including types of cars hired or rented;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including name of establishment and the itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including nature, venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.
Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unnecessary diversion of the Department’s
time and resources.

Community development: travel expenses
2328.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Community
Development): In relation to expenditure on overseas travel by each department, agency or authority
within the Minister’s administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

(5)

How many people undertook such travel and to what destinations.
What was the purpose of visiting each destination.
With whom did the Minister or persons undertaking such travel meet and for what purpose.
What costs were associated with the travel indicating —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including types of cars hired or rented;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including name of establishment and the itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including nature, venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.
Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Sport, Recreation & Youth Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and
Community Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2313.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3008]

Sport, recreation and youth affairs: travel expenses
2329.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs): In relation to expenditure on overseas travel by each department, agency or authority
within the Minister’s administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many people undertook such travel and to what destinations.
What was the purpose of visiting each destination.
With whom did the Minister or persons undertaking such travel meet and for what purpose.
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What costs were associated with the travel indicating —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including types of cars hired or rented;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including name of establishment and the itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including nature, venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.
Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Sport, Recreation & Youth Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and
Community Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2313.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3008]

Veterans affairs: travel expenses
2330.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs): In
relation to expenditure on overseas travel by each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s
administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

(5)

How many people undertook such travel and to what destinations.
What was the purpose of visiting each destination.
With whom did the Minister or persons undertaking such travel meet and for what purpose.
What costs were associated with the travel indicating —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including types of cars hired or rented;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including name of establishment and the itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including nature, venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.
Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2313.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3008]

Multicultural affairs: travel expenses
2331.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to expenditure on overseas travel by each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s
administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
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How many people undertook such travel and to what destinations.
What was the purpose of visiting each destination.
With whom did the Minister or persons undertaking such travel meet and for what purpose.
What costs were associated with the travel indicating —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including types of cars hired or rented;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including name of establishment and the itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including nature, venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.
Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Multicultural Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2313.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3008]

Local government: travel expenses
2332.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government): In
relation to expenditure on overseas travel by each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s
administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

(5)

How many people undertook such travel and to what destinations.
What was the purpose of visiting each destination.
With whom did the Minister or persons undertaking such travel meet and for what purpose.
What costs were associated with the travel indicating —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including types of cars hired or rented;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including name of establishment and the itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including nature, venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.
Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Local Government I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2313.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3008]
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Aboriginal affairs: travel expenses
2333.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs): In
relation to expenditure on overseas travel by each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s
administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

(5)

How many people undertook such travel and to what destinations.
What was the purpose of visiting each destination.
With whom did the Minister or persons undertaking such travel meet and for what purpose.
What costs were associated with the travel indicating —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including types of cars hired or rented;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including name of establishment and the itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including nature, venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.
Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Local Government I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2313.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3008]

Women’s affairs: travel expenses
2334.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): In
relation to expenditure on overseas travel by each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s
administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

(5)

How many people undertook such travel and to what destinations.
What was the purpose of visiting each destination.
With whom did the Minister or persons undertaking such travel meet and for what purpose.
What costs were associated with the travel indicating —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including types of cars hired or rented;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including name of establishment and the itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including nature, venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.
Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 19 August 2008

COUNCIL

3389

As the Minister for Local Government I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2313.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3008]

Energy and resources: travel expenses
2346.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Energy and
Resources): In relation to expenditure on overseas travel by each department, agency or authority within
the Minister’s administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

(5)

How many people undertook such travel and to what destinations.
What was the purpose of visiting each destination.
With whom did the Minister or persons undertaking such travel meet and for what purpose.
What costs were associated with the travel indicating —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including types of cars hired or rented;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including name of establishment and the itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including nature, venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.
Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised the answer is:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unnecessary diversion of the Department’s
resources.

Arts: women — boards, councils and committees
2398.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Arts): In relation to each department,
agency or authority within the Minister’s administration: How many women hold positions on boards,
councils or committees, indicating in respect of each board, council or committee the total number of
members.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Government is committed to equal opportunity for women and increasing their representation on statutory
offices, boards, commissions, committees and advisory bodies. Further information can be found at
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au.

Children and early childhood development: women — boards, councils and committees
2401.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development): In relation to each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration:
How many women hold positions on boards, councils or committees, indicating in respect of each
board, council or committee the total number of members.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Government is committed to equal opportunity for women and increasing their representation on boards,
commissions, committees and advisory bodies.
Further information is available at www.publicboards.vic.gov.au

Housing: women — boards, councils and committees
2404.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Housing): In relation to each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration: How
many women hold positions on boards, councils or committees, indicating in respect of each board,
council or committee the total number of members.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Government is committed to equal opportunity for women and increasing their representation in statutory
offices, boards, commissions, committees and advisory bodies. Further information can be found at
www.publicboards.vic.gov.au

Health: Austin Health and Mercy Hospital for Women
2430.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Health): In relation to the model developed and implemented to allocate costs of common facilities
across the Austin Health and Mercy Hospital, referred to by the Minister in reply to Question on Notice
No. 1963: Has the projected $10.6 million in operating savings been reached.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
– The Auditor-General’s 2004 Report on the Austin Hospital Redevelopment and Mercy Hospital for
Women Relocation Project recommended ‘that Austin Hospital and the Mercy Hospital develop a model
to allocate the costs of common facilities so that the total operating costs of each hospital are accurate for
health funding purposes’. This model has been developed and implemented. Austin Health are currently
reviewing the model in consultation with Mercy Hospital for Women to improve the transparency and
rigour of cost allocation.
– The Auditor-General’s 2004 report also noted that in the 2001 Business Case that was the basis for
Government’s investment in the project, it was estimated that Austin Health would save about $9.6 million
per year and the Mercy Hospital $1 million a year, by amalgamating and rationalising building,
engineering and other services.
– Austin Health has made considerable savings as a result of the move into new facilities, as demonstrated
by its significantly improved operating position. A detailed independent review will be undertaken within
the next 12 months to quantify the cost savings.
– As noted by the Auditor-General in his 2004 report, Mercy has rolled-up the expected cost savings in an
up-front contribution to the project.
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Environment and climate change: media and communications staff
2507.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change: In relation to each
department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial year from
2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)

What is the number and cost of staff working in the Minister’s office.
What is the number of staff working in each public relations/ communications unit under the
Minister’s control, indicating —
(a) the total operating budget; and
(b) the total promotional budget.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Ministerial staff are employed by the Premier and administered by the Department of Premier and Cabinet. In
accordance with Premier’s guidelines, the Department of Sustainability and Environment provides a
Department Liaison Officer to my office and an administrative assistant.

(2)

There are no public relations or communications units under my control or in my office. The research
required to provide information on communications units in department, agencies and authorities under my
administration would place an unreasonable burden on public time and resources.

Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission: media and communications staff
2515.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Finance, Workcover and the TAC):
In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each
financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)

What is the number and cost of staff working in the Minister’s office.
What is the number of staff working in each public relations/ communications unit under the
Minister’s control, indicating —
(a) the total operating budget; and
(b) the total promotional budget.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities as the engagement of ministerial staff, including
salaries and superannuation falls within the budget of the Department of Premier and Cabinet.

Children and early childhood development: media and communications staff
2517.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)

What is the number and cost of staff working in the Minister’s office.
What is the number of staff working in each public relations/ communications unit under the
Minister’s control, indicating —
(a) the total operating budget; and
(b) the total promotional budget.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities as the engagement of Ministerial staff, including
salaries and superannuation, falls within the budget of the Department of Premier and Cabinet.

Health: media and communications staff
2519.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Health): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for
each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)

What is the number and cost of staff working in the Minister’s office.
What is the number of staff working in each public relations/ communications unit under the
Minister’s control, indicating —
(a) the total operating budget; and
(b) the total promotional budget.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities as the engagement of ministerial staff, including
salaries and superannuation falls within the budget of the Department of Premier and Cabinet.

Mental health: media and communications staff
2521.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Mental Health): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)

What is the number and cost of staff working in the Minister’s office.
What is the number of staff working in each public relations/ communications unit under the
Minister’s control, indicating —
(a) the total operating budget; and
(b) the total promotional budget.

ANSWER:
Refer to the response to Question 2519.

Community services: media and communications staff
2522.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)

What is the number and cost of staff working in the Minister’s office.
What is the number of staff working in each public relations/ communications unit under the
Minister’s control, indicating —
(a) the total operating budget; and
(b) the total promotional budget.
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ANSWER:
As Minister for Community Services I am supported in part by the Department of Human Services. I direct you to
the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Daniel Andrews MP, for LC 2519.
As Minister for Community Services I am supported in part by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC 2509.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3017]

Senior Victorians: media and communications staff
2523.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Senior Victorians): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)

What is the number and cost of staff working in the Minister’s office.
What is the number of staff working in each public relations/ communications unit under the
Minister’s control, indicating —
(a) the total operating budget; and
(b) the total promotional budget.

ANSWER:
As Minister for Senior Victorians I am supported in part by the Department of Human Services. I direct you to the
response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Daniel Andrews MP, for LC 2519.
As Minister for Senior Victorians I am supported in part by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC 2509.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3017]

Sport, recreation and youth affairs: media and communications staff
2525.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)

What is the number and cost of staff working in the Minister’s office.
What is the number of staff working in each public relations/ communications unit under the
Minister’s control, indicating —
(a) the total operating budget; and
(b) the total promotional budget.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Sport, Recreation & Youth Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and
Community Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2509.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3017]
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Veterans affairs: media and communications staff
2526.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)

What is the number and cost of staff working in the Minister’s office.
What is the number of staff working in each public relations/ communications unit under the
Minister’s control, indicating —
(a) the total operating budget; and
(b) the total promotional budget.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2509.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3017]

Multicultural affairs: media and communications staff
2527.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)

What is the number and cost of staff working in the Minister’s office.
What is the number of staff working in each public relations/ communications unit under the
Minister’s control, indicating —
(a) the total operating budget; and
(b) the total promotional budget.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2509.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3017]

Local government: media and communications staff
2528.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)

What is the number and cost of staff working in the Minister’s office.
What is the number of staff working in each public relations/ communications unit under the
Minister’s control, indicating —
(a) the total operating budget; and
(b) the total promotional budget.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2509.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3017]

Aboriginal affairs: media and communications staff
2529.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)

What is the number and cost of staff working in the Minister’s office.
What is the number of staff working in each public relations/ communications unit under the
Minister’s control, indicating —
(a) the total operating budget; and
(b) the total promotional budget.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2509.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3017]

Women’s affairs: media and communications staff
2530.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)

What is the number and cost of staff working in the Minister’s office.
What is the number of staff working in each public relations/ communications unit under the
Minister’s control, indicating —
(a) the total operating budget; and
(b) the total promotional budget.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2509.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3017]
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Attorney-General: media and communications staff
2531.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Attorney-General): In relation to each
department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial year from
2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)

What is the number and cost of staff working in the Minister’s office.
What is the number of staff working in each public relations/ communications unit under the
Minister’s control, indicating —
(a) the total operating budget; and
(b) the total promotional budget.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities as the engagement of ministerial staff, including
salaries and superannuation falls within the budget of the Department of Premier and Cabinet.

