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COUNCIL

Tuesday, 12 September 2006
The PRESIDENT (Hon. M. M. Gould) took the
chair at 2.03 p.m. and read the prayer.

CONDOLENCES
Hon. Neil Benjamin Trezise, AM
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I move:
That this house expresses its sincere sorrow at the death, on
20 August 2006, of the Honourable Neil Benjamin
Trezise, AM, and places on record its acknowledgment of the
valuable services rendered by him to the Parliament and the
people of Victoria as a member of the Legislative Assembly
for the electoral district of Geelong West from 1964 to 1967
and Geelong North from 1967 to 1992 and as Minister for
Youth, Sport and Recreation from 1982 to 1985 and Minister
for Sport and Recreation from 1985 to 1992.

The last day this house sat nine members of the house
went to Geelong to Neil Trezise’s funeral to pay their
respects for his life and his great contribution to the
community. That a number of members from all sides
of the house attended his funeral on a sitting day is an
indication of the broad support and respect for the man.
My sympathy, those of the government and the whole
house certainly go to his wife, Joan, his children, Ian
and Helen, and his grandchildren on the loss of a great
Victorian.
Neil Trezise was a school teacher and sports store
proprietor. He grew up in Ballarat and went to Ballarat
High School and Ballarat Teachers’ College, so he was
well and truly a Ballarat boy. He was married to Joan
for 48 years. It was a very long, successful and fruitful
marriage. Obviously Neil was particularly keen for life.
He used to catch the train from Ballarat down to
Geelong — which I will get to in a moment — to play
his football. He was a very passionate man and had a
long history with Ballarat and Geelong.
He made contributions to his community in a very big
way. I have mentioned his family life. In the
community the passion for which he is known as
holding strongly was his affinity with the Geelong
Football Club. That club might not be to the taste of all
members of the house, but everyone would
acknowledge the extraordinary contribution that Neil
Trezise made to that club, whether it be as a player or
the captain — he wore the number 28 for a long time,
playing 128 games. He also coached one of the
Geelong teams for a while and later he was president of
the club. So he certainly made a huge contribution to
the club in all those facets: as a player, official and
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coach. His sporting interests were not just in Australian
Rules football and the Geelong Football Club. He had
an enormous role as an amateur boxer, cricketer and
jockey and he had an abiding love of horses, which he
followed after his time in politics.
Speaking of politics, his contribution is obviously one
that we wish to particularly note in the house today, as
we commemorate a former minister and member for his
time. Neil joined the Geelong West branch of the
Australian Labor Party back in 1952. He was the
president of Geelong Young Labor in 1964, which
sounds like a long time ago, and he led that young
Labor movement in Geelong then. He contested
Geelong West for the Labor Party in 1961 and lost but,
being persistent and tenacious, he ran again in 1964 and
won by 64 votes and became the first Labor member of
Parliament out of Geelong. From then on he was there
for the long haul. In 1967 he was re-elected, as the
member for the new electorate of Geelong North, and
he proceeded to represent that electorate in the state
Parliament until he retired in 1992. During the last
101⁄2 years of his parliamentary life, for the whole life of
the Cain government, he was Minister for Sport and
Recreation as well as having a stint as minister for
youth.
It is interesting to reflect on the man who spent 28 years
in Parliament, including 101⁄2 years as a minister, and on
his legacy in a professional sense. There are just dozens
and dozens of instances of community sport and
recreation and youth issues to which he made a
contribution. That is a story that people who were
touched by his life and organisations who were touched
by him will know. I would like to reflect on two areas
where Neil Trezise the man made a contribution to the
state. One of them was convincing the then Victorian
Football League to keep the grand final at the
Melbourne Cricket Ground. These things are always
collective and team efforts and Neil Trezise was always
a very modest man, but he was there in the thick of it in
convincing the VFL to keep the grand final at the
MCG. It is certainly one thing that can be put down as a
particular tribute to him.
The second one relates to being part of John Cain’s
government. John Cain was also a passionate tennis
fan, but keeping the Australian open as a tennis major
and the construction of facilities for it is another of the
legacies of Neil Trezise, a modest man among a group
of people who did it. If you look back and ask what
were some of the contributions he made, that was
certainly one of the iconic ones.
He left also an extraordinary personal legacy. There
would be no-one in this Parliament who does not know

CONDOLENCES
3266

COUNCIL

Neil’s son, Ian. It is not often that when a member of
Parliament retires there is such an extraordinary
connection for those who did not know the member but
know him through his son. In this case, we certainly
know Ian. Speaking of his father and his father’s style
of politics, he said:
… you need to be playing the ball, and not the man. That’s
exactly how he led his life.

That was Neil’s son, Ian, referring to Neil.
In talking about Neil’s attributes, you have to say that
Neil’s is an extraordinary legacy. He made an
extraordinary contribution to sport and politics. He
lived his 75 years well. You can see that legacy in his
family — Joan, Ian and Helen, and the
grandchildren — and in the community, through sports
and politics.
I have great pleasure in moving this condolence motion
to celebrate 75 years of a life well led.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — What an
epitaph in the Geelong Advertiser:
Geelong Football Club legend and former Cain Labor
government minister Neil ‘Nipper’ Trezise has died, aged 75.

That description in the Geelong Advertiser of a member
of Parliament from Geelong and as a Geelong Football
Club legend is a great testimony.
I did not know Neil Trezise well, but I had met him on
a few occasions. I often feel inadequate when we speak
about past members who we did not serve with in
Parliament, but Neil Trezise was a man with a great
reputation within the Parliament and across the political
divide. He was one of those people who, as the Leader
of the Government said, played the ball and not the
man, and for that reason he had a great deal of respect
across all political parties.
Obviously this is a time of sadness, but it is also a time
of to celebrate someone who had 28 years in
Parliament — that he served 48 years in marriage is
testimony that also needs mentioning.
Neil Trezise, as has been said, came from the Ballarat
area. He was educated in Ballarat, at both the high
school and the Ballarat Teachers College. In 1949 he
was recruited from the Ballarat league to the Geelong
Football Club, where he had an illustrious career
playing from 1949 to 1960. He was captain in 1959 and
coached the reserves from 1960 to 1964. He was
vice-president of the club for 13 years from 1960 to
1973 and was president from 1973 until 1975.
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He was also a primary school teacher with the
education department from 1948 to 1952, after which
he was a sports store proprietor for 30 years. He sold
the sports store because of the apparent conflict of
interest when he was sworn into the Cain government
as Minister for Youth, Sport and Recreation, a portfolio
he held for three years. For the remaining period of the
Cain government he held the portfolio of Minister for
Sport and Recreation.
Neil Trezise had a good career in politics. He served as
shadow Minister for Transport from 1970 to 1974,
shadow Minister for Youth, Sport and Recreation from
1974 to 1982 and shadow Minister for Tourism from
1977 to 1980.
The legacy we all think is most important is what we
leave behind in terms of our family and friends and
how the community views us. There is no question but
that Neil Trezise was an advocate for his community. I
turn to his inaugural speech, which was delivered on
9 September 1964. Some of us here will turn to our
own inaugural speeches in time to come and wonder
how they will stand the test of time when others reflect
on them in the future. Neil Trezise certainly made a
contribution in his inaugural speech that will stand the
test of time. He advocated about issues that affected not
just his own community but regional Victoria in
general. He said:
As I am a comparatively young man I should like to focus
attention on matters which I believe are important for the
future welfare, progress and development of the state. I refer
to recreation, decentralisation and education.

It is important to know that when Neil Trezise got up to
speak it was not with platitudes, not with gushing
enthusiasm about being a member of Parliament and all
that comes with the style and trappings of office, but to
talk about issues that would have a material effect on
the direction of public policy. That was the way he
represented his community.
Neil Trezise will be remembered as somebody who
played the ball and not the man in politics, just as he
served the Geelong Football Club so well in his various
capacities as a player and administrator. I offer my
condolences to his family, including his son, Ian, who
serves in the other place. As the Leader of the
Government said, it is unusual to have that connection.
For that reason I am sure all of us here today are
thinking more about this condolence motion than
perhaps we have about others. Neil also leaves behind
his wife of 48 years, Joan, his daughter, Helen, and of
course Ian’s and Helen’s respective families. I wish
them all well.
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Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — It is my great
pleasure and honour to associate the Victorian
Nationals with this condolence motion expressing our
sincere sympathy at the passing of Neil Trezise.

are the local members down here; you should be in the
photograph’.

Much has been said and written about Neil. What has
impressed me most is the message that has come
through from all those expressions about Neil’s
sincerity and the respect that he gained from all
quarters. It has already been said that he gained the
respect of members of this place, with nine having
attended his funeral on the last sitting day. I observe
that he also had respect from all sections of his own
party, from the opposition, and certainly from The
Nationals.

Hon. P. R. HALL — I cannot recall it happening
before where a minister from the opposing party has
invited me, as a local member, to be part of a
photograph — nor equally, I might say, can I recall
ministers of governments of which I was part too often
inviting me to join in official photographs. But such
was the nature of Neil Trezise; he was humble,
inclusive and respectful of the positions we all jointly
held. Those two particular instances impressed upon me
what a thoroughly decent man Neil Trezise was.

I came to this place in 1988 and Neil Trezise was the
Minister for Sport and Recreation at that time. In fact,
he was the sport and recreation minister for 10 years,
from 1982 to 1992. With his interests, he was well
suited to that position and was the sort of minister who
really loved the role that he played as the sport and
recreation minister.

I never saw Nipper in action on the football field but I
understand that he played the game like he played his
politics, with determination and absolute fairness; he
played it with pride but also with great humility. As has
been said, he had a very distinguished career at
Geelong Football Club where he played 185 games. He
played in two premierships, in 1951 and 1952, was club
captain and also, as the Leader of the Government has
said, served a time as president after his playing days. I
do not know if he was ever a club champion at the
Geelong Football Club, but I know in my mind and in
the hearts of all those who knew Nipper Trezise that he
will always be regarded as one of the very best and
fairest people that we have known.

I have two lasting impressions of Neil Trezise that I
want to convey to the house. The first one is from when
I first came to this chamber. It was rather daunting for
young members of Parliament in their first few days
here to approach and meet members, particularly
ministers of the government and especially when they
are in the other chamber and you do not get to see them
on a daily basis. But Neil Trezise was a minister who
easily solved that problem for me because one day he
stopped me as I was walking down the corridor and
introduced himself. Not many ministers did that at that
time, nor probably do they now. He just wanted to meet
me and say, ‘Hello’, obviously because we shared some
similarities in background, both having played football
for the Victorian Football League as well as being
former schoolteachers. He wanted to stop to meet me
and say, ‘Hello’ and to wish me well, and I appreciated
that.
My other lasting memory is of when Neil came to the
town of Meeniyan in South Gippsland in his position as
Minister for Sport and Recreation to open the new
sports stadium down there. Tom Wallace, as the
member for Gippsland South, and I, as a member for
Gippsland Province, attended the opening and sat in the
front row. Neil Trezise was up the front, as ministers
are, and went through the normal procedures of making
an opening speech and duly cutting the ribbon. Then it
came time for the official photographs. I can vividly
recall Neil Trezise beckoning Tom Wallace and me
over to join the official photograph. He said to us, ‘You

Honourable members interjecting.