Racing: media and communications staff
2532.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Racing): In relation to
each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial year from
2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)

What is the number and cost of staff working in the Minister’s office.
What is the number of staff working in each public relations/ communications unit under the
Minister’s control, indicating —
(a) the total operating budget; and
(b) the total promotional budget.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities as the engagement of ministerial staff, including
salaries and superannuation falls within the budget of the Department of Premier and Cabinet.

Gaming: media and communications staff
2535.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Gaming): In relation to
each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial year from
2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)

What is the number and cost of staff working in the Minister’s office.
What is the number of staff working in each public relations/ communications unit under the
Minister’s control, indicating —
(a) the total operating budget; and
(b) the total promotional budget.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities as the engagement of ministerial staff, including
salaries and superannuation falls within the budget of the Department of Premier and Cabinet.

Consumer affairs: media and communications staff
2536.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)
(2)

What is the number and cost of staff working in the Minister’s office.
What is the number of staff working in each public relations/ communications unit under the
Minister’s control, indicating —
(a) the total operating budget; and
(b) the total promotional budget.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities as the engagement of ministerial staff, including
salaries and superannuation falls within the budget of the Department of Premier and Cabinet.

Planning: advertising
2589.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning: In relation to each department, agency and
authority within the Minister’s administration: What the details are of all advertising undertaken for
each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

the date of approval for each contract;
the cost of each contract;
the purpose of advertisement;
the duration of advertisement;
where and when each advertisement was published or broadcast; and
to whom each contract was awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details relating to advertising for the 2006–07 financial year can be found in the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee 79th Report to the Parliament–Report on the 2006–07 Financial and Performances outcomes.
Further information can be found at http://www.contracts.vic.gov.au.

Arts: advertising
2594.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Arts): In relation to each department,
agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What the details are of all advertising
undertaken for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the date of approval for each contract;
the cost of each contract;
the purpose of advertisement;

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3398

COUNCIL

(d)
(e)
(f)

Tuesday, 19 August 2008

the duration of advertisement;
where and when each advertisement was published or broadcast; and
to whom each contract was awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details relating to advertising for the 2006–07 financial year can be found in the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee 79th Report to the Parliament–Report on the 2006–07 Financial and Performance Outcomes.
Further information can be found at www.contracts.vic.gov.au.

Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission: advertising
2595.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Finance, Workcover and the TAC):
In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What the
details are of all advertising undertaken for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

the date of approval for each contract;
the cost of each contract;
the purpose of advertisement;
the duration of advertisement;
where and when each advertisement was published or broadcast; and
to whom each contract was awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details relating to advertising for the 2006–07 financial year can be found in the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee 79th Report to the Parliament–Report on the 2006–07 Financial and performance outcomes.
Further information can be found at www.contracts.vic.gov.au.

Children and early childhood development: advertising
2597.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration: What the details are of all advertising undertaken for each financial year from 2000–01
to 2006–07, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

the date of approval for each contract;
the cost of each contract;
the purpose of advertisement;
the duration of advertisement;
where and when each advertisement was published or broadcast; and
to whom each contract was awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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Details regarding advertising for the 2006–07 financial year can be found in the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee Report on the 2006–07 Financial Performance Outcomes.
Further information can be found at www.contracts.vic.gov.au

Health: advertising
2599.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Health): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What
the details are of all advertising undertaken for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07,
indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

the date of approval for each contract;
the cost of each contract;
the purpose of advertisement;
the duration of advertisement;
where and when each advertisement was published or broadcast; and
to whom each contract was awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details relating to advertising for the 2006–07 financial year can be found in the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee 79th Report to the Parliament–Report on the 2006–07 Financial and Performance Outcomes.
Further information can be found at www.contracts.vic.gov.au

Veterans affairs: advertising
2606.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What the details
are of all advertising undertaken for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

the date of approval for each contract;
the cost of each contract;
the purpose of advertisement;
the duration of advertisement;
where and when each advertisement was published or broadcast; and
to whom each contract was awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2589.

Multicultural affairs: advertising
2607.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What the details
are of all advertising undertaken for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07, indicating —
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the date of approval for each contract;
the cost of each contract;
the purpose of advertisement;
the duration of advertisement;
where and when each advertisement was published or broadcast; and
to whom each contract was awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Multicultural Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2589.

Aboriginal affairs: advertising
2609.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What the details
are of all advertising undertaken for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

the date of approval for each contract;
the cost of each contract;
the purpose of advertisement;
the duration of advertisement;
where and when each advertisement was published or broadcast; and
to whom each contract was awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2589.

Attorney-General: advertising
2611.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Attorney-General): In relation to each
department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What the details are of all
advertising undertaken for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

the date of approval for each contract;
the cost of each contract;
the purpose of advertisement;
the duration of advertisement;
where and when each advertisement was published or broadcast; and
to whom each contract was awarded.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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Details relating to advertising for the 2006–07 financial year can be found in the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee 79th Report to the Parliament Report on the 2006–07 Financial and Performance Outcomes.

Racing: advertising
2612.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Racing): In relation to
each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What the details are of all
advertising undertaken for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

the date of approval for each contract;
the cost of each contract;
the purpose of advertisement;
the duration of advertisement;
where and when each advertisement was published or broadcast; and
to whom each contract was awarded.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details relating to advertising for the 2006–07 financial year can be found in the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee 79th Report to the Parliament Report on the 2006–07 Financial and Performance Outcomes.

Gaming: advertising
2615.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Gaming): In relation to
each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What the details are of all
advertising undertaken for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

the date of approval for each contract;
the cost of each contract;
the purpose of advertisement;
the duration of advertisement;
where and when each advertisement was published or broadcast; and
to whom each contract was awarded.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details relating to advertising for the 2006–07 financial year can be found in the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee 79th Report to the Parliament Report on the 2006–07 Financial and Performance Outcomes.

Consumer affairs: advertising
2616.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What the details
are of all advertising undertaken for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the date of approval for each contract;
the cost of each contract;
the purpose of advertisement;
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the duration of advertisement;
where and when each advertisement was published or broadcast; and
to whom each contract was awarded.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Details relating to advertising for the 2006–07 financial year can be found in the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee 79th Report to the Parliament – Report on the 2006–07 Financial and Performance Outcomes.

Agriculture: advertising
2623.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Agriculture):
In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What the
details are of all advertising undertaken for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

the date of approval for each contract;
the cost of each contract;
the purpose of advertisement;
the duration of advertisement;
where and when each advertisement was published or broadcast; and
to whom each contract was awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To provide a detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unnecessary diversion of the
Department’s resources

Roads and ports: advertising
2625.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Roads and
Ports): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What
the details are of all advertising undertaken for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07,
indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

the date of approval for each contract;
the cost of each contract;
the purpose of advertisement;
the duration of advertisement;
where and when each advertisement was published or broadcast; and
to whom each contract was awarded.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was received, the answer is:
I am informed that a detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unnecessary diversion of
the Department’s resources.
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Arts: entertainment expenses
2634.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Arts): In relation to each department,
agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to
2006–07: What are the details are of all entertainment expenses incurred, indicating —
(a)
(b)

total costs incurred by each section, including the Minister’s office; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date incurred;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unnecessary diversion of the Department’s
resources.

Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission: entertainment expenses
2635.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Finance, Workcover and the TAC):
In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each
financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details are of all entertainment expenses
incurred, indicating —
(a)
(b)

total costs incurred by each section, including the Minister’s office; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date incurred;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unnecessary diversion of the Department’s
resources.

Children and early childhood development: entertainment expenses
2637.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration
for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details are of all entertainment expenses
incurred, indicating —
(a)
(b)

total costs incurred by each section, including the Minister’s office; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date incurred;
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cost;
number of guests;
purpose; and
name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unnecessary diversion of the Department’s
time and resources.

Health: entertainment expenses
2639.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Health): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for
each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details are of all entertainment expenses
incurred, indicating —
(a)
(b)

total costs incurred by each section, including the Minister’s office; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date incurred;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unnecessary diversion of the department’s
resources.

Community development: entertainment expenses
2644.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Community
Development): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration
for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details are of all entertainment expenses
incurred, indicating —
(a)
(b)

total costs incurred by each section, including the Minister’s office; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date incurred;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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As the Minister for Sport, Recreation & Youth Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and
Community Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2629.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3022]

Sport, recreation and youth affairs: entertainment expenses
2645.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details are of all
entertainment expenses incurred, indicating —
(a)
(b)

total costs incurred by each section, including the Minister’s office; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date incurred;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Sport, Recreation & Youth Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and
Community Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2629.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3022]

Veterans affairs: entertainment expenses
2646.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details are of all entertainment expenses incurred,
indicating —
(a)
(b)

total costs incurred by each section, including the Minister’s office; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date incurred;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Sport, Recreation & Youth Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and
Community Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2629.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3022]
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Multicultural affairs: entertainment expenses
2647.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details are of all entertainment expenses incurred,
indicating —
(a)
(b)

total costs incurred by each section, including the Minister’s office; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date incurred;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Sport, Recreation & Youth Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and
Community Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2629.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3022]

Local government: entertainment expenses
2648.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details are of all entertainment expenses incurred,
indicating —
(a)
(b)

total costs incurred by each section, including the Minister’s office; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date incurred;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Sport, Recreation & Youth Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and
Community Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2629.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3022]

Aboriginal affairs: entertainment expenses
2649.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
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year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details are of all entertainment expenses incurred,
indicating —
(a)
(b)

total costs incurred by each section, including the Minister’s office; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date incurred;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Sport, Recreation & Youth Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and
Community Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2629.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3022]

Women’s affairs: entertainment expenses
2650.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details are of all entertainment expenses incurred,
indicating —
(a)
(b)

total costs incurred by each section, including the Minister’s office; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date incurred;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Sport, Recreation & Youth Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and
Community Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2629.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3022]

Industry and trade: professional development expenses
2670.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade: In relation to expenditure on
conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses or like events by each department, agency or
authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
indicating the —
(a) locality and venue; and
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(b) purpose.
What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.
Was the event externally organised; if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s) or
companies engaged and at what cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unnecessary diversion of the department’s
resources.

Information and communication technology: professional development expenses
2671.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Information and Communication Technology: In
relation to expenditure on conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses or like events by each
department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial year from 2000–
01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

(3)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
indicating the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.
What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.
Was the event externally organised; if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s) or
companies engaged and at what cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unnecessary diversion of the department’s
resources.
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Major projects: professional development expenses
2672.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Major Projects: In relation to expenditure on
conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses or like events by each department, agency or
authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

(3)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
indicating the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.
What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.
Was the event externally organised; if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s) or
companies engaged and at what cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unnecessary diversion of the department’s
resources.

Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission: professional development expenses
2675.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Finance, Workcover and the TAC):
In relation to expenditure on conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses or like events by
each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial year from
2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

(3)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
indicating the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.
What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.
Was the event externally organised; if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s) or
companies engaged and at what cost.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unnecessary diversion of the department’s
resources.

Children and early childhood development: professional development expenses
2677.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development): In relation to expenditure on conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses or
like events by each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for each
financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

(3)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
indicating the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.
What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.
Was the event externally organised; if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s) or
companies engaged and at what cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unnecessary diversion of the department’s
resources.

Health: professional development expenses
2679.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Health): In relation to expenditure on conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses or like
events by each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
indicating the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.
What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
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(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.
Was the event externally organised; if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s) or
companies engaged and at what cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unnecessary diversion of the department’s
resources.

Mental health: professional development expenses
2681.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Mental Health): In relation to expenditure on conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses or
like events by each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for each
financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

(3)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
indicating the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.
What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.
Was the event externally organised; if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s) or
companies engaged and at what cost.

ANSWER:
Refer to the response to question no. 2679.

Community services: professional development expenses
2682.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to expenditure on conferences, seminars, workshops and training
courses or like events by each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for
each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
indicating the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.
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What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.
Was the event externally organised; if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s) or
companies engaged and at what cost.

ANSWER:
As Minister for Community Services I am supported in part by the Department of Human Services. I direct you to
the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Daniel Andrews MP, for LC 2679.
As Minister for Community Services I am supported in part by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC 2669.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3027]

Senior Victorians: professional development expenses
2683.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Senior Victorians): In relation to expenditure on conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses
or like events by each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for each
financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

(3)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
indicating the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.
What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.
Was the event externally organised; if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s) or
companies engaged and at what cost.

ANSWER:
As Minister for Senior Victorians I am supported in part by the Department of Human Services. I direct you to the
response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Daniel Andrews MP, for LC 2679.
As Minister for Senior Victorians I am supported in part by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC 2669.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3027]
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Community development: professional development expenses
2684.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Community
Development): In relation to expenditure on conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses or
like events by each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for each
financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

(3)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
indicating the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.
What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.
Was the event externally organised; if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s) or
companies engaged and at what cost.

ANSWER:
As Minister for Senior Victorians I am supported in part by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC 2669.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3027]

Sport, recreation and youth affairs: professional development expenses
2685.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs): In relation to expenditure on conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses or
like events by each department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for each
financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

(3)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
indicating the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.
What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.
Was the event externally organised; if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s) or
companies engaged and at what cost.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Sport, Recreation & Youth Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and
Community Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2669.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3027]

Veterans affairs: professional development expenses
2686.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs): In
relation to expenditure on conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses or like events by each
department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial year from 2000–
01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

(3)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
indicating the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.
What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.
Was the event externally organised; if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s) or
companies engaged and at what cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2669.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3027]

Multicultural affairs: professional development expenses
2687.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to expenditure on conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses or like events by each
department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial year from 2000–
01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
indicating the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.
What was the cost of each event indicating —
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(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.
Was the event externally organised; if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s) or
companies engaged and at what cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Multicultural Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2669.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3027]

Local government: professional development expenses
2688.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government): In
relation to expenditure on conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses or like events by each
department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial year from 2000–
01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

(3)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
indicating the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.
What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.
Was the event externally organised; if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s) or
companies engaged and at what cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Multicultural Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2669.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3027]
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Aboriginal affairs: professional development expenses
2689.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs): In
relation to expenditure on conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses or like events by each
department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial year from 2000–
01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

(3)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
indicating the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.
What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.
Was the event externally organised; if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s) or
companies engaged and at what cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Multicultural Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2669.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3027]

Women’s affairs: professional development expenses
2690.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): In
relation to expenditure on conferences, seminars, workshops and training courses or like events by each
department, agency or authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial year from 2000–
01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

What was the name of each conference, course, seminar, workshop or like event attended
indicating the —
(a) locality and venue; and
(b) purpose.
What was the cost of each event indicating —
(a) accommodation;
(b) entertainment;
(c) meals and refreshments;
(d) travel;
(e) car hire;
(f) taxis and hire cars; and
(g) other expenses.
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Was the event externally organised; if so, what was the name of the person(s), organisation(s) or
companies engaged and at what cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Multicultural Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2669.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3027]

Water: water-saving campaign
2707.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister
for Water): In relation to the television and print advertising campaign to promote water saving and
Victoria’s water plan, which commenced on Sunday, 13 April 2008:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What is the total cost of this campaign.
What is the name of the agency and/or consultancy that designed and implemented this campaign.
For how long will this campaign run.
How many water saving kits will be issued during this campaign.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The total cost of the campaign is $2.8 million, including 50,000 water saving kits.

(2)

Shannon’s Way Social Marketing Communications designed and implemented the campaign. DPC and DSE
also worked on the campaign.

(3)

The campaign will run for three months, from 13 April 2008

(4)

A total of 50,000 water saving kits will be distributed across Victoria.

Public transport: rail — early bird travel
2709.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Public
Transport): Does the “Early Bird” free early morning travel apply to the Sandringham Line train that is
scheduled to arrive at Flinders Street Station at 7.00 a.m. —
(a)
(b)

if not, why not; and
if so, does the “Early Bird” travel still apply if that train arrives at Flinders Street Station after 7.00
a.m.

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

Early bird travel only applies to services that arrive before 7.00 am. Passengers are technically not permitted
to travel on an Early Bird ticket to Flinders Street on the service that arrives at 7.00 m. However, they may
use their Early Bird ticket on this service to travel to locations where the train is scheduled to arrive before
7.00 m, such as Richmond, South Yarra, Prahran and Windsor Railway Stations.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
3418

(b)

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 19 August 2008

If a train is running late, then the Early Bird ticket is still valid for travel, provided the train was scheduled to
arrive at the station where the passenger alighted before 7.00 m. When a customer validates their Early Bird
ticket, information is stored that can verify the customer arrived at their origin station in time to catch a
service scheduled to arrive at their destination before 7.00 m.

Small business: fair payments policy
2710.

MR RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Small
Business): Which Victorian Government agencies are required to pay invoices for work done by small
businesses within 30 days or pay penalty interest, in accordance with the Government’s Fair Payments
Policy.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian Government is committed to promoting a fair and competitive environment for small to medium
sized businesses. To improve the cash flow certainty for these businesses, the Government introduced the Fair
Payments Policy.
All Victorian Government departments and 107 major and significant government agencies across a range of
portfolios, including all TAFEs and regional water authorities are required to pay suppliers within 30 days upon
receipt of correctly rendered invoice (or within any other payment period as agreed between the Department and
the supplier, which may be shorter). This policy applies to new contracts for goods and services valued less that $3
million.
If an invoice is not paid within 30 days from the date of receipt (or other payment period), and there is no dispute
regarding the invoice or the provision of goods and services, the supplier may make a claim for penalty interest on
outstanding debt.

Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission: Victorian Government Purchasing
Board — procurement policies
2764.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Finance, WorkCover and the TAC):
In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many breaches of the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s procurement policies
occurred in each of the financial years from 2004–05 to 2006–07.
What were the details of those breaches.
What action was taken in response to those breaches.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of breaches of the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s procurement guidelines are published in the
Board’s annual reports. To provide further information in these circumstances would place an unnecessary burden
on the time and resources of the department.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 19 August 2008

COUNCIL

3419

Sport, recreation and youth affairs: Victorian Government Purchasing Board — procurement
policies
2774.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many breaches of the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s procurement policies
occurred in each of the financial years from 2004–05 to 2006–07.
What were the details of those breaches.
What action was taken in response to those breaches.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Sport, Recreation & Youth Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and
Community Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2758.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3039]

Veterans affairs: Victorian Government Purchasing Board — procurement policies
2775.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many breaches of the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s procurement policies
occurred in each of the financial years from 2004–05 to 2006–07.
What were the details of those breaches.
What action was taken in response to those breaches.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Veteran’s Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2758.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3039]

Multicultural affairs: Victorian Government Purchasing Board — procurement policies
2776.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many breaches of the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s procurement policies
occurred in each of the financial years from 2004–05 to 2006–07.
What were the details of those breaches.
What action was taken in response to those breaches.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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As the Minister for Multicultural Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2758.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3039]

Local government: Victorian Government Purchasing Board — procurement policies
2777.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many breaches of the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s procurement policies
occurred in each of the financial years from 2004–05 to 2006–07.
What were the details of those breaches.
What action was taken in response to those breaches.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Local Government I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2758.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3039]

Aboriginal affairs: Victorian Government Purchasing Board — procurement policies
2778.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many breaches of the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s procurement policies
occurred in each of the financial years from 2004–05 to 2006–07.
What were the details of those breaches.
What action was taken in response to those breaches.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2758.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3039]

Women’s affairs: Victorian Government Purchasing Board — procurement policies
2779.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many breaches of the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s procurement policies
occurred in each of the financial years from 2004–05 to 2006–07.
What were the details of those breaches.
What action was taken in response to those breaches.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Women’s Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2758.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3039]

Regional and rural development: Victorian Government Purchasing Board — procurement
policies
2786.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many breaches of the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s procurement policies
occurred in each of the financial years from 2004–05 to 2006–07.
What were the details of those breaches.
What action was taken in response to those breaches.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
To compile the information requested would place a large burden on the department’s time and resources. A
detailed response would be too voluminous, however, should you indicate in a further question what information
you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Skills and workforce participation: Victorian Government Purchasing Board — procurement
policies
2787.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Skills and
Workforce Participation): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many breaches of the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s procurement policies
occurred in each of the financial years from 2004–05 to 2006–07.
What were the details of those breaches.
What action was taken in response to those breaches.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
To compile the information requested would place a large burden on the department’s time and resources. A
detailed response would be too voluminous, however, should you indicate in a further question what information
you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Tourism and major events: Victorian Government Purchasing Board — procurement policies
2789.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Tourism and
Major Events): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration:
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How many breaches of the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s procurement policies
occurred in each of the financial years from 2004–05 to 2006–07.
What were the details of those breaches.
What action was taken in response to those breaches.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Breaches of the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s procurement policies are detailed in the Board’s annual
report.
To provide further information in relation to these breaches would place an unnecessary burden on the time and
resources of the department.

Environment and climate change: annual reports
2796.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change: In relation to each
department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What was the total cost of each
annual report for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The research required to provide this information for each department, agency and authority under my
administration would place an unreasonable burden on public time and resources.

Community development: annual reports
2813.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Community
Development): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration: What was the total cost of each annual report for each financial year from 2000–01 to
2006–07.