Neil’s family and friends are obviously experiencing a
time of sorrow but equally they should be experiencing
much pride and good fortune in having shared such a
valued life as that of Neil Trezise. The condolences of
The Nationals are extended to his wife, Joan, his
daughter, Helen, and particularly to his son, Ian, who is
our parliamentary colleague and a very nice gentleman
too, and to their families and friends. We in The
Nationals extend our sincere condolences to those
people.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I believe I speak for all of us here when
I say we were saddened by the recent and sudden
passing of Neil Trezise on 20 August. I will spend a
few moments paying tribute to the former Geelong
footballer and Victorian Minister for Sport and
Recreation.
Neil Trezise was warmly known as Nipper. It is one
thing to have a nickname while you play football, but to
retain that affectionately beyond your football career
reflects the way in which Nipper was well and truly
embraced by the broader community over and above
his football achievements. His career and his dedication
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to the Geelong Football Club spanned six decades and
that is pretty remarkable because often football clubs, as
we see these days, are more politically charged than
politics itself.
Given that I understand he was a tough footballer and
good at reading the play, his longevity and loyalty, not
so much in politics but at the Geelong Football Club, is
remarkable. His highlights no doubt were the 1951 and
1952 premierships. I understand he had a genuine
knack for positioning himself and taking possession of
the ball, but a great reflection of the sort of man he was
is that he coached the reserves for a number of years at
Geelong and was playing coach across a number of
those years as well. It is not the sort of position that
players who have played senior football at league level
take on easily. They normally take off and leave the
club going as it is.
Neil was dedicated to his community, as we saw
throughout his parliamentary career, but he was also
dedicated to the Geelong Football Club, and his
commitment reflected that. He was prepared to
continue his contribution to the development of young
footballers by playing in the reserves when he could
have been on the fringes of playing in the seniors on a
regular basis. He was dedicated enough to say, ‘I am
going to contribute to the reserves and help the
development of young footballers’, which reflects the
sort of fellow he was. In 1983 he received the Reg
Hickey award for outstanding service to football, so his
commitment was recognised and I am glad that was the
case.
I want to also reflect on his roles as Minister for Youth,
Sport and Recreation and then Minister for Sport and
Recreation from 1982 to 1992. There have not been
many ministers for sport, only a handful, and he is the
first one to have left us in that sense. There was Ian
Smith who was sports minister for six months before
the inimitable Brian Dixon, who seemed to have been
minister for everything by the end of his parliamentary
career. Nipper had the difficult task of stepping into that
environment following Brian Dixon. Then there was
Tom Reynolds followed by me.
I understand things were a little difficult when Nipper
became minister. I am not sure if this is true or just a
myth or legend, but Brian Dixon, on the eve of an
election that his party lost, had forward committed a
fairly substantial sum to a number of projects, which
did not leave Nipper with a lot to work with in the later
years, but he certainly did some great things.
It is also worth appreciating that not only was he
Minister for Youth, Sport and Recreation but he also
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had responsibility for racing at the time. He made a
significant contribution to racing, and I am told he
loved his racing. I asked around the department for a
few stories about him, and — on the theme of
longevity — there are still a handful of characters in the
department who have very fond memories of Nipper.
Some of their stories were very entertaining. There
were a couple of people in the department who lived in
Geelong and who used to commute back and forth, and
apparently every now and then when Nipper was
leaving the office he would ring downstairs and say to
those two guys, ‘Do you want a lift? I’m going back to
Geelong’. They would all get in the car and they would
get to the top of Bourke Street, where the newspaper
sellers were quite vocal, and Nipper, who loved his
horses and his form guide, would pull up, jump out of
the car and buy the Truth with the form guide in it.
Hon. B. N. Atkinson — How many blokes
reckoned they liked racing to justify buying the Truth!
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — No, this is testimony
from the department. He would get the Truth, he would
take the form guide out and he would throw the rest
over to the troops in the back of the car!
The people in the department also said he was a
straightshooter and a simple talker in the sense that he
did not want to complicate the English language in any
way. One of the stories I heard was that the then
director-general of the department, Neville Barwick,
was known for his elaborate public service speak,
which we have all heard from time to time not only in
and around the halls here but in all sorts of forums.
Apparently this gentleman raced into Neil Trezise’s
office and said, ‘Minister, Minister, I hasten to envisage
the following scenario’, to which Nipper responded,
‘So you reckon, do you?’. He was that sort of man.
He had great interpersonal skills and, as I said, was a
straightshooter. His record of achievements in his
portfolio is quite remarkable and in some ways
understated. In terms of his racing responsibilities, he
was a pioneer of Sunday broadcasting and Sunday
racing. Those initiatives helped maintain the popularity
of racing and helped the development of the racing
industry, which is why it is so strong today.
Neil Trezise secured the future of radio broadcasting of
races in conjunction with radio station 3UZ, now
known as Sport 927, and he also approved funding for
major capital improvements for city and country
racecourses. All those developments led to a significant
growth in turnover and improved industry revenues.
Neil was from the country, and I understand he was
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very enthusiastic about country race meetings and
enjoyed them immensely.
In terms of his sports portfolio, he was a great advocate
for sport and recreation, and he laid a solid foundation
for the sports development we have in Victoria today. It
is worth appreciating, as the Leader of the Government
mentioned, that Neil Trezise assisted in making sure
that the Australian Football League grand final stayed
at the Melbourne Cricket Ground (MCG). That was a
turbulent time in sports history, because as members
will remember the AFL put a lot of pressure on the
government of the time to move the grand final out to
Waverley. Keeping the grand final and the vast
majority of the AFL season at the MCG meant we were
able to retain the wonderful facility we have today. A
lot of other countries around the world and even other
states in Australia have not kept cricket and football at
the same major stadium, and that has meant a great loss
to both sports. It is great testimony to Neil Trezise that
he was able to lock in the AFL grand final and keep it
at the MCG. That also guaranteed the redevelopment of
the Great Southern Stand, which Neil was no doubt
instrumental in.
The development of the National Tennis Centre was
quite controversial, because to move tennis from
Kooyong was a big step forward and a big change in
tradition. The change from grass courts to synthetic
surfaces was quite controversial in itself, so at a time
when it might have been easier to take a step back, Neil
Trezise took a step forward and led from the front.
Neil also helped establish the Victorian Institute of
Sport and VICFIT, a regulatory group for gymnasiums.
He also assisted former health minister David White in
the establishment of VicHealth. When tobacco
sponsorship of sport was withdrawn Neil Trezise made
sure that funding for sport was not lost. He made sure
that revenue went back into sport, and that is still the
case today. VicHealth is still very strong and influential
in the sports sector because of that funding. I
understand Neil also helped establish the Werribee
Equestrian Centre. I have named just a few of Neil
Trezise’s initiatives.
A few of the other things that are probably not big
ticket items but which have obviously made a great
difference to people’s lives include a program that
commenced following a number of people having been
lost in the bush in one place or another. He was
involved in establishing the notion of letting someone
know before you go, so that people like hikers and so
on make sure they let somebody know before they go
off into the bush. It is simple but effective and has no
doubt saved many lives.
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Just before that government lost office a very
significant and influential forum called Tomorrow’s
Pools Today was set up. It got people thinking about
the value and virtue of community pools over and
above competition swimming pools. Today we see that
view reinforced by the huge acknowledgment of the
importance of swimming pools. If anyone tries to
change them or close them — or even threatens to close
them — there is outrage in the community. That is
because following that conference people appreciate
that pools are as much about families and leisure
activity as they are about competition swimming. Other
matters addressed by Neil at that time included
accessibility of recreation facilities, and accessible
outdoor playgrounds and the like were created. The
Melbourne Major Events Company was also
established during his time as minister. Although the
Premier of the day was instrumental in that, no doubt
Neil had to manage the sport side of those
arrangements.
Neil Trezise made an enormous contribution through
his portfolio, but we also hear people speak very
generously about the sort of person he was in his local
community. Members of his family speak very fondly
of him. The loyalty, integrity, honesty and straight
talking for which he was well known are reflected in
the profound contribution he made to public life. He
was a great man in Victoria’s history, and on this day
we express our sympathy for his loss to both the state
and his family.
Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western) — Neil Trezise
was born in Ballarat in 1931, in the middle of the Great
Depression. His father was a hardworking foundry
worker. Times were tough and money was scarce. As
Neil grew up he was left in little doubt by his father that
by being an active and competent sportsman many
opportunities might come his way. Although a good
student he was keen on cricket and football as a young
bloke. One of his other favourite out-of-school
activities was successfully assisting in local stables both
before and after school. Not only did he have a great
affinity with animals, this also gave him a small amount
of money that assisted in making things better in the
tough times that prevailed during his younger years.
As Neil got older his sporting prowess was recognised
locally, especially in cricket, which was his favourite
sport. By 1949, when he was 18, local Ballarat talent
scouts for the Geelong Football Club also noticed his
football skills, and although he was only small in
stature they encouraged Neil to have a run at Geelong.
After further working on his remarkable youthful skills
and attending several training sessions at Geelong, Neil
was invited to train permanently with the Cats.
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Fortunately in those days there was a good train service
between Ballarat and Geelong, which allowed Neil the
opportunity to get to training, but his days were very
long by the time he returned home to Ballarat.
Seen as a slightly built and small young man at a time
when tall and solid blokes were sought after for football
teams, Neil’s on-ground speed and ball handling skills
quickly earned him a permanent place in the Geelong
Football Club’s senior team. Neil gained the nickname
‘Nipper’ during this period because of his youthfulness
and small frame. Having moved to Geelong before
marrying, Nipper went on to play 185 games for the
Geelong Football Club. He played in the 1951 and
1952 premierships, rose to team captaincy and later
became president of his great club, which he put so
much time into.
It was during this period that Nipper offered his
services to coach the reserves, and he again enjoyed
success with the reserves premiership in 1964. That was
the very same year that he entered Parliament as the
member for Geelong West in the Legislative Assembly.
Neil later served as the member for Geelong North and
then the member for Geelong during his distinguished
parliamentary career of 28 years, for the last 10 years of
which he was minister for sport and recreation.
Neil had a lifetime affinity with sport. His knowledge in
that field was unsurpassed in the then Parliament —
and that possibly remains the case to this very day. He
always responded to questions in the house with
certainty on all aspects of his portfolio; and he won the
respect of his parliamentary colleagues on both sides of
politics and of sporting bodies and their respective
committees over many years.
Neil Trezise retired from the Parliament in 1992 but
continued to take an active part in community affairs
and was active at sporting venues in Geelong. He
regularly enjoyed following his old football club both at
home and away, as well as attending race meetings
whenever he could get to them.
On a more personal note, Neil always generously gave
me his time to discuss matters in relation to the racing
industry. I appreciated that his sound and extensive
knowledge of all facets of the racing industry, both
current and historical, was always freely shared. We
saw each other on many occasions over the last three
and a half years at various tracks and had many
discussions during which he shared his knowledge and
gave advice. This was always much appreciated by me,
and in many ways race meetings for a lot of patrons
will not be the same without Neil’s presence.
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Neil Trezise passed away on Sunday, 20 August 2006.
His state memorial service was celebrated on Thursday,
24 August 2006, in the Fred Flanagan room at the
Geelong Football Club. His final farewell, with some
1000 people in attendance, was testimony to Nipper’s
standing in both the Geelong and wider communities.
The eulogies by his son, Ian, and family friend Peter
Loney, certainly outlined his full, colourful and caring
life. My condolences are extended to his wife, Joan,
and to his children, Ian and Helen, and their families.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I am very pleased to be able to support
this condolence motion for Neil Trezise. Neil was in
many respects somebody who stood out from the
crowd. He made an enormous contribution to his
community and to this Parliament. He was here for
28 years and served for 101⁄2 years as a minister in the
portfolio areas of sport and recreation.
I was in cabinet with Neil for about 12 months in
1991–92 at the end of the Kirner government’s period
in office. I must say that one of the things I liked about
Neil — this has been said before — was that he showed
that little blokes could make their way in football and
could do all right in politics as well. I could have an
eye-to-eye conversation with Neil, unlike what happens
with the present Minister for Sport and Recreation, who
has to sit down to have such a conversation with me!
In cabinet Neil was a steadying factor. When around
that particular period — in that last year — everyone
else seemed to be in some respects almost panic
stricken about what the result of the election was going
to be, he had a way of calmly and unassumingly putting
a point of view and bringing the discussion back to
what needed to be done in that cabinet. He was of
course passionate about his portfolio, and he was highly
respected in the racing industry and by the sporting
fraternity generally.
I remember just how devastated he was by the collapse
of the Pyramid Building Society and its impact on
Geelong. He fought tirelessly within the then
government for assistance for the people of Geelong
following that collapse. I think it affected him
personally. It was very clear from the way he presented
himself in cabinet that he felt a personal affinity with
the people who had suffered in relation to the collapse.
When you can see that a government might not be
doing so well, it is a measure of courage if you can
continue to keep your cool and work for your
constituency, and that is exactly what Nipper did.
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In the best tradition of the Labor Party he came from
humble beginnings but he left his mark on Victoria and
in particular on Geelong. I attended the service, which
was fittingly held at the Geelong Football Club, and
what came across to me was the extent of the respect he
enjoyed across parties and the extent to which people
recognised his contribution, as well of course as the
deep sense of loss at his passing. To his wife, Joan, and
to Helen and Ian and the rest of the family, I wish to
pass on my sincere condolences.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — I too
would like to join in this condolence motion for Neil
Trezise. As a young boy I attended school in the
Geelong area, and I think I can safely claim that I am
the only person in the chamber today who not only saw
Nipper play football, but also saw a couple of Carlton
blokes — Hall and Madden — run around too. I enjoy
my football, and it was one of the reasons I went to his
memorial service at Kardinia Park.
As young lads we used to get the opportunity from time
to time of going to Kardinia Park to watch Geelong. I
saw him play in the As, but I saw him play more often
in the Bs. As the Minister for Sport and Recreation said,
it is rare for someone to go from playing at the senior
level to the next level down, but what is often forgotten
is that in 1960 he won the Gardiner Medal for the best
player in the reserves competition, so he could well
have been playing in all the games for the As that year.
The thing I remember about him as a footballer was his
uncanny ability to find space and to be where the ball
was. That was an attribute he carried into his political
career; and frankly I think anyone who does 28 years in
Parliament deserves a medal. I am giving up after
14 years, and I am in awe of someone who had the
capacity to contribute to his community for such a long
time and in such an outstanding manner.
He will be greatly missed by the Geelong community. I
do not think there is any doubt about that. There are
some people who in their own areas get a status that
does not come to many, and just as was the case with
Ted Whitten — Mr Football — who was so well
known in the western suburbs, that could be said of
Neil Trezise. I remember that when I came back to
Victoria in the late 1980s I was asked to go down and
assist in the preparation of a campaign to take on
Nipper at the 1988 election. I had only been in the job a
short period of time and I went down and said to the
troops, ‘Now, look, you are not going to win this seat.
What we have to do here is fight really hard and make
the Labor Party divert its resources into this area’. By
the time I got back to Melbourne I had been labelled a
defeatist because there were people in the room who
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thought our chances of beating Nipper that year, 1988,
were pretty good. But we did not win, and fortunately
he decided he was not going to stand again in 1992. He
was so well known and so well liked in that area and
his contribution both to Geelong and to Victoria is a
lasting one. Like others, I extend my condolences to his
wife, Joan, and to his children, Ian and Helen.
Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — As a member for
Geelong Province I am honoured to join in the
condolence motion for the Honourable Neil Trezise and
acknowledge his life and contribution. In doing so I
wish to offer my heartfelt sympathy to Neil’s wife,
Joan, his son, Ian, and daughter, Helen, and their
children, upon his passing.
I have known Neil only since he left his political life
and his football career behind, but as a member for
Geelong Province I know that his name is very much
synonymous with Geelong. He has always been widely
respected as a footballer, as a member of Parliament
and as a very decent bloke.
Like other members of this place, on 24 August I
attended his state funeral service at Kardinia Park. It
was very much testimony to the respect in which Neil
Trezise was held. The Premier, ministers, shadow
ministers, the Leader of The Nationals, former
parliamentary colleagues, representatives of the
Geelong Football Club, representatives of the sporting
and racing fraternities, and members of the wider
Geelong community came to pay their respects to a
man they honoured and loved.
We learnt about Neil’s very humble beginnings as a
Ballarat boy growing up in the Depression and the
hardships that he and his family faced. As my own
parents grew up in the Depression, I could not help but
think that there were many similarities in the hardships
families confronted in the 1930s. We learnt of his
sporting prowess and the amazing lengths he went to to
play for his beloved Cats, and we have heard Mr Koch
talk about him travelling on the train from Ballarat to
Geelong and back again just to go to training.
I could not help but contrast the effort Neil Trezise
made to play for Geelong with some of today’s
footballers with the assistance they get to play footy
today. I wondered how some of our young Cats who
were at the memorial service reflected on how far and
how hard he went to play for the team. He certainly
made an enormous effort, and we owe him a great deal.
Neil Trezise’s days at the Geelong Football Club are
legendary. He played nearly 200 games, most famously
in the 1951 and 1952 premiership teams. Of course, as
Cats lovers, we hang onto those memories very dearly.
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He went on to become captain of Geelong and always
took a keen interest in the club, holding several key
positions, including that of president. I know he still
called in and talked to the players and the coaching
team as recently as this season. The Geelong football
team was very much in his heart, and his funeral was
held at Kardinia Park. One could not have thought of a
better place.
Ian said in his eulogy that when the Premier’s
department contacted the Trezise family about holding
the state service at Kardinia Park there were a few
raised eyebrows about holding a state service at a
football ground, and Ian had to explain that to his dad
football was his religion and Kardinia Park was his
church. It was a very appropriate place to hold his dad’s
state service.
As I said, my knowledge of Neil Trezise has come
since he finished his political and football careers. I
very much know him through his contribution to the
Labor Party, especially in Geelong. I moved to Geelong
at the end of 1992, just as Neil was ending his political
career. He had just retired from his seat of North
Geelong after 28 years representing the people of
Geelong in state Parliament.
We have always considered Neil to be one of the
ALP’s elder statesmen in Geelong. He joined our party
in 1952, which would have been a difficult time I am
sure, and was a member of the Geelong West branch.
He maintained his membership of that branch and was
one of its life members. As we know, he was elected in
1964 as the member for Geelong West by 64 votes. I
could not help but compare that with his son, Ian, being
elected in 1999 by 16 votes. There was a lot of
similarity between the two elections, and I could not
help but think that Ian would have been delighted to
win by 64 votes, because 16 votes was a little too close
in 1999.
Of course Neil was sports minister for 10 years between
1982 and 1992. We have heard that he was an
exemplary minister who is very fondly remembered by
all stakeholders. At Neil’s state service we heard the
former Premier, Mr Cain, say that Neil was completely
on top of his portfolio and he could rely on Neil’s
advice implicitly. I could imagine it was a portfolio that
Neil would have enjoyed. It was one from which he
gained much respect. Around Geelong there are many
things that are testimony to Neil’s role as Minister for
Sport and Recreation. There are many plaques on
sporting facilities which he opened, including the one at
Leisurelink in Belmont, the local swimming pool and
gymnasium. He is well remembered by the sporting
fraternity and the wider community in Geelong.
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Neil never lost his commitment to the values that the
Labor Party upholds and always worked hard to
represent those he saw as the battlers. After leaving
Parliament Neil remained very active in the Labor Party
across Geelong, campaigning to assist our members of
Parliament and our candidates at every election, be it
federal, state or local government. There was a great
photo published in the Geelong Advertiser, known as
the Addy, after his death. It showed Neil, with his great
mate Gordon Scholes, letterboxing during the 2002
election campaign, and it looked like it was in Geelong
West, which is smack bang in the heart of Ian Trezise’s
seat of Geelong. Here they were letterboxing a leaflet
saying that the Labor Party would save the Otways. It
was great to have that memento of Neil. It pretty much
symbolised his efforts for the party and for our cause in
Geelong.
Unlike in the 1999 election, when he did not know
whether he had been elected until several days after the
poll, in 2002 Ian romped it in. I am sure Neil would
have enjoyed that victory — it would have been very
sweet to him. We know that every time Neil stood for
Parliament he increased his majority, and we hope Ian
carries on his father’s tradition.
I know that Ian and his dad, Neil, were great mates.
Neil readily offered advice to Ian about campaigns,
issues and strategies, and he was a regular visitor to
Ian’s electorate office. We will certainly miss his
knowledge and his experience, especially in the lead-up
to the next state election. It will be poignant for all of
us, especially Ian, not to have Neil’s contribution and
advice. Geelong has lost a favourite son in the passing
of Neil Trezise, and Victoria has also lost a great bloke.
May he rest in peace.
Hon. J. H. EREN (Geelong) — Last month
Geelong was saddened by the passing of former state
minister and member for Geelong, Labor MP, Neil
‘Nipper’ Trezise. I was among the hundreds of
mourners who attended the memorial service at one of
the biggest churches in Geelong, the Geelong Football
Club, to celebrate the life of this great man. People
from all walks of life attended this memorial service,
because Nipper was a man involved in all aspects of
community life — from politics to sport to business.
Nipper was Geelong, and Geelong turned out to mourn
him.
Members would be aware that Nipper was not only a
legend in Labor circles, he was well loved in the
Geelong community, having been a captain of the
Geelong Football Club, and one of those rare things in
Geelong, a former VFL premiership player for
Geelong. Back in the early 1960s when Nipper was
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preselected to contest the then Liberal seat of Geelong
West, he would have been considered what we call
today a star candidate. This was back in the days just
after the ALP split and the Democratic Labor Party vote
was still deciding who would and would not be elected.
I cannot imagine it would have been much fun being a
Labor candidate back then, because the rough and
tumble of politics would have literally been rough and
tumbling.
Like his son, Ian, who won the seat of Geelong in the
other place almost 40 years later, Nipper was elected by
only a handful of votes. I am informed that Nipper first
contested the seat of Geelong West in 1961, which was
three years before I was born, and lost by only about
100 votes. He stayed on to fight the next election and
won it by only 60 votes, which is about a 0.12 per cent
margin. By the next state election, only three years later
in 1967, Nipper had increased the margin to over 9 per
cent and Labor has held the seat ever since. I remind
members that back then members of Parliament did not
have an electorate office as we have now; their office
was literally their home.
It is also important to note that it has not always been
an easy task for Labor in Geelong. For most of last
century — indeed, since Geelong first sent
representatives to the colonial Parliament in the
1850s — conservative parties have held a firm grip on
political power in the Geelong–Barwon region. From
time to time, Labor candidates took seats, a notable
being Fanny Brownbill, who in 1938 successfully
contested her late husband’s seat of Geelong, making
her the first woman to hold a seat in the Victorian
Parliament. It was not until Neil Trezise won the seat of
Geelong West in 1964 that Labor could really say that
it was here to stay and that we were no longer just a
minor inconvenience to the conservative parties. Until
that time you could never have said that Geelong had a
safe Labor seat.
Years of hard work and dedication to serving the people
saw Nipper make the seat of Geelong West, which after
a redistribution became Geelong North, a Labor
heartland. It is true that the seat was originally rural
based and that the influx of migrants and workers to the
industrial northern suburbs of Geelong helped, but
no-one could say that Nipper ever took the seat for
granted. He worked away, making sure that he was as
popular for his community and political work in
Geelong as he was for bringing premiership cups home
to Kardinia Park. Nipper went on to represent the
people of Geelong’s northern suburbs for 28 years as a
local MP and state cabinet minister. Nipper was known
to the Geelong public as a friendly, accessible Labor
member of Parliament who was fiercely passionate
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about sporting issues, and that culminated in his
becoming Minister for Youth, Sport and Recreation in
1982 in the Cain government.
On a personal note, I always found Nipper friendly and
gracious. At times, politics, especially in Geelong, can
be fiercely personal and bitter but I never once heard
Nipper say a bad word about anyone on the Labor side
of politics and I cannot recall his ever commenting on
internal party politics. He was Labor through and
through and would have thought that that kind of
behaviour would not have helped Labor. Nipper was
always giving advice on how to be a better member of
Parliament. This was advice that I gladly accepted, as
he was someone who obviously knew what he was
talking about — you do not spend nearly 30 years of
your life in Parliament without gaining an intimate
knowledge of what it is all about. I am proud to have
been preselected to contest the seat of Lara at the
upcoming election. But for the redistribution and name
change, it is essentially the same seat that Neil Trezise
left when he retired in 1992. It is a legacy and
responsibility that I do not take lightly.
People throw around the word ‘legend’ more often than
they should, but today I am sure we can all use the term
‘legend’ when we talk about Nipper — Neil Trezise.
My sincere condolences go to all his family. He will be
sadly missed.
Before I finish my contribution, I would like to share
with members a speech he made on 11 August 1992,
when speaking on a condolence motion for Clive Philip
Stoneham, a former member for the district of
Maryborough and Daylesford, a former Labor leader
and, like Nipper, a member of Parliament for 28 years.
Nipper said:
There is no doubt that Clive was loved, particularly in the city
of Maryborough, in the various capacities in which he served
over many years. Honourable members who attended his
funeral, including you, Mr Speaker, and people from the wide
cross-section of the Maryborough population would have
observed what the community thought of Clive Stoneham the
man. At his funeral a number of Maryborough citizens told
me that, although they did not vote Labor, they were always
great fans and admirers of Clive Stoneham and they
appreciated his services.
I endorse the remarks of the Premier, the Leader of the
Opposition and the Leader of the National Party in paying
tribute to Clive Stoneham. His family can be very proud that
they have had a father and grandfather of the calibre of Clive
Stoneham. His name will always be held high in the Victorian
Parliament.