ANSWER:
As the Minister for Community Development I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2798.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3040]

Sport, recreation and youth affairs: annual reports
2814.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration: What was the total cost of each annual report for each financial year from 2000–01 to
2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Sport, Recreation & Youth Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and
Community Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2798.
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[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3040]

Veterans affairs: annual reports
2815.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What was the
total cost of each annual report for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2798.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3040]

Multicultural affairs: annual reports
2816.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What was the
total cost of each annual report for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Multicultural Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2798.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3040]

Local government: annual reports
2817.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What was the
total cost of each annual report for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Local Government I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2798.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3040]

Aboriginal affairs: annual reports
2818.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What was the
total cost of each annual report for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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As the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2798.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3040]

Women’s affairs: annual reports
2819.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What was the
total cost of each annual report for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Women’s Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2798.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3040]

Attorney-General: annual reports
2820.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Attorney-General): In relation to each
department, agency and authority within the Attorney-General’s administration: What was the total cost
of each annual report for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unreasonable diversion of the Department’s
resources.
Should you indicate in a further question what information you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Racing: annual reports
2821.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Racing): In relation to
each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What was the total cost of
each annual report for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unreasonable diversion of the Department’s
resources.
Should you indicate in a further question what information you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Gaming: annual reports
2824.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Gaming): In relation to
each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What was the total cost of
each annual report for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unreasonable diversion of the Department’s
resources.
Should you indicate in a further question what information you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Regional and rural development: annual reports
2826.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration: What was the total cost of each annual report for each financial year from 2000–01 to
2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
To compile the information requested from the past seven financial years would place a large burden on the
department’s time and resources. A detailed response would be too voluminous, however, should you indicate in a
further question what information you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Skills and workforce participation: annual reports
2827.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Skills and
Workforce Participation): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration: What was the total cost of each annual report for each financial year from 2000–01 to
2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
To compile the information requested from the past seven financial years would place a large burden on the
department’s time and resources. A detailed response would be too voluminous, however, should you indicate in a
further question what information you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Tourism and major events: annual reports
2829.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Tourism and
Major Events): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration: What was the total cost of each annual report for each financial year from 2000–01 to
2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
To compile the information requested would place an unnecessary burden on the Department’s time and resources.
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Planning: trade union grants
2838.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning: In relation to each department, agency and
authority within the Minister’s administration: What are the details of all grants made to trade union
groups for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To compile the information requested would place a large burden on the department’s time and resources.
However, should you indicate in a further question what information you are particularly seeking, I may be able to
assist you.

Health: trade union grants
2843.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Arts): In relation to each department,
agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What are the details of all grants made to
trade union groups for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the Honourable Member to the Premier’s response to question 2842.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 12 June 2008, page 2352]

Regional and rural development: trade union grants
2866.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration: What are the details of all grants made to trade union groups for each financial year
from 2000–01 to 2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
To compile the information requested from the past seven financial years would place a large burden on the
department’s time and resources. A detailed response would be too voluminous, however, should you indicate in a
further question what information you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Skills and workforce participation: trade union grants
2867.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Skills and
Workforce Participation): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration: What are the details of all grants made to trade union groups for each financial year
from 2000–01 to 2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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To compile the information requested from the past seven financial years would place a large burden on the
department’s time and resources. A detailed response would be too voluminous, however, should you indicate in a
further question what information you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Tourism and major events: trade union grants
2869.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Tourism and
Major Events): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration: What are the details of all grants made to trade union groups for each financial year
from 2000–01 to 2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unnecessary diversion of the Department’s
resources.

Sport, recreation and youth affairs: workplace bullying
2894.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs): In relation to each department agency and authority within the Minister’s administration
for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details of bullying in the workplace
indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

the number of cases reported;
the number of claims resulting in WorkCover cases being established;
the total cost of these claims; and
the dollar increase in premiums for each individual department or agency due to claims for
bullying in the workplace.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Sport, Recreation & Youth Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and
Community Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2878.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3044]

Veterans affairs: workplace bullying
2895.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details of bullying in the workplace indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

the number of cases reported;
the number of claims resulting in WorkCover cases being established;
the total cost of these claims; and
the dollar increase in premiums for each individual department or agency due to claims for
bullying in the workplace.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2878.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3044]

Multicultural affairs: workplace bullying
2896.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details of bullying in the workplace indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

the number of cases reported;
the number of claims resulting in WorkCover cases being established;
the total cost of these claims; and
the dollar increase in premiums for each individual department or agency due to claims for
bullying in the workplace.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Multicultural Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2878.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3044]

Local government: workplace bullying
2897.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details of bullying in the workplace indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

the number of cases reported;
the number of claims resulting in WorkCover cases being established;
the total cost of these claims; and
the dollar increase in premiums for each individual department or agency due to claims for
bullying in the workplace.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community Development. I direct you to
the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2878.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3044]
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Aboriginal affairs: workplace bullying
2898.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details of bullying in the workplace indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

the number of cases reported;
the number of claims resulting in WorkCover cases being established;
the total cost of these claims; and
the dollar increase in premiums for each individual department or agency due to claims for
bullying in the workplace.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2878.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3044]

Women’s affairs: workplace bullying
2899.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each financial
year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details of bullying in the workplace indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

the number of cases reported;
the number of claims resulting in WorkCover cases being established;
the total cost of these claims; and
the dollar increase in premiums for each individual department or agency due to claims for
bullying in the workplace.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Women’s Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2878.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3044]

Regional and rural development: workplace bullying
2906.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details of bullying in the
workplace indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

the number of cases reported;
the number of claims resulting in WorkCover cases being established;
the total cost of these claims; and
the dollar increase in premiums for each individual department or agency due to claims for
bullying in the workplace.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
To compile the information requested from the past seven financial years would place a large burden on the
department’s time and resources. A detailed response would be too voluminous, however, should you indicate in a
further question what information you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Skills and workforce participation: workplace bullying
2907.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Skills and
Workforce Participation): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details of bullying in the
workplace indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

the number of cases reported;
the number of claims resulting in WorkCover cases being established;
the total cost of these claims; and
the dollar increase in premiums for each individual department or agency due to claims for
bullying in the workplace.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
To compile the information requested from the past seven financial years would place a large burden on the
department’s time and resources. A detailed response would be too voluminous, however, should you indicate in a
further question what information you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Tourism and major events: workplace bullying
2909.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Tourism and
Major Events): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details of bullying in the
workplace indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

the number of cases reported;
the number of claims resulting in WorkCover cases being established;
the total cost of these claims; and
the dollar increase in premiums for each individual department or agency due to claims for
bullying in the workplace.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unnecessary diversion of the Department’s
resources.

Agriculture: workplace bullying
2912.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Agriculture):
In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration for each
financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07: What are the details of bullying in the workplace indicating —
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the number of cases reported;
the number of claims resulting in WorkCover cases being established;
the total cost of these claims; and
the dollar increase in premiums for each individual department or agency due to claims for
bullying in the workplace.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A detailed response to this question would be an unnecessary diversion of the Department’s resources.

Arts: property sales
2923.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Arts): In relation to each department,
agency and authority within the Minister’s administration involved in the sale of properties for each
financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

How many properties have been sold, indicating —
(a) whether they were sold by —
(i) selected tender;
(ii) public tender;
(iii) private sale; or
(iv) public auction.
(b) the address of each property;
(c) the valuation of each property and the name of the valuer;
(d) what advertising costs were incurred and attributed to each; and
(e) the sale price for each property and the terms offered.
Were there any defaults in the performance of any contracts of sale arising from those sales.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I refer the Honourable Member to the Premier’s response to question 2922.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 11 June 2008, page 2350]

Sport, recreation and youth affairs: property sales
2934.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Sport, Recreation and
Youth Affairs): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration involved in the sale of properties for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

How many properties have been sold, indicating —
(a) whether they were sold by —
(i) selected tender;
(ii) public tender;
(iii) private sale; or
(iv) public auction.
(b) the address of each property;
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(c) the valuation of each property and the name of the valuer;
(d) what advertising costs were incurred and attributed to each; and
(e) the sale price for each property and the terms offered.
Were there any defaults in the performance of any contracts of sale arising from those sales.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Sport, Recreation & Youth Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and
Community Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2918.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3049]

Veterans affairs: property sales
2935.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration involved in the
sale of properties for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

How many properties have been sold, indicating —
(a) whether they were sold by —
(i) selected tender;
(ii) public tender;
(iii) private sale; or
(iv) public auction.
(b) the address of each property;
(c) the valuation of each property and the name of the valuer;
(d) what advertising costs were incurred and attributed to each; and
(e) the sale price for each property and the terms offered.
Were there any defaults in the performance of any contracts of sale arising from those sales.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2918.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3049]

Multicultural affairs: property sales
2936.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Multicultural Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration involved in the
sale of properties for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

How many properties have been sold, indicating —
(a) whether they were sold by —
(i) selected tender;
(ii) public tender;
(iii) private sale; or
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(iv) public auction.
(b) the address of each property;
(c) the valuation of each property and the name of the valuer;
(d) what advertising costs were incurred and attributed to each; and
(e) the sale price for each property and the terms offered.
Were there any defaults in the performance of any contracts of sale arising from those sales.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Multicultural Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2918.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3049]

Local government: property sales
2937.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Local Government): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration involved in the
sale of properties for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

How many properties have been sold, indicating —
(a) whether they were sold by —
(i) selected tender;
(ii) public tender;
(iii) private sale; or
(iv) public auction.
(b) the address of each property;
(c) the valuation of each property and the name of the valuer;
(d) what advertising costs were incurred and attributed to each; and
(e) the sale price for each property and the terms offered.
Were there any defaults in the performance of any contracts of sale arising from those sales.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Local Government I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2918.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3049]

Aboriginal affairs: property sales
2938.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration involved in the
sale of properties for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

How many properties have been sold, indicating —
(a) whether they were sold by —
(i) selected tender;
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(ii) public tender;
(iii) private sale; or
(iv) public auction.
(b) the address of each property;
(c) the valuation of each property and the name of the valuer;
(d) what advertising costs were incurred and attributed to each; and
(e) the sale price for each property and the terms offered.
Were there any defaults in the performance of any contracts of sale arising from those sales.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2918.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3049]

Women’s affairs: property sales
2939.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Women’s Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration involved in the
sale of properties for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

How many properties have been sold, indicating —
(a) whether they were sold by —
(i) selected tender;
(ii) public tender;
(iii) private sale; or
(iv) public auction.
(b) the address of each property;
(c) the valuation of each property and the name of the valuer;
(d) what advertising costs were incurred and attributed to each; and
(e) the sale price for each property and the terms offered.
Were there any defaults in the performance of any contracts of sale arising from those sales.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
As the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs I am supported by the Department of Planning and Community
Development. I direct you to the response of the lead Minister, the Hon. Justin Madden, for LC2918.
[Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 30 July 2008, page 3049]

Attorney-General: property sales
2940.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Attorney-General): In relation to each
department, agency and authority within the Attorney-General’s administration involved in the sale of
properties for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

How many properties have been sold, indicating —
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(a)

(2)

whether they were sold by —
(i) selected tender;
(ii) public tender;
(iii) private sale; or
(iv) public auction.
(b) the address of each property;
(c) the valuation of each property and the name of the valuer;
(d) what advertising costs were incurred and attributed to each; and
(e) the sale price for each property and the terms offered.
Were there any defaults in the performance of any contracts of sale arising from those sales.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This question does not come under my portfolio responsibilities as the sale of government properties is
administered by the Department of Treasury and Finance.

Racing: property sales
2941.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Racing): In relation to
each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration involved in the sale of
properties for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

How many properties have been sold, indicating —
(a) whether they were sold by —
(i) selected tender;
(ii) public tender;
(iii) private sale; or
(iv) public auction.
(b) the address of each property;
(c) the valuation of each property and the name of the valuer;
(d) what advertising costs were incurred and attributed to each; and
(e) the sale price for each property and the terms offered.
Were there any defaults in the performance of any contracts of sale arising from those sales.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This question does not come under my portfolio responsibilities as the sale of government properties is
administered by the Department of Treasury and Finance.

Police and emergency services: property sales
2942.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration
involved in the sale of properties for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

How many properties have been sold, indicating —
(a) whether they were sold by —
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(i) selected tender;
(ii) public tender;
(iii) private sale; or
(iv) public auction.
(b) the address of each property;
(c) the valuation of each property and the name of the valuer;
(d) what advertising costs were incurred and attributed to each; and
(e) the sale price for each property and the terms offered.
Were there any defaults in the performance of any contracts of sale arising from those sales.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This question does not come under my portfolio responsibilities as the sale of government properties is
administered by the Department of Treasury and Finance.

Corrections: property sales
2943.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Corrections): In relation
to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration involved in the sale of
properties for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

How many properties have been sold, indicating —
(a) whether they were sold by —
(i) selected tender;
(ii) public tender;
(iii) private sale; or
(iv) public auction.
(b) the address of each property;
(c) the valuation of each property and the name of the valuer;
(d) what advertising costs were incurred and attributed to each; and
(e) the sale price for each property and the terms offered.
Were there any defaults in the performance of any contracts of sale arising from those sales.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This question does not come under my portfolio responsibilities as the sale of government properties is
administered by the Department of Treasury and Finance.

Gaming: property sales
2944

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Gaming): In relation to
each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration involved in the sale of
properties for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

How many properties have been sold, indicating —
(a) whether they were sold by —
(i) selected tender;
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(ii) public tender;
(iii) private sale; or
(iv) public auction.
(b) the address of each property;
(c) the valuation of each property and the name of the valuer;
(d) what advertising costs were incurred and attributed to each; and
(e) the sale price for each property and the terms offered.
Were there any defaults in the performance of any contracts of sale arising from those sales.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This question does not come under my portfolio responsibilities as the sale of government properties is
administered by the Department of Treasury and Finance.

Consumer affairs: property sales
2945.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Consumer Affairs): In
relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration involved in the
sale of properties for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

How many properties have been sold, indicating —
(a) whether they were sold by —
(i) selected tender;
(ii) public tender;
(iii) private sale; or
(iv) public auction.
(b) the address of each property;
(c) the valuation of each property and the name of the valuer;
(d) what advertising costs were incurred and attributed to each; and
(e) the sale price for each property and the terms offered.
Were there any defaults in the performance of any contracts of sale arising from those sales.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This question does not come under my portfolio responsibilities as the sale of government properties is
administered by the Department of Treasury and Finance.

Regional and rural development: property sales
2946.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Regional and
Rural Development): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration involved in the sale of properties for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

How many properties have been sold, indicating —
(a) whether they were sold by —
(i) selected tender;
(ii) public tender;
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(iii) private sale; or
(iv) public auction.
(b) the address of each property;
(c) the valuation of each property and the name of the valuer;
(d) what advertising costs were incurred and attributed to each; and
(e) the sale price for each property and the terms offered.
Were there any defaults in the performance of any contracts of sale arising from those sales.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
To compile the information requested from the past seven financial years would place a large burden on the
department’s time and resources. A detailed response would be too voluminous, however, should you indicate in a
further question what information you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Skills and workforce participation: property sales
2947.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Skills and
Workforce Participation): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration involved in the sale of properties for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

(2)

How many properties have been sold, indicating —
(a) whether they were sold by —
(i) selected tender;
(ii) public tender;
(iii) private sale; or
(iv) public auction.
(b) the address of each property;
(c) the valuation of each property and the name of the valuer;
(d) what advertising costs were incurred and attributed to each; and
(e) the sale price for each property and the terms offered.
Were there any defaults in the performance of any contracts of sale arising from those sales.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
To compile the information requested from the past seven financial years would place a large burden on the
department’s time and resources. A detailed response would be too voluminous, however, should you indicate in a
further question what information you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Tourism and major events: property sales
2949.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Tourism and
Major Events): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration involved in the sale of properties for each financial year from 2000–01 to 2006–07:
(1)

How many properties have been sold, indicating —
(a) whether they were sold by —
(i) selected tender;
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(ii) public tender;
(iii) private sale; or
(iv) public auction.
(b) the address of each property;
(c) the valuation of each property and the name of the valuer;
(d) what advertising costs were incurred and attributed to each; and
(e) the sale price for each property and the terms offered.
Were there any defaults in the performance of any contracts of sale arising from those sales.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unnecessary diversion of the Department’s
resources.

Planning: Patricia Baleen gas plant
2960.

MR HALL — To ask the Minister for Planning: In relation to the proposed Longtom upgrade at the
Patricia Baleen Gas Plant near Marlo:
(1)
(2)

(3)

Why was no supplementary Environmental Effects Statement (ESS) required.
How many incident reports from the Patricia Baleen Gas Plant have been submitted to
Government and were these reports considered as part of the process in determining whether a
supplementary EES was required.
Why has no risk assessment of the impact of an accident or explosion at the site on the Snowy
River ever been undertaken.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The primary statutory approvals governing the operation of the Patricia Baleen Gas Plant are under the
Environment Protection Act 1970. Incident reporting for the Santos owned Patricia Baleen plant is a requirement of
their Environment Protection Authority (EPA) licence. The 2006 annual report for the site contained three
notifiable incidents with no reportable incidents having been reported within the 2007 calendar year. The three
incidents reported in 2006 related to minor equipment failure and spillages that I understand were promptly
addressed.
The EPA must be satisfied that the construction and operation of gas plants in Victoria is undertaken in a safe
manner. The EPA oversees, through their Work Approvals system, a number of gas facilities including this Santos
plant, which has operated safely on this site for over five years.
While risk cannot be eliminated entirely, it is managed though rigorous plant design with particular attention being
paid to minimising fugitive emissions from gas plants and the use of flares to provide a safe means of removing gas
or vapour that might pose a hazard if not controlled.
Development of this site for a gas plant was subject to an Environment Effects Statement (EES) process for the
Patricia Baleen plant and a further EES when the plant was proposed to be extended to process gas from the Sole
gas field.
The most recent Longtom gas field project has been proposed as Santos do not intend to proceed immediately with
the plant extension for the Sole field, instead opting for a project proposal that has fewer environmental impacts
and technical issues. I therefore determined, on the basis of studies completed for the EESs for both the Patricia
Baleen and Sole Gas Projects, and the experience of the Patricia Baleen development, that effects from the current
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Longtom proposal would be limited and that a further EES was therefore not needed. Planning approvals are now
being sought through the planning permit application process.

Health: Wodonga ambulance station
2967.

MRS PETROVICH — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Health): In relation to Wodonga Ambulance Station, which was originally built over 40 years ago, was
later extended to accommodate 10 staff and has a current staffing level of 20: Has this station been
identified as a station that needs replacing; if so, when will this happen.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A program of works is undertaken each year across the Ambulance Victoria’s 122 rural ambulance branches in
Victoria.
I am advised by Ambulance Victoria, that the Wodonga branch is not in poor condition. Since late 2006, some
minor improvements have been undertaken at the branch as part of Ambulance Victoria’s ongoing maintenance
program.
Ambulance Victoria will continue to monitor and consider the longer term plans for the Wodonga ambulance
branch.

Treasurer: board representatives
2971.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer: In relation to each department, agency and authority
within the Treasurer’s administration: What provision has been made for elected representatives or trade
union nominated representatives on their boards, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)

what the basis is of their representation and when it was established;
who the current trade union representatives are and who held the positions previously; and
what fee or remuneration is paid to the representatives.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To compile information requested would place a large burden on the department’s time and resources. A detailed
response to this question would be too voluminous, however, should you indicate in a further question what
information you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Children and early childhood development: board representatives
2982.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration: What provision has been made for elected representatives or trade union nominated
representatives on their boards, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)

what the basis is of their representation and when it was established;
who the current trade union representatives are and who held the positions previously; and
what fee or remuneration is paid to the representatives.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
To compile the information requested would place a large burden on the Department’s time and resources.
A detailed response would be too voluminous, however, should you indicate in a further question what information
you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Mental health: board representatives
2986.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Mental Health): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration: What provision has been made for elected representatives or trade union nominated
representatives on their boards, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)

what the basis is of their representation and when it was established;
who the current trade union representatives are and who held the positions previously; and
what fee or remuneration is paid to the representatives.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To compile the information requested would place a large burden on the department’s time and resources. A
detailed response would be too voluminous, however, should you indicate in a further question what information
you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Community services: board representatives
2987.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration: What provision has been made for elected representatives or trade union nominated
representatives on their boards, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)

what the basis is of their representation and when it was established;
who the current trade union representatives are and who held the positions previously; and
what fee or remuneration is paid to the representatives.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To compile the information requested would place a large burden on the department’s time and resources. A
detailed response would be too voluminous, however, should you indicate in a further question what information
you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Senior Victorians: board representatives
2988.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Senior Victorians): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration: What provision has been made for elected representatives or trade union nominated
representatives on their boards, indicating —
(a)

what the basis is of their representation and when it was established;
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who the current trade union representatives are and who held the positions previously; and
what fee or remuneration is paid to the representatives.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To compile the information requested would place a large burden on the department’s time and resources. A
detailed response would be too voluminous, however, should you indicate in a further question what information
you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Tourism and major events: board representatives
3005.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Tourism and
Major Events): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration: What provision has been made for elected representatives or trade union nominated
representatives on their boards, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)

what the basis is of their representation and when it was established;
who the current trade union representatives are and who held the positions previously; and
what fee or remuneration is paid to the representatives.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
To compile the information requested would place an unnecessary burden on the Department’s time and resources.

Public transport: board representatives
3009.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Public
Transport): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration:
What provision has been made for elected representatives or trade union nominated representatives on
their boards, indicating —
(a)
(b)
(c)

what the basis is of their representation and when it was established;
who the current trade union representatives are and who held the positions previously; and
what fee or remuneration is paid to the representatives.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
There is no provision for elected representatives or trade union nominated representatives on boards for the
department, or agencies or authorities within the public transport portfolio.
Information on remuneration paid to board members can be found by identifying the board classification in the
Government Public Board Appointments Victoria website: www.publicboards.vic.gov.au, and referring to the
remuneration schedules in the Department of Premier and Cabinet’s Guidelines for the Appointment and
Remuneration of Part Time Non-Executive Directors of State Government Boards and Members of Statutory
Bodies and Advisory Committees: www.dpc.vic.gov.au.
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Children and early childhood development: uniforms
3061.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many employees are supplied with uniforms.
Which company or companies supply these uniforms.
In what country were these uniforms manufactured.
What safeguards have been established to ensure that uniforms are manufactured by workers
employed under safe and humane conditions free of exploitation, including child labour.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
To compile the information requested would place a large burden on the Department’s time and resources.
A detailed response would be too voluminous, however, should you indicate in a further question what information
you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Tourism and major events: uniforms
3084.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Tourism and
Major Events): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many employees are supplied with uniforms.
Which company or companies supply these uniforms.
In what country were these uniforms manufactured.
What safeguards have been established to ensure that uniforms are manufactured by workers
employed under safe and humane conditions free of exploitation, including child labour.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
To compile the information requested would place an unnecessary burden on the Department’s time and resources.