Indeed, Nipper, so will you.
Hon. H. E. BUCKINGHAM (Koonung) — It is an
honour and privilege to be able to speak on this motion
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today and offer my condolences and those of my
family — in particular my father, Frank Wilkes — to
the family of Neil Trezise. Just as it is unusual for Ian
Trezise to be a current member as we talk about his
father, I imagine it is unusual for me to be able to speak
today as a member on behalf of my father, a former
member, but, more importantly, a friend of Nipper’s.
My father entered state Parliament in a by-election in
1957, on the death of John Cain, Snr, and served for
31 years. Neil — or Nipper, as I knew him — joined
my father in 1964 and went on to serve the people of
Victoria for 28 years. I never called Neil ‘Nipper’ until
my late teens — in fact I think it was almost my early
20s — as my father insisted I addressed all his work
colleagues as ‘Mr’. So Neil was ‘Mr Trezise’ when I
answered the telephone. In fact, I never knew why Neil
was called ‘Nipper’ until I attended the funeral the
week before last. Mr Bill McMaster from the Geelong
Football Club recounted how the then coach of
Geelong, who was giving Neil a tryout in the firsts,
could not remember his name as he stood at the end of
a line and called him ‘Nipper’ and told him to get out
on the field — and the name stuck.
When my family heard of Nipper’s death on Sunday,
20 August, my father was particularly saddened by the
news. My father has very limited eyesight but insisted
on attending, along with his colleague Carl Kirkwood,
the state funeral for Nipper held at the Geelong Football
Club ground on that cold, wet Thursday, 24 August. It
was a fitting celebration of the life of and send-off for
Neil Trezise.
Last week I spent some time with my dad. I asked him
what he would like me to say about his friend and
colleague of so many years, as they served together for
24 years in this place. My father told me many strong
friendships were formed during the party’s long time in
opposition, particularly in the 1960s, when there were
only 17 Labor members of Parliament in the Legislative
Assembly. He told me that Nipper became the first
shadow minister for sport in 1967, when shadow
ministers were introduced by the then leader, Clyde
Holding. Nipper went on to become minister for sport
in the Cain government and later the Kirner
government. Dad went on to tell me that he had fond
memories of playing cricket in the Premier’s
parliamentary side against the press at the Albert Park
ground in St Kilda on a Thursday afternoon — wait for
this — of a sitting week. Parliament used to be closed
down for a cricket match with the press! The team was
an all-party affair, my father told me. Nipper was both
an excellent bowler and batsman and a valuable
member of that team. In fact we know he was an
excellent and talented footballer as well as a boxer —
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an all-round, good sportsman. My father reminded me
that in 1964, the year he was elected, Nipper was both
the captain and coach of the Geelong seconds — and
they won the premiership that year.
Nipper also bred and raised horses and my father told
me he occasionally gave him good tips. I remember
answering regular telephone calls, usually on a
Saturday morning, and taking down the names of
horses if dad was not at home. But I can assure
everyone here that no-one in our family became
wealthy on Nipper’s tips! My father reminded me that
he was minister for sport and recreation for 10 years
and that that portfolio, with due respect to the present
minister, was bigger than it is today — and that it also
covered racing and gambling. Nipper was very well
respected by people in all sections of the sporting
world.
My father valued Nipper’s friendship. They always ate
lunch together and then walked around the Treasury
Gardens. They confided in each other, and in fact were
part of a coterie of eight members who supported each
other because of their similar beliefs and principles.
They called themselves the Koala Club. When I asked
my father why, he said, ‘Because we are an endangered
species’. I think you have to understand the nuances of
factionalism in the ALP to understand the humour in
that. Of the members of the club, some, like my father,
were unaligned, and some were members of a faction,
but they normally voted together and supported each
other. There are now only two of that group left; the
other is Carl Kirkwood.
Neil Trezise was a valued friend and colleague of my
father. They shared 24 years here, and they confided in
and supported each other. He was a great sportsman, an
excellent minister for sport and a truly wonderful
family man. My family offer our most sincere
condolences to Joan, Ian and Helen, their partners,
children and extended family. Vale Nipper.
The PRESIDENT — I, too, want to be associated
with the condolence motion for Neil Trezise, or Nipper
as he was affectionately known, but before I contribute
to the debate I will make a couple of comments on
behalf of Ms Carolyn Hirsh, which she has asked me to
do. She wrote to me and said:
Nipper Trezise epitomised everything that is good about the
Labor Party.
His boyhood was shaped by the Depression, and he never
forgot his roots. He remained in touch with ordinary people
throughout his life.
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I first knew of him when I saw him play for Geelong in 1955
and 1956, when I was at teachers college there. What a great
player!