Agriculture: uniforms
3087.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Agriculture):
In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many employees are supplied with uniforms.
Which company or companies supply these uniforms.
In what country were these uniforms manufactured.
What safeguards have been established to ensure that uniforms are manufactured by workers
employed under safe and humane conditions free of exploitation, including child labour.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To provide a detailed response to this question would be an unnecessary diversion of the Department’s resources.
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Planning: staff attrition rate
3093.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning: In relation to each department, agency and
authority within the Minister’s administration: What was the staff attrition rate for each of the financial
years 2000–01 to 2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A detailed response to those questions would be too voluminous and an unnecessary diversion of the Department’s
resources, however should you indicate in a further question what information you are particularly seeking, I may
be able to assist you.

Finance, WorkCover and the Transport Accident Commission: staff attrition rate
3100.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Finance, Workcover and the TAC):
In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What was the
staff attrition rate for each of the financial years 2000–01 to 2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To compile information requested from the past seven financial years would place an unnecessary burden on the
department’s time and resources.

Children and early childhood development: staff attrition rate
3102.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration: What was the staff attrition rate for each of the financial years 2000–01 to 2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
To compile the information requested would place a large burden on the Department’s time and resources.
A detailed response would be too voluminous, however, should you indicate in a further question what information
you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Attorney-General: staff attrition rate
3116.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Attorney-General): In relation to each
department, agency and authority within the Attorney-General’s administration: What was the staff
attrition rate for each of the financial years 2000–01 to 2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unreasonable diversion of the Department’s
resources.
Should you indicate in a further question what information you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.
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Racing: staff attrition rate
3117.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Racing): In relation to
each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What was the staff attrition
rate for each of the financial years 2000–01 to 2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unreasonable diversion of the Department’s
resources.
Should you indicate in a further question what information you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Gaming: staff attrition rate
3120.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Gaming): In relation to
each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration: What was the staff attrition
rate for each of the financial years 2000–01 to 2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
A detailed response to this question would be too voluminous and an unreasonable diversion of the Department’s
resources.
Should you indicate in a further question what information you are particularly seeking, I may be able to assist you.

Tourism and major events: staff attrition rate
3125.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Tourism and
Major Events): In relation to each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration: What was the staff attrition rate for each of the financial years 2000–01 to 2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
To compile the information requested would place an unnecessary burden on the Department’s time and resources.

Education: J. H. Boyd Girls High School site
3145.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): Does the Government have
any plans to open a child care facility at the site of the former J. H. Boyd Girls’ High School, at 207-221
City Road, Southbank.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The property does not fall within my portfolio of responsibilities.
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Education: J. H. Boyd Girls High School site
3150.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): In which year was the final
secondary school class in attendance at the former J. H. Boyd Girls’ High School, at 207–221 City
Road, Southbank.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The final secondary class at J. H. Boyd Girls’ High School was 1985.

Education: J. H. Boyd Girls High School site
3151.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): What documented plans does
the government have for the restoration of the existing buildings on the site of the former J. H. Boyd
Girls’ High School, at 207–221 City Road, Southbank.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The property does not fall within my portfolio of responsibilities.

Education: J. H. Boyd Girls High School site
3153.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): In relation to the site of the
former J. H. Boyd Girls’ High School, at 207–221 City Road, Southbank: Does the Government have
plans to rezone the site to allow for the sale of all or part of the site.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The property does not fall within my portfolio of responsibilities.

Education: J. H. Boyd Girls High School site
3154.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): In relation to the site of the
former J. H. Boyd Girls’ High School, at 207–221 City Road, Southbank: What is the current zoning
classification of this site.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The property does not fall within my portfolio of responsibilities.

Education: J. H. Boyd Girls High School site
3155.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): In relation to the site of the
former J. H. Boyd Girls’ High School, at 207–221 City Road, Southbank: What amount of State
Government funding was spent on the site in the following periods —
(a)

2000–01;
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2001–02;
2002–03;
2003–04;
2004–05; and
2006–07.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
J. H. Boyd Girls’ High School closed in 1986. The property does not fall within my portfolio of responsibilities.

Education: J. H. Boyd Girls High School site
3156.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): In relation to the site of the
former J. H. Boyd Girls’ High School, at 207–221 City Road, Southbank: What studies or reports have
been undertaken into utilising the site as a community arts facility.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The property does not fall within my portfolio of responsibilities.

Education: J. H. Boyd Girls High School site
3157.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): In relation to the site of the
former J. H. Boyd Girls’ High School, at 207–221 City Road, Southbank: What studies or reports have
been undertaken into utilising the site for youth activities/recreation space.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The property does not fall within my portfolio of responsibilities.

Education: J. H. Boyd Girls High School site
3159.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): In relation to the site of the
former J. H. Boyd Girls’ High School, at 207–221 City Road, Southbank: What studies or reports have
been undertaken into utilising the site for library services.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The property does not fall within my portfolio of responsibilities.

Education: J. H. Boyd Girls High School site
3161.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): In relation to the site of the
former J. H. Boyd Girls’ High School, at 207–221 City Road, Southbank: What studies or reports have
been undertaken into utilising the site as an older person’s activity space.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The property does not fall within my portfolio of responsibilities.

Senior Victorians: J. H. Boyd Girls High School site
3162.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Senior Victorians): In relation to the site of the former J. H. Boyd Girls’ High School, at 207–221 City
Road, Southbank: What studies or reports have been undertaken into utilising the site as an older
person’s activity space.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
No studies or reports have been undertaken by the Department of Human Services into utilising the site as an older
person’s activity space.

Education: J. H. Boyd Girls High School site
3163.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): In relation to the site of the
former J. H. Boyd Girls’ High School, at 207–221 City Road, Southbank: What studies or reports have
been undertaken into utilising the site as a children’s services centre.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The property does not fall within my portfolio of responsibilities.

Children and early childhood development: J. H. Boyd Girls High School site
3164.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Children and Early Childhood
Development): In relation to the site of the former J. H. Boyd Girls’ High School, at 207–221 City
Road, Southbank: What studies or reports have been undertaken into utilising the site as a children’s
services centre.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department has not undertaken any studies or reports into utilising the site as a children’s services centre.

Education: J. H. Boyd Girls High School site
3166.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Treasurer (for the Minister for Education): In relation to the site of the
former J. H. Boyd Girls’ High School, at 207–221 City Road, Southbank: Does the Government have
any plans for using any or the entire site as public open space.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
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The property does not fall within my portfolio of responsibilities.

Mental health: homelessness program — Loddon Mallee region
3168.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Mental Health): In relation to a $139,500 pilot project to Prevent People with a Mental Illness being
discharged into homelessness in the Loddon Mallee Region announced on 7 July 2002:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much of the funding was expended in the 18 months time frame.
How was the pilot evaluated and what were the results of the evaluation.
Has the program received ongoing funding.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Funding was fully expended in the 18 month time frame.

(2)

The pilot was favourably evaluated providing evidence for ongoing funding.

(3)

The program has received ongoing funding.

Community services: One Stop Shop for Young People — Morwell
3171.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $700,000 worth of funding for the One Stop Shop for Young
People in Morwell launched on 8 August 2002:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much of the funding was expended by August 2005.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.
Has funding been ongoing.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

A total amount of $704,800 was expended by August 2005.

(2)
An evaluation was completed in October 2003 by the Gippsland Research and Information Service,
Monash University, Gippsland. The result of the evaluation was a changed model of service delivery.
(3)

No.

Community services: disability services — Warrandyte drowning inquiry
3181.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to an inquiry into the drowning death of an intellectually disabled
man in Warrandyte on 20 November 2007:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Has the Government’s inquiry been completed.
Will the report into the Government’s inquiry into this matter that the Premier promised be made
public.
When will the Government report into the inquiry be made public.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Firstly, I would like pass on my sincere condolences to the family.
(1)

At the time of this incident a practice review was undertaken by the department and was completed in
December 2007. The death is also the subject of a current coronial investigation.

(2) & (3)
The review findings are confidential and will not be released.

Police and emergency services: Windsor railway station — crime
3184.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Windsor Train Station, Prahran, in the
2000–01 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
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Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Windsor railway station — crime
3185.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Windsor Train Station, Prahran, in the
2001–02 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Windsor railway station — crime
3186.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Windsor Train Station, Prahran, in the
2002–03 financial year —
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rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Windsor railway station — crime
3187.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Windsor Train Station, Prahran, in the
2003–04 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
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offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Windsor railway station — crime
3188.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Windsor Train Station, Prahran, in the
2004–05 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Windsor railway station — crime
3189.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Windsor Train Station, Prahran, in the
2005–06 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
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this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Windsor railway station — crime
3190.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Windsor Train Station, Prahran, in the
2006–07 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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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The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: South Yarra railway station — crime
3191.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at South Yarra Train Station, South Yarra,
in the 2000–01 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.
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Police and emergency services: South Yarra railway station — crime
3192.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at South Yarra Train Station, South Yarra,
in the 2001–02 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: South Yarra railway station — crime
3193.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at South Yarra Train Station, South Yarra,
in the 2002–03 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
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(h)
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property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: South Yarra railway station — crime
3194.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at South Yarra Train Station, South Yarra,
in the 2003–04 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: South Yarra railway station — crime
3195.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at South Yarra Train Station, South Yarra,
in the 2004–05 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: South Yarra railway station — crime
3196.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at South Yarra Train Station, South Yarra,
in the 2005–06 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
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this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: South Yarra railway station — crime
3197.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at South Yarra Train Station, South Yarra,
in the 2006–07 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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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The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Prahran railway station — crime
3198.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Prahran Train Station, Prahran, in the
2000–01 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.
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Police and emergency services: Prahran railway station — crime
3199.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Prahran Train Station, Prahran, in the
2001–02 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Prahran railway station — crime
3200.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Prahran Train Station, Prahran, in the
2002–03 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
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(f)
(g)
(h)
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property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Prahran railway station — crime
3201.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Prahran Train Station, Prahran, in the
2003–04 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Prahran railway station — crime
3202.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Prahran Train Station, Prahran, in the
2004–05 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Prahran railway station — crime
3203.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Prahran Train Station, Prahran, in the
2005–06 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
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this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Prahran railway station — crime
3204.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Prahran Train Station, Prahran, in the
2006–07 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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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The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Hawksburn railway station — crime
3205.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Hawksburn Train Station, South Yarra,
in the 2000–01 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 19 August 2008

COUNCIL

3469

Police and emergency services: Hawksburn railway station — crime
3206.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Hawksburn Train Station, South Yarra,
in the 2001–02 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Hawksburn railway station — crime
3207.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Hawksburn Train Station, South Yarra,
in the 2002–03 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
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property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Hawksburn railway station — crime
3208.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Hawksburn Train Station, South Yarra,
in the 2003–04 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Hawksburn railway station — crime
3209.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Hawksburn Train Station, South Yarra,
in the 2004–05 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Hawksburn railway station — crime
3210.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Hawksburn Train Station, South Yarra,
in the 2005–06 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
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this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Hawksburn railway station — crime
3211.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Hawksburn Train Station, South Yarra,
in the 2006–07 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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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The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Moorabbin railway station — crime
3212.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Moorabbin Train Station, Moorabbin, in
the 2000–01 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.
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Police and emergency services: Moorabbin railway station — crime
3213.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Moorabbin Train Station, Moorabbin, in
the 2001–02 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Moorabbin railway station — crime
3214.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Moorabbin Train Station, Moorabbin, in
the 2002–03 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
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(f)
(g)
(h)
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property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Moorabbin railway station — crime
3215.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Moorabbin Train Station, Moorabbin, in
the 2003–04 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Moorabbin railway station — crime
3216.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Moorabbin Train Station, Moorabbin, in
the 2004–05 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Moorabbin railway station — crime
3217.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Moorabbin Train Station, Moorabbin, in
the 2005–06 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
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this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Moorabbin railway station — crime
3218.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Moorabbin Train Station, Moorabbin, in
the 2006–07 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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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The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Bentleigh railway station — crime
3219.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Bentleigh Train Station, Bentleigh, in the
2000–01 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.
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Police and emergency services: Bentleigh railway station — crime
3220.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Bentleigh Train Station, Bentleigh, in the
2001–02 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Bentleigh railway station — crime
3221.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Bentleigh Train Station, Bentleigh, in the
2002–03 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
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(g)
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property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Bentleigh railway station — crime
3222.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Bentleigh Train Station, Bentleigh, in the
2003–04 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Bentleigh railway station — crime
3223.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Bentleigh Train Station, Bentleigh, in the
2004–05 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Bentleigh railway station — crime
3224.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Bentleigh Train Station, Bentleigh, in the
2005–06 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
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this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Bentleigh railway station — crime
3225.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Bentleigh Train Station, Bentleigh, in the
2006–07 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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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The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Patterson railway station — crime
3226.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Patterson Train Station, Bentleigh, in the
2000–01 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.
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Police and emergency services: Patterson railway station — crime
3227.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Patterson Train Station, Bentleigh, in the
2001–02 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Patterson railway station — crime
3228.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Patterson Train Station, Bentleigh, in the
2002–03 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
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property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Patterson railway station — crime
3229.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Patterson Train Station, Bentleigh, in the
2003–04 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Patterson railway station — crime
3230.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Patterson Train Station, Bentleigh, in the
2004–05 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Patterson railway station — crime
3231.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Patterson Train Station, Bentleigh, in the
2005–06 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
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this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Patterson railway station — crime
3232.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Patterson Train Station, Bentleigh, in the
2006–07 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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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The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: McKinnon railway station — crime
3233.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at McKinnon Train Station, McKinnon, in
the 2000–01 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.
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Police and emergency services: McKinnon railway station — crime
3234.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at McKinnon Train Station, McKinnon, in
the 2001–02 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: McKinnon railway station — crime
3235.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at McKinnon Train Station, McKinnon, in
the 2002–03 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
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(g)
(h)
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property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: McKinnon railway station — crime
3236.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at McKinnon Train Station, McKinnon, in
the 2003–04 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: McKinnon railway station — crime
3237.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at McKinnon Train Station, McKinnon, in
the 2004–05 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: McKinnon railway station — crime
3238.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at McKinnon Train Station, McKinnon, in
the 2005–06 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
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this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: McKinnon railway station — crime
3239.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at McKinnon Train Station, McKinnon, in
the 2006–07 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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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The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Ormond railway station — crime
3240.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Ormond Train Station, Ormond, in the
2000–01 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.
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Police and emergency services: Ormond railway station — crime
3241.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Ormond Train Station, Ormond, in the
2001–02 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Ormond railway station — crime
3242.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Ormond Train Station, Ormond, in the
2002–03 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
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(f)
(g)
(h)

Tuesday, 19 August 2008

property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Ormond railway station — crime
3243.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Ormond Train Station, Ormond, in the
2003–04 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Ormond railway station — crime
3244.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Ormond Train Station, Ormond, in the
2004–05 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Ormond railway station — crime
3245.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Ormond Train Station, Ormond, in the
2005–06 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
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this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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.
The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Police and emergency services: Ormond railway station — crime
3246.

MRS COOTE — To ask the Minister for Planning (for the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services): How many of the following crimes were reported at Ormond Train Station, Ormond, in the
2006–07 financial year —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)
(h)

rape;
robbery;
assault;
property damage;
theft of bicycle;
weapons/explosives;
harassment; and
offensive behaviour in public.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Brumby Government is committed to providing safe streets and homes for all Victorians by ensuring Victoria
Police are highly professional and well resourced.
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 $1.75 billion in 2008–09, and funded the
construction and refurbishment of over 150 police stations across the state.
The Government’s additional support to Victoria Police is showing good results. Victoria’s crime rate has fallen
23.5 per cent since 2000–01, with Victoria now having the lowest crime rate in Australia.
However, the fight against crime is ongoing. That is why at the last election the Government committed to a further
increase of 350 sworn police by 2010, as well as an additional 50 forensic and specialist investigators. In addition to
this, the Government committed to providing additional resources and equipment to assist police in their work,
including an extra 100 police cars.
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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The State Government has implemented a series of initiatives to improve public safety on trams and trains, as well
as at railway stations. Measures include, installing duress buttons and Closed Circuit Televisions on all new and
refurbished trains and fitting Combino trams with internal cameras to help drivers monitor passenger behaviour. At
railway stations, security has been improved at entrances to underground City Loop stations, as well as upgrading
Closed Circuit Television coverage both in and around various stations. Since 2000–01, the number of offences
committed on public transport has been reduced by 30.9 per cent.

Industrial relations: adjournment debate responses
3251.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Industrial
Relations): What is the usual length of time it takes the Minister to respond to matters raised in the
Adjournment debate.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The adjournment debates in the Legislative Assembly and Legislative Council play an important role where
members raise matters for Ministers which they consider requires attention.
If there is a particular adjournment debate matter which relates to my portfolio that you are seeking a response to
please feel free to contact me.

Agriculture: adjournment debate responses
3259.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Industry and Trade (for the Minister for Agriculture):
What is the usual length of time it takes the Minister to respond to matters raised in the Adjournment
debate.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The adjournment debates in the Legislative Assembly and Legislative Council play an important role where
members raise matters for Ministers which they consider require attention.
If there is a particular adjournment debate matter which relates to my portfolio that you are seeking a response to
please feel free to contact me.

Community services: disability services — community residential units
3290.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $495,000 funding for five one bedroom units for people with a
disability in Mitcham promised on 11 October 2002:
(1)
(2)
(3)

On what date was the project due to be completed.
On what date was the project completed.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This program does not fall under the portfolio responsibilities of the Minister for Community Services.
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Community services: bushfires — relief funding
3293.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $733,750 funding for financial aid and counselling services to
assist fire-affected communities promised on 26 February 2003:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

By what date was the funding due to be expended.
By what date was the funding expended.
How many people received counselling services as a result of these funds.
How many community development workers were employed as a result of these funds.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
$795,500 was actually funded to the fire-affected communities for the purposes identified and that:
(1)

Funding was due to be expended by 30 June 2004;

(2)

Funding was expended by 30 June 2004;

(3)

Reports specify 450 clients received services from some agencies with other agencies reporting additional
increases in service levels, indicating greater than 500 clients received services overall;

(4)

4 Community Development Officers, 4 General Counsellors and 2 Financial Counsellors were employed;

(5)

No specific evaluation of the funds was undertaken.

Community services: family support
3294.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $1 million annual funding for Geelong families in need promised
on 12 March 2003: How many vulnerable local families have been supported, each year, as a result of
this additional funding.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2003–2004, 302 families were assisted.
In 2005–2006, 529 families were assisted.
In 2006–2007, 443 families were assisted.

Community services: Have A Say — Moving Forward conference
3295.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $100,000 funding to help delegates to the “Have A Say — Moving
Forward” conference meet various costs promised on 12 March 2003:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What was the total funding expended to help meet the cost of registration, transport,
accommodation and carers.
How many people were helped with this funding.
How many people attended the conference.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The advocacy organisation Victorian League for Individuals with a Disability (Valid), organises this
conference on an annual basis, received a $10,000 grant from the Department of Human Services to support
people with a disability to attend this conference. The total funding expended was $12,899.

(2)

167 people with disabilities were helped with this funding.

(3)

Over 450 people attended the three-day conference.

Community services: HomeFirst program
3296.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $4.8 million funding for HomeFirst promised in the 2003–04
Budget:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much of this funding was expended in the 2003–04 financial year.
How many extra individuals received housing and living support in the 2003–04 financial year as
a result of these funds.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

This initiative contributed to the output and financial performance reported in the Department of Human
Services Annual Report for 2003–04. Retrospective disaggregation of this reported performance would
involve a significant diversion of departmental resources.

(2)

This initiative contributed to the output and financial performance reported in the Department of Human
Services Annual Report for 2003–04. Retrospective disaggregation of this reported performance would
involve a significant diversion of departmental resources.

(3)

The use of the funds forms part of ongoing service and demand evaluation that is undertaken.

Community services: Making a Difference program
3297.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $1 million funding for the Making a Difference program promised
in the 2003–04 Budget:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much of this funding was expended in the 2003–04 financial year.
How many extra packages did families receive in the 2003–04 financial year as a result of these
funds.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

This initiative contributed to the output and financial performance reported in the Department of Human
Services Annual Report for 2003–04. Retrospective disaggregation of this reported performance would
involve a significant diversion of departmental resources.
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This initiative contributed to the output and financial performance reported in the Department of Human
Services Annual Report for 2003–04. Retrospective disaggregation of this reported performance would
involve a significant diversion of departmental resources.

(3)

The use of the funds forms part of ongoing service and demand evaluation that is undertaken.

3507

Community services: Introducing Older Years and Carer Support program
3298.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $1.5 million funding for the Introducing Older Years and Carer
Support Program promised in the 2003–04 Budget:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much of this funding was expended in the 2003–04 financial year.
How many extra clients received individual support packages in the 2003–04 financial year as a
result of these funds.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

This initiative contributed to the output and financial performance reported in the Department of Human
Services Annual Report for 2003–04. Retrospective disaggregation of this reported performance would
involve a significant diversion of departmental resources.

(2)

This initiative contributed to the output and financial performance reported in the Department of Human
Services Annual Report for 2003–04. Retrospective disaggregation of this reported performance would
involve a significant diversion of departmental resources.

(3)

The use of the funds forms part of ongoing service and demand evaluation that is undertaken.