She went on to say:
I was so pleased to get to know him when I was elected to
Parliament in 1985. I was pretty nervous, and he was
extremely helpful to me in ‘learning the ropes’.
He became a good friend over the years, and I was constantly
in awe of his ability to get on well with so many people and
his ability to cut through the nonsense.

She asked me to pass on her sincere condolences to
Joan, Ian — who she says is so like his dad, even to the
point of making notes on his hand — Helen and their
families. He is missed by so many.
Neil was the member for Geelong West in the other
place from 1964 until 1967 and, following an electoral
redistribution, the member for Geelong North from
1967 until his retirement from politics in 1992. As the
Honourable Bill Forwood said, he thought 13 years was
enough, and so do I, but nearly 30 years is
extraordinary.
In 1982, following the formation of the Cain
government, Neil was appointed Minister for Youth,
Sport and Recreation — and later Minister for Sport
and Recreation — a ministry he cherished and
developed for a period of over 10 years. My driver,
who used to drive Nipper on weekends, said every
Friday night Nipper would ring him up and ask, ‘Do
you want to go to the racing or the footy this Saturday?
Which one will we attend?’. He loved both racing and
football — —
Hon. Andrea Coote — So did the driver —
especially the racing.
The PRESIDENT — That is right. My driver said
every time they drove through the city and saw a
homeless person on the street, Nipper would say,
‘When that person was born, they had a mother who
loved them and would kiss them good morning each
day’. He kept reminding my driver and others about the
people that, as a minister, you should not forget and for
whom you should do what you can. Nipper never
forgot that.
To Neil, sport was his life. As a youth Neil was
passionate about cricket, boxing and football. We have
heard about his prowess at the Geelong Football Club,
where he was described as a ‘cool, canny and very
courageous player’.
We owe a lot to Neil for the mark he made and the
legacy he left all Victorians in the way he handled his
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sporting ministry, as we heard the Minister for Sport
and Recreation indicate. Former Premier John Cain has
credited Neil for establishing the tennis centre at
Melbourne Park and for keeping the Australian
Football League Grand Final where it belongs, at the
Melbourne Cricket Ground. He also introduced other
changes, such as the restriction of liquor at football
matches and the ending of one of the most
discriminatory rules regarding women at racecourses.
We can attribute that to Nipper.
All in all, Neil was a natural for his roles as husband,
father, MP, minister and sportsman. As we have heard,
at the state funeral for Neil, which was held at Skilled
Stadium in Geelong, his son Ian, the member for
Geelong in the other place, told the gathering that it was
fitting to have Neil’s service at the Geelong ground
instead of in a church, for Neil was not a religious man
in the normal sense — football and Geelong were his
main religion.
Neil is survived by his wife, Joan, and his children, Ian
and Helen, and their families. Fittingly, one last quote
sums up Neil ‘Nipper’ Trezise perfectly. As Ian, his
son, said, ‘Neil used to say, “In our house, if you don’t
vote Labor and you don’t barrack for Geelong, you
don’t get fed!’”. I send the Trezise family my
sympathies and the sympathies of this house.
Motion agreed to in silence, honourable members
showing unanimous agreement by standing in their
places.

ADJOURNMENT
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I move:
That, as a further mark of respect to the memory of the late
Honourable Neil Benjamin Trezise, AM, the house do now
adjourn for 1 hour.

Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 3.12 p.m.
The PRESIDENT took the chair at 4.15 p.m.

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent on 29 August to:
Coptic Orthodox Church (Victoria) Property
Trust Act
Coroners and Human Tissue Acts (Amendment)
Act
Energy Legislation (Hardship, Metering and
Other Matters) Act

SURVEILLANCE DEVICES (WORKPLACE PRIVACY) BILL
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Environment Protection (Amendment) Act
Melbourne University (Victorian College of the
Arts) Act
Mineral Resources Development (Sustainable
Development) Act
Snowy Hydro Corporatisation (Parliamentary
Approval) Act
Victims’ Charter Act
World Swimming Championships (Amendment)
Act.