Community services: community awareness and inclusion programs
3299.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $200,000 funding for improved community awareness and
inclusion programs promised in the 2003–04 Budget:
(1)
(2)

How much of this funding was expended in the 2003–04 financial year.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

This initiative contributed to the output and financial performance reported in the Department of Human
Services Annual Report for 2003–04. Retrospective disaggregation of this reported performance would
involve a significant diversion of departmental resources.

(2)

The use of the funds forms part of ongoing service and demand evaluation that is undertaken.

Community services: disability services — funding
3300.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $3.35 million funding for planning for future needs for disability
services promised in the 2003–04 Budget:
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How much of this funding was expended in the 2003–04 financial year.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

This initiative contributed to the output and financial performance reported in the Department of Human
Services Annual Report for 2003–04. Retrospective disaggregation of this reported performance would
involve a significant diversion of departmental resources.

(2)

The use of the funds forms part of ongoing service and demand evaluation that is undertaken.

Community services: Kew Residential Services
3301.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $2 million funding for the redevelopment of Kew Residential
Services promised in the 2003–04 Budget: How much of this funding was expended in the 2003–04
financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
All the additional funding provided in financial year 2003–2004 was expended.

Community services: family support
3302.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $1.3 million funding for stronger family support promised in the
2003–04 Budget:
(1)
(2)

How much of this funding was expended by the end of the 2005–06 financial year.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$1.3 million

(2)

Yes, the Family Support Innovation Project Evaluation Report identified that “the Innovations program has
been an outstanding success in achieving its objectives of long term and sustainable changes in child
protection system activity in the Victorian system. The Innovations program is a clear success with
sustainable and strong downward impacts upon Victorian Child Protection system activity.”

Community services: Aboriginal protocol
3303.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $600,000 funding for the development of the Aboriginal Protocol
promised in the 2003–04 Budget:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much of this funding was expended by the end of the 2005–06 financial year.
How much funding was initially budgeted for this project.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The entire amount of $600,000 was expended in 2005–06.

(2)

The initial budget for this project was $600,000 per annum.

(3)

Yes. As a result services have been further strengthened and expanded.

Community services: leaving care mentoring program
3305.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $100,000 funding for the mentoring program for young people
leaving care promised in the 2003–04 Budget:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much of this funding was expended by the end of the 2005–06 financial year.
How many extra young people received mentors when leaving care as a result of these funds.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

All of these funding was expended.

(2)

33 young people.

(3)

No formal evaluation was undertaken.

Community services: carers
3306.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $4 million funding for supporting home-based carers promised in
the 2003–04 Budget:
(1)
(2)

How much of this funding was expended in the 2003–04 financial year.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

This initiative contributed to the output and financial performance reported in the Department of Human
Services Annual Report for 2003–04. Retrospective disaggregation of this reported performance would
involve a significant diversion of departmental resources.

(2)

The use of the funds forms part of ongoing service and demand evaluation that is undertaken.

Community services: disability services — funding
3307.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $1.5 million annual funding to help young people with a disability
find work promised on 7 May 2003:
(1)

How much of this funding was expended in the 2003–04 financial year.
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How many support workers were employed in the 2003–04 financial year as a result of these
funds.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

This initiative contributed to the output and financial performance reported in the Department of Human
Services Annual Report for 2003–04. Retrospective disaggregation of this reported performance would
involve a significant diversion of departmental resources.

(2)

This initiative contributed to the output and financial performance reported in the Department of Human
Services Annual Report for 2003–04. Retrospective disaggregation of this reported performance would
involve a significant diversion of departmental resources.

(3)

The use of the funds forms part of ongoing service and demand evaluation that is undertaken.

Community services: disability services — funding
3308.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $478,000 of funding grants to agencies to strengthen the rights of
people with a disability promised on 27 May 2003: Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what
were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Evaluation of the projects occurred through normal departmental practices. This resulted in a number of
organisations receiving ongoing disability funding to provide advocacy and self-advocacy services.

Community services: Beginning Practice in Child Protection program
3309.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $100,000 funding for the Beginning Practice Program promised on
2 June 2003:
(1)
(2)

How much of this funding was expended in the 2003–04 financial year.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$100,000

(2)

In April 2004 a review of the ‘Beginning Practice in Child Protection’ program was undertaken by Ballarat
University following 18 months of delivery. Overall the program was considered of a high standard. The
report made 24 recommendations to improve the program and all were accepted and subsequently
implemented.
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Community services: Doncare’s Good Beginnings program
3311.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $60,000 funding for the Doncare’s Good Beginnings Program
promised on 1 July 2003: Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the
evaluation

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
No.

Community services: family support innovations project — Maryborough
3313.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $148,000 funding for a Family Support Innovations Project in
Maryborough promised on 22 July 2003: How many vulnerable local families were able to access
intensive support services through this Family Support Innovations Project in 2003–04.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
29 families were provided with intensive support services for the part year effect of the Family Support Innovation
Project 2003–2004. An additional 420 cases were provided with support via information and advice.

Community services: Aboriginal children and families
3314.

MR DALLA-RIVA–To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $1.2 million funding for strategies to strengthen support for
indigenous children and young people promised on 23 July 2003:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much of this funding was expended in the 2003–04 financial year.
Have the new strategies been effective in reducing the over-representation of Aboriginal children
in care.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

A total of $878,000 was expended in 2003–04.

(2)

The various projects funded from the $1.2 million have assisted to better support and assist vulnerable
Aboriginal children and families and to provide more culturally appropriate services.
Aboriginal children continue to be over-represented in out of home care.

(3)

Yes. The various programs and initiatives were evaluated, informing the development of new services
targeted at Aboriginal children and families.
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Senior Victorians: Supporting our Seniors initiative
3316.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Senior Victorians): In relation to the Supporting our Seniors Initiative, a $53.1 million (over 4 years)
initiative which was first funded in the 2006–07 Budget:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How much was allocated to this initiative in the 2008–09 financial year.
How much of this was spent on the Elder Abuse Prevention initiative in the 2007–08 financial
year.
When will the $5.9 million Elder Abuse Prevention initiative be fully implemented.
How many claims of elder abuse have been reported to the new elder abuse hotline since it was
officially launched on 28 April 2008.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

In 2008–09 financial year, $13.2m is allocated to supporting the Seniors Initiative.

(2)

In 2007–08, the Elder Abuse Prevention initiative spent $1,011,376.

(3)

The Elder Abuse Prevention initiative runs from 2006–07 until 2009–2010 and will be implemented within
this timeframe.

(4)

Between 28 April and 30 June 2008 there have been 133 claims of elder abuse reported to Seniors Rights
Victoria (SRV).

Senior Victorians: aged-care assessments
3317.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Senior Victorians): In relation to $3.3 million in funding for Aged Care Assessment Services (ACAS),
promised on 1 May 2007:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How much funding was expended in the 2007–08 financial year.
What was the total funding expended on ACAS services in the 2002–03 and 2007–08 financial
years.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

There was no allocation of $3.3 million in 2007–08 to ACAS.

(2)

The total program budget for ACAS was $17.6 million in 2002–03 and $24.4 million in 2007–08.

(3)

The program funds a national ACAS Evaluation Unit which collects quarterly data that is used to monitor
ACAS performance. A national review of ACAT operations was also undertaken by the Commonwealth
Government in 2007.

Senior Victorians: aged-care assessments
3318.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Senior Victorians): In relation to Aged Care Assessment Services (ACAS):
(1)

How many people were on the waiting list in 2003.
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How many people were on the waiting list in 2007.
What is the average waiting time to access ACAS, as at June 2008.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

No central waiting list is maintained. ACAS performance is measured by the waiting time for assessment.

(2)

During 2007–2008, clients in hospital settings waited an average of 1.9 days for assessment. Clients in
non-hospital settings waited an average of 21.8 days.

Community services: respite services
3319.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $13.1 million for respite services promised on 26 May 2007:
(1)
(2)

How much of this funding was expended in the 2007–08 financial year.
How many additional hours of respite have been provided.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
With reference to $13.1 million over 4 years for respite services promised on 26 May 2007 —
(1)

In 2007–08 $3.2 million was allocated.

(2)

Respite services are measured in episodes rather than hours.

Community services: Support for Older Carers program
3320.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $15.7 million to continue the Support for Older Carers Program
promised on 26 May 2007: How much of this funding was expended in the 2007–08 financial year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In relation to $15.7 million to continue the Support for Older Carers Program promised on 26 May 2007, $15.7
million is to be provided over 4 years, with $3.8 million allocated in 2007/08.

Community services: carers — respite and support services
3321.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $71 million for respite and support services for carers of seniors
promised on 18 October 2004:
(1)
(2)

How much of this funding has been committed as at 30 June 2008.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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All of the funding has been committed.
The funds provided growth to existing programs that have annual monitoring of service outputs.

Community services: carers — respite and support services
3322.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $520,000 funding for flexible support for carers of people with
dementia promised on 20 August 2004:
(1)
(2)

How much funding was expended in the 2004–05 financial year.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, this funding was announced on 23 August 2004 and
(1)

$520,000 was expended in the 2004–05 financial year.

(2)

The funds provided growth to the existing program, which aims to provide flexible and innovative service
responses for individual needs of people with dementia and their unpaid carers. Program outputs are
monitored annually.

Community services: dementia — funding
3323.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $300,000 funding for people with dementia promised on 20 August
2004:
(1)
(2)

How much funding was expended in the 2004–05 financial year.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$300,000 was expended in 2004–05.

(2)

The majority of funds provided growth to the existing program, which aims to provide flexible and innovative
service responses for individual needs of people with dementia and their unpaid carers. Program outputs are
monitored annually.

Community services: carers — respite and support services
3324.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $520,000 funding for flexible support for carers of people with
dementia promised on 20 August 2004:
(1)
(2)

How much funding was expended in the 2004–05 financial year.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that, this funding was announced on 23 August 2004 and
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(1)

$520,000 was expended in the 2004–05 financial year.

(2)

The funds provided growth to the existing program, which aims to provide flexible and innovative service
responses for individual needs of people with dementia and their unpaid carers. Program outputs are
monitored annually.
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Community services: supported residential services
3325.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $605,000 funding for a pilot program to provide personalised
support for people living in supported residential services promised on 21 October 2004:
(1)
(2)

How much funding was expended in the 2004–05 financial year.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$605,000 was allocated in 2004–05 for the SRS Pilot Project.

(2)

The SRS Pilot Project has been evaluated. The findings showed significant benefits for each participating
SRS from both a financial and operational perspective, and to residents.

Community services: respite services
3326.

MR DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Environment and Climate Change (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to $240,000 funding for four trial projects on flexible respite options
in Gippsland, Loddon Mallee and Melbourne’s South and North-West promised on 18 October 2004:
(1)
(2)

How much funding was expended in the 2004–05 financial year.
Has the use of the funds been evaluated; if so, what were the results of the evaluation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

$240,000 was expended in the 2004–05 financial year.

(2)

Monitoring and evaluation of all projects occurred, and a resource for service providers is being developed as
a result.
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