SURVEILLANCE DEVICES (WORKPLACE
PRIVACY) BILL

Tuesday, 12 September 2006

Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Robust debate,
and as such — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition has taken offence to a comment of the
minister and has raised a point of order. The minister
will not debate it. I will then rule on it.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — President — —
Hon. Philip Davis — Further on the point of order,
President, I am sorry, but you have to deal with the
point of order that is before the Chair, which is that I
have asked the minister to withdraw.

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

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Wind energy: code of practice
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I direct my
question without notice to the Minister for Energy
Industries. In response to a question on 5 April the
minister suggested that anyone who signed up to a
national code of conduct on wind farms was stupid.
Yesterday the federal government convened a round
table discussion with representatives of local
government, the wind industry, the planning industry,
community groups and non-government organisations
to progress the development of a national code for wind
energy installations. Therefore I ask: will the minister
support the efforts of the wind energy industry and
other stakeholders to develop a national code or will the
minister ignore them because he thinks they are stupid?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — The only person I think is stupid in here
is the Leader of the Opposition.
Hon. Philip Davis — On a point of order, President,
I do not want to appear precious but I think the
behaviour of the minister is unparliamentary, and I ask
that he withdraw.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — On the point of
order, President, this is a chamber for virulent
debate — —
An honourable member — Robust debate!

The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister has 5 or
6 seconds to tell me what his issue is without debating
the matter. I will then rule on the Leader of the
Opposition’s point of order.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — This is about
precedent. There is an enormous amount of precedent
for the words I used having been used in robust debates
in this chamber, and I do not believe they were
objectively offensive.
The PRESIDENT — Order! With respect to the
issue raised by the Leader of the Opposition, he said he
did not want be precious about it, but I agree with him
that it is unparliamentary for the minister to call
somebody stupid. I ask the minister to withdraw.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — President, of
course I defer to your ruling and withdraw the
statement.
Can I just say that the comments made by the Leader of
the Opposition are brainless statements. They are the
statements of somebody who has absolutely no
understanding of what is going on. I, too, read what the
so-called round table convened by Ian Campbell had to
say and what the industry had to say, in particular
Ms La Fontaine of the Australian Wind Energy
Association, who said in her media release on this
issue:
… the Victorian renewable energy target and South
Australia’s commitment to renewable energy are progressive
policies that will address climate change. The federal
environment minister’s expression of support for wind energy
is also an important step.

If the federal environment minister went to this meeting
and expressed support for wind energy, as this press
release says, he is simply lying to the — —
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Hon. Philip Davis — On a point of order, President,
you have previously made rulings in regard to
unparliamentary descriptions of ministers of the Crown
in other parliaments, and I would ask you to uphold
your previous rulings.
The PRESIDENT — Order! As I have indicated to
the house previously, I can rule that words used by a
member about members of this house or the other place
are unparliamentary, but under standing orders I have
no control over unparliamentary language used by a
member when referring to members of other
parliaments. It is not appropriate to use such language,
but I cannot rule it unparliamentary. I draw the
minister’s attention to my ruling and ask him to be
cognisant of it.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Let us be clear
about this — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Pullen — On a point of order, President,
Mr David Davis called the minister a liar, and I ask him
to withdraw it.
Hon. D. McL. Davis — On the point of order,
President, the minister was condemned by a motion of
this chamber as a liar.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member is well
aware of the rules of this house, of which I have just
finished reminding members. If the member did use
such words against the minister in this chamber, it is
unparliamentary and I ask him to withdraw.
Hon. D. McL. Davis — I withdraw.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — The hypocrisy
that the federal government is involved in here is
absolutely breathtaking, because the situation with wind
energy in this country — —
Hon. Bill Forwood — On a point of order,
President, I seek clarification from the Chair in relation
to the last point of order raised by Mr Pullen. It has long
been the practice in this place that a member who hears
words or expressions which they find objectionable can
themselves take a point of order and seek their
withdrawal. It has also long been the practice that
no-one can do it on their behalf. I put it to you,
President, that Mr Pullen is without jurisdiction in
seeking to have Mr David Davis withdraw words that
the minister himself did not hear. I put it to you
therefore, President, that a most unfortunate precedent
has been established by your ruling.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! Obviously the hour
recess has got everybody terribly excited! However,
with respect to Mr Forwood’s point of order, it is the
practice of the house that if a member is in the chamber
when words deemed to be offensive are spoken, the
member should call the point of order. If they have not
heard the words, then another member has the right to
raise the point of order. I accept Mr Forwood’s
comment that I did not give the minister an opportunity
to say whether he had heard such words. If he had, then
it would be up to him to seek the withdrawal. If he did
not hear them, then there is an opportunity for someone
else to raise the point of order on his behalf, so
Mr Forwood is correct.
With respect to the point of order raised by Mr Pullen, I
ask the minister whether he heard the point of order.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — On the point of
order, President, the situation is that I did not hear the
words. However, if I had heard such words used about
me, then I would have taken exception and asked the
member to withdraw them.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The Honourable
David Davis has accepted my ruling, and I accept the
comments made by Mr Forwood. Mr Davis has
withdrawn his remarks. The minister should now
continue with his answer.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Thank you,
President. The whole point is that we have a federal
government which has taken a decision to remove the
funding mechanism for wind energy in this state. It has
dumped its own scheme. The mandatory renewable
energy target has been dumped by the federal
government. Just imagine this: we have a minister who
has dumped a scheme which funds renewable energy
and which funds wind power, and then he comes along
and says, ‘Why do we not have a national code for
wind energy so I can come in when I feel like it and
veto individual projects even though we are not
providing any funding; the Victorian government is
doing that through the Victorian renewable energy
scheme?’ — which we will be debating in this house.
The Victorian government established the scheme.
Who would trust somebody like the federal Minister for
the Environment and Heritage, Senator Campbell, with
a code? No-one. Look at his track record and at what he
did. He tried to use his own act to knock off renewable
energy. He could not get renewable energy knocked off
using his own act in the Bald Hills situation. He could
not find a single orange-bellied parrot, no matter how
hard he looked. Now he comes along and says, ‘ I want
a national code’.
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I refer to what the industry said in a press release. It
made it clear that the meeting was not about interfering
with the responsibility of state governments to
adjudicate on planning issues, and we support that.
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previously informed the house of actions taken by the
Bracks government to assist single people on low
incomes who are struggling to find a home of their
own. Can the minister please provide an update to the
house on these initiatives?

Supplementary question
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I detected
two lies in the minister’s longwinded answer. He made
a claim about the federal government’s mandatory
renewable energy target (MRET) scheme not providing
funding. As a matter of fact there is a $5 billion-plus
subsidy to the wind industry and the renewable sector
as a result of MRET, and that program is still in place.
He also claimed that the Victorian renewable energy
target scheme was somehow being directly funded by
the Victorian government. That is a lie as well.
But I would like to turn back to the issue in principle.
The ministerial working group which is to be
established to develop the draft national code consists
of members of local government, the Australian Wind
Energy Association and community groups. I ask the
minister if he can advise the house if these
representatives are stupid, consistent with his comments
on 5 April?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I think I have already said enough in this
house about who and where I think it is stupid, and I do
not want to go down that track again. I do want to
answer one point, though. In relation to the mandatory
renewable energy target (MRET) scheme, it is an
absolutely well-known fact that there was an
independent inquiry done, the Tambling inquiry, which
came back and recommended an extension of the
MRET scheme, and the federal government knocked it
off. It did not agree with the recommendation of its own
independent authority. It knocked off the scheme and
that meant — make no mistake about this — that not a
single wind farm would have been erected in this state
without action by the Victorian government.
For Senator Ian Campbell to come along and try to
somehow get in on the show — a show which is only
happening because of the Victorian government — and
for him to try to pretend that he is actually supporting
wind energy when he is clearly not supporting wind
energy — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister’s time
has expired.

Housing: affordability
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — My question is
addressed to the Minister for Housing. The minister has

Ms BROAD (Minister for Housing) — I thank the
member for her question and for her interest in the
challenges that are sometimes faced by single people in
putting a roof over their head. I am pleased to update
the house on the actions the Bracks government is
taking to provide housing assistance. The Bracks
government does understand that it is tough for single
people to find a place in the current housing market,
and that is especially so given the federal Liberal
Party’s inability to keep its promises on interest rates.
Because interest rates have risen several times now
under Prime Minister John Howard, first home buyers
who are missing out are seeking private rental
assistance and private properties and are squeezing the
private rental market.
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms BROAD — It is very interesting to see how
sensitive opposition members are about this. For our
part, because the Bracks government believes that all
Victorians deserve a decent place to live, we are acting
to improve the supply of government-funded homes for
single people. In particular I have had the pleasure of
opening a number of complexes recently that
demonstrate the success the Bracks government is
having in housing people who the Liberal Party is
happy to ignore.
I was recently in Balaclava to open an innovative
apartment built above a council-owned car park as part
of an important partnership with the City of Port
Phillip. The Bracks government’s investment was some
$3.7 million, and this is a project which has delivered
31 new homes for people who desperately need them.
In addition to that, just two days later in Healesville I
opened Kalymna House, which is a $1.5 million
investment by the Bracks government that has
delivered 22 modern apartments for single people on
low incomes.
In Melbourne’s east another impressive facility has
been completed in Hawthorn, where a 1970s building
has been refurbished as affordable apartments for
17 single people on low incomes. I was recently in
Melbourne’s south with my colleague Mr Somyurek to
open Bob’s Place, a former bank building that has been
purchased and converted to make a home for 11 single
people and four families who may need short-stay
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accommodation in times of housing crisis. I was very
pleased to do that with my colleague Mr Somyurek.
That is 85 new homes in less than one month that have
been delivered from investments by the Bracks
government, and I am pleased to say there are more to
come. I had the pleasure recently of turning the first sod
on a new project in Maidstone for people on low
incomes. That means there will be 20 brand new singles
apartments ready next year.
Ms Hadden interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask Ms Hadden to be
quiet.
Ms BROAD — These projects demonstrate in a
very practical way what the Premier means when he
says that the Bracks government governs for all
Victorians, including single Victorians on a low
income, in all parts of Victoria, including regional and
rural Victoria. These are all very practical
demonstrations of the hard work and the investments
that the Bracks government is making to meet the
challenges of delivering affordable housing for people
on a single income.
Ms Hadden interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Hadden, that is
enough!
Ms BROAD — These are people who are
continuing to be ignored by the Liberal Party, a party
which cannot even deliver a housing policy.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister’s time is
up.

Gas: rural and regional Victoria
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — I direct
my question without notice to the Minister for Energy
Industries. During the 2002 election campaign the
Labor Party made election commitments, either by
media statements or through candidate announcements,
to the communities of Wandong, Bright, Beechworth,
Myrtleford, Alexandra, Bonnie Doon, Eldorado,
Porepunkah, Nathalia and Yea, promising that these
communities will be connected to reticulated natural
gas. To date not one of these communities has been
connected to natural gas, and I ask the minister: when
will the Bracks government fulfil its election
commitment to connect natural gas to these
communities, as promised during the 2002 election
campaign?
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Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — The Bracks government has made
commitments to the towns of Bairnsdale, Paynesville,
Creswick, Maiden Gully, Barwon Heads,
Camperdown, Port Fairy and Hurstbridge, and to
9 Yarra Valley towns, 7 towns in the Macedon Ranges,
5 towns on the Mornington Peninsula and a further
5 South Gippsland towns, and we will deliver gas to all
34 of those towns. The natural gas extension program is
progressing very well. There are now many towns
which have either been connected or are in the process
of being connected. I was very pleased to be in
Hurstbridge in the last few days to see the connection of
gas in that area. The fact of the matter is that these
towns are being connected progressively. We need to
understand what that means. It means that every single
family that connects to natural gas — —
Ms Hadden interjected.
Questions interrupted.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have warned
Ms Hadden three times. Enough is enough. Pursuant to
sessional order 31 Ms Hadden is suspended from the
house for 30 minutes.
Ms Hadden withdrew from chamber.
QUES
TIsONS
NOT
Ga
:ruralaW
ndIT
reHOUT
gionalVict
oria ICE

Questions resumed.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — Can I just say that this natural gas
extension program is one of which the government is
very proud because every single household to which we
connect natural gas in regional Victoria will be able to
expect savings, on average, of somewhere between
$600 and $1200 per annum. So when you go to a small
community where there are 1000 houses to be
connected you are talking in terms of perhaps
$1 million every year, maybe $1.2 million each year,
that that community does not have to pay. This is not a
one-year event. This is something which goes on
continuously for that community. If you multiply that
by the number of towns that are being connected as a
result of our program, you are therefore putting back
into the pockets of people in regional Victoria around
$60 million every single year, and it goes on forever on
the basis that they make connections to natural gas.
It is not only families, it is also businesses in regional
Victoria that will benefit as a result of this program.
The community is sick and tired of members of the
opposition coming into this house and trying to make
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political capital out of this issue because we never said
we would connect to every single town. Let me say that
we will connect, and we have connected already, to
more towns and more people in regional Victoria than
was ever dreamed of under the Kennett government.
Supplementary question
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — All the
communities I mentioned fall within the area covered
by the Labor Party’s north-east Victoria and Goulburn
Valley policy document, which at page 11 states:
Labor will ensure that a range of communities in north-east
Victoria benefit from the Bracks government’s $70 million
statewide program, from the RIDF, to extend the reticulation
of natural gas to small communities in regional and rural
Victoria.

Given that not one community in the Goulburn Valley
and north-east Victoria has been connected to natural
gas under this program, will the minister advise the
house which communities in this region will be
connected to natural gas in this term of government; or
will the minister admit that this promise was just
another attempt by the Bracks government to deceive
Victorians with a commitment it never intended to
deliver?
Hon. Bill Forwood interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Forwood, whose
colleague has asked the question, will allow the
minister to answer.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I want to reiterate that we went through a
very extensive process, which was known to the
Victorian community upfront, in determining which
was the most commercial and the best value that we
could get in connecting natural gas. As a result of that
program, 34 towns will be connected, and a range of
businesses is already connected to natural gas and
making savings.
Opposition members can keep trying to make political
capital out of this program, but not once have they
come into this place and said honestly, ‘We are glad
that gas has been connected’ to a particular town. That
is the kind of attitude they have — they will never
connect gas anywhere in regional Victoria.

Sport: anti-doping policy
Mr PULLEN (Higinbotham) — My question is
addressed to the Minister for Sport and Recreation, the
Honourable Justin Madden. I ask the minister to outline
to the house how the Bracks government is working to
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create a level playing field and healthy and safe
environment in sport across all the community.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I welcome Mr Pullen’s question and
acknowledge his great interest in and support for sport
and recreation in this state. I know he is a great
cricketer in his own right, so I appreciate the fact that he
has a great interest in sport.
The Victorian government is serious about stamping
out performance-enhancing drugs in sport, so we are
encouraging local sporting organisations to help shape a
new sport anti-doping policy. We want to make sure
that the policy is relevant to Victorian athletes at all
levels, particularly young people involved in
community sport.
I want to give some background on why we are looking
to develop a new policy, given that for some time we
have had an interim policy. Last year we introduced the
Sports Anti-Doping Act 2005 in anticipation of the
federal government eventually bringing in its new
legislation. Eventually it did, but it took a lot longer
than it should have. Because of that we had to put in
place an interim anti-doping policy.
Then the federal government finally got around to
introducing its own legislation which saw those
responsibilities change at a federal level from the
Australian Sports Drug Agency Act 1990 to the
Australian Sports Anti-Doping Authority Act 2006, so
the Australian Sports Anti-Doping Authority (ASADA)
now takes on the responsibilities. It took the federal
government a long time to get its act together. Given
that we had the Commonwealth Games, it would have
been nice for Victoria if the federal government had
had that act ready in time for the Commonwealth
Games, but it did not. It took the federal government a
lot longer than it should have, so it did not regard the
legislation as a priority. Since that time, because of the
changes, we now have to implement policy that aligns
with and basically complements the federal
government’s new legislation, to ensure that we stamp
out drugs across sport.
But it is not only about performance-enhancing drugs, it
is also about image-enhancing drugs. What we are
finding from examining the statistics — not only from
America but also from Australia — is that young
people are taking performance-enhancing drugs in
small numbers but they are taking them and that there
also seems to be an increase in the use of
image-enhancing drugs of the sort used in gyms and the
like. We need to tackle these issues urgently. Last
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weekend I released a policy discussion paper in
response to the need to form a new policy in this area.
What is particularly important is education to make
sure that subelite athletes — those who might aspire to
be elite athletes but are just below the threshold — who
might be tempted to think they will make the grade or
make the cut if they use performance-enhancing or
image-enhancing drugs do not use such drugs. It is
important that we educate broadly across the
community — not only young people in relation to
sport but right across the whole sector — to make sure
that we make this state not only a better place to live
but a place people can be confident is a better place to
raise a family.
It is nice to know that we are doing the policy work —
and we have done it consistently. I would be interested
to see the opposition’s policy. There have been very
few policy announcements and very little policy on
sport from the opposition. We went to Google to find
out if the Honourable Bruce Atkinson had announced
any policy, but the only Bruce Atkinson I could find
was the UK poker champion. There is another Bruce
Atkinson! I know that our Mr Atkinson holds his cards
close to his chest, but somehow I expect we have a
better chance of getting a policy announcement on sport
from the UK poker champion than from the Bruce
Atkinson in this chamber.
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vacant land. Some 80 per cent of that 1 per cent is
earmarked for sale, is in the process of being sold or is
in the process of being developed. That leaves 20 per
cent of 1 per cent which is being held for future
development. In such a large property portfolio it is
very important that the Office of Housing has the
capacity for future development.
The Bracks government would like to develop all of
that vacant land right now, and if it were not for the fact
that the Howard federal government has cut
$900 million from funding for public housing in
Victoria, we would proceed to do exactly that. For its
part the Bracks government has invested more than
$453 million in public and social housing over and
above what is required under its agreements with the
federal government, but the fact is that that has not
made up for that $900 million which has been cut by
the federal government. That means we are not able to
develop as much of that land as we would like to, if
those resources were available to the Bracks
government.
The Bracks government will continue to meet the
challenge of increasing the supply of affordable
housing to Victorians who need access to it. We have
done so over the life of the government, and our
policies and plans for the future will ensure that we
continue to do so.

Housing: Gippsland Province

Supplementary question

Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — My question
without notice is directed to the Minister for Housing,
Ms Broad. I ask the minister: is it true that people
waiting for public housing in the Morwell region alone
number 577 in total while more than 100 blocks of land
owned by the Office of Housing in that region remain
undeveloped?

Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — It is all well and
good, what the minister has said, but the fact remains
that there is a significant waiting list for public housing
in the Morwell region. So I ask the minister: does the
government intend to develop or sell the vacant
16 blocks in Morwell, the 45 in Moe, the 45 in Sale and
the 10 in Warragul; and if so, when?

Ms BROAD (Minister for Housing) — I welcome
the question from Mr Hall. I commence by indicating
that since coming to office the Bracks government has
made an investment of some $1.3 billion in increasing
the supply of affordable housing. That investment has
delivered more than 10 200 properties for Victorians
who need access to affordable housing. As a result we
have seen waiting lists for public housing come down
by 14 per cent over the term in office of the Bracks
government — since 1999.

Ms BROAD (Minister for Housing) — In response
to the member, I have advised him of the framework
which the Office of Housing applies to its land which
has not yet been developed — land which is in the
process of being sold, is for sale or is in the process of
being developed. In relation to the properties that he has
listed, I am happy to take that on notice. He might
appreciate that in a housing portfolio with more than
$12 billion in assets that is not information that I have
at my fingertips in relation to particular blocks of land
in particular towns, but I am happy to take that on
notice.

In relation to the question of vacant land, which has had
some notice in the press recently, the Office of Housing
is a very large organisation with a very large property
portfolio. Included in that property portfolio of more
than $12 billion in assets is less than 1 per cent held as
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Information and communications technology:
international investment
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — I refer my question to
the Minister for Information and Communication
Technology, the Honourable Marsha Thomson. The
minister has often informed this house of the Bracks
government’s success in attracting information and
communications technology business investment into
Victoria. Can the minister now inform the house of how
multinational businesses choosing Victoria are helping
to develop the skills of young Victorians?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Information
and Communication Technology) — I thank the
member for her question. I know that she is very keen
to see that young Victorians are getting the opportunity
to develop their skills. I have mentioned in the house
before that it is vitally important when we seek out
investment in this state that we look at why people,
including large companies, choose to invest here and to
understand that. As I have already indicated to the
house, one of the major reasons why major companies,
major information and communications technology
(ICT) companies in particular, choose to invest in
Victoria is because of the quality of our graduates.
It is important that we maintain that standard if we are
to continue to encourage investment attraction to this
state and, more importantly, also grow our own
home-grown ICT industry. One of the best examples of
the way that multinational companies are now
involving themselves in skilling up our young Victorian
is probably IBM at Ballarat, where they have a
development centre for the Asia-Pacific area. Now they
have 500 people working at that development centre,
and they are working very closely with the University
of Ballarat in ensuring that as the students undertake
their courses they are being provided with the best
possible skills. IBM has an earn-as-you-learn program.
They are participating in the curriculum development at
the university and they also have guest lecturers. They
are only one of many multinationals now linking to
universities, helping to provide skills for young
Victorians.
It is just under two years now since Satyam Computer
Services Ltd established a 300-seat global software
development centre here in Melbourne. It is their
largest centre outside India. Last year the Bracks
government facilitated a memorandum of
understanding between Satyam and Victoria University
to further develop the skills of undergraduates and
graduates. They are offering internships to
undergraduates. They are offering graduates they
recruit the experience of working in either India or
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China as part of their program for training graduates.
On successfully completing their training, the students
then either come back to work in Melbourne or can be
offered jobs in any of the 46 locations that Satyam have
around the world. Satyam have just recently completed
the first part of this program with three students and
intend to extend it to 25 students next year.
I was also pleased to be present last week when Satyam
signed a memorandum of understanding with
Melbourne University to offer this program to the
students and graduates of Melbourne University, giving
them the same opportunities to gain the skills that will
make them employable anywhere in the world but more
importantly will make this an attractive place to work
and do business if you are in the ICT industry.
I had the opportunity to talk to one of the three students
who went through six months at the Satyam campus in
India, and he talked about the incredible experience that
he had and the opportunity he was afforded by being
able to spend that time in India and learn about the
global model and how business is operating around the
world. It provides our students with confidence, it
provides our industry with confidence, and it is why we
will continue to work with members to grow the
industry.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister’s time
has expired.

Aged care: fire safety standards
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — My
question without notice is to the Minister for Aged
Care, Mr Jennings. The Auditor-General in his recent
report on the condition of public sector residential aged
care facilities said of the Bracks government:
During our on-site inspection of facilities we applied the
criteria relating to fire and safety, developed by the
commonwealth government as our standard assessment. We
found that 25, or 51 per cent, of the 49 facilities we assessed
did not meet the standards relating to safety.

The minister said in a media release that each facility
meets the criteria of the fire risk management strategy
including the annual certificates of fire safety
compliance. I ask the minister: did the Auditor-General
get it wrong in the minister’s opinion?
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — I thank the member for the question. It may
have been a bit late coming, but I thank her for her
question and I thank her for her concern, and I thank
her most sincerely for the opportunity to set the record
straight, because had she asked me the question, ‘Do
you stand by your statement that in fact all public sector
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residential aged care facilities in Victoria are fire safe
and compliant with the standards set by the
commonwealth?’, the answer would be yes, I
categorically stand by that statement. If the federal
minister were asked in the federal Parliament, ‘Are
Victorian public sector residential aged care facilities
run by the state of Victoria fire safe and compliant with
the standards set by the commonwealth as a
requirement of accreditation?’, the federal minister
would get to his feet and reiterate what I am saying: the
answer is yes, every single facility is fire compliant and
fire safe.

Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — No, I do not think the federal minister had an
interest in writing this question; in fact, I do not think
he has the same interpretation as the opposition
spokesperson on this. The federal minister will live or
fall on whether the standards that he is responsible for
under the commonwealth Aged Care Act are complied
with — whether facilities around Australia are fire safe
in accordance with the criteria the commonwealth sets
for accreditation. Every single facility in Victoria meets
that standard. Every public sector residential aged care
facility in Victoria is compliant.

The issue of the interpretation provided by the
opposition spokesperson in relation to this matter, and
in fact some media commentaries on this matter, is that
they have not been complete in their understanding of
what the fire safety regulations are. In fact the
Auditor-General’s assessment assumed that the
Building Code of Australia 1996 standards — they are
the standards that the Auditor-General relied on — are
the standards that exclusively apply in total to new
facilities and the important element of commonwealth
accreditation. Indeed the Auditor-General would
acknowledge that the fire standards required by the
commonwealth would actually require the equivalent of
the building code of 1996 to be complied with, and the
equivalent means the installation of other fire measures
in renovating — —

Hon. Bill Forwood — Some are more compliant
than others.

Hon. Bill Forwood interjected.
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS — No, Mr Forwood. Let
us stick with the facts. Mr Forwood wants to interrupt
the flow, but he knows they are compliant; and the
Auditor-General knows they are compliant. The
Auditor-General’s statement, taken out of context, is
that if you applied the standards to new buildings, then
they may not be fire safe, but in fact the important
concept here is whether the modifications to existing
buildings are fire safe, whether they meet the equivalent
standard of the Building Code of Australia 1996 and
whether they meet the safety standard required by their
accreditation through the commonwealth. The answer
to that question is that every single one does.
Supplementary question
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — Specifically
will the minister confirm to the house that the fire
compartmentalisation and/or separation, including
adequate provision of fire doors — I want specifics
here — and firewalls in all state-run aged care facilities
will meet the commonwealth accreditation standards?
An honourable member interjected.

Mr GAVIN JENNINGS — They are all compliant
with commonwealth standards, regardless of the
mischievous interpretation of the opposition that may
be at the heart of this question. Every one of them is
safe and compliant with the commonwealth standard.

Aged care: Colac and Geelong facilities
Hon. J. H. EREN (Geelong) — My question is to
the Minister for Aged Care. Can the minister advise the
house of recent actions by the Bracks government to
improve access to residential aged care for older people
living in Colac and Geelong?
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — Mr Eren has provided me with a fantastic
opportunity to talk effusively about the commitment of
the Bracks government to invest in public sector
residential aged care right across Victoria, and indeed to
provide quality services to the people of Victoria.
During the period of the Bracks government we have
undertaken 43 reinvestments of public sector residential
aged care facilities. A total of $396 million has been
allocated to this right across Victoria. Whilst the Leader
of the Opposition was taking points of order on the first
question, I had enough time to tally up the facilities I
have personally supported and opened — that is,
19 facilities across Victoria. I have kick-started another
10 projects during my time as Minister for Aged Care
in Victoria. It is a hallmark of this government that we
have a commitment to quality aged care.
In the last week of August I had the good fortune to
open on the same day — it never rains, but it pours —
fantastic facilities in Geelong and Colac. Back in the
days when the opposition spokesperson for aged care
asked me a lot more questions than she does today, she
asked me what we would do at the Grace McKellar
Centre in Geelong. That was pretty much the first
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question I received as Minister for Aged Care, and
there have been a lot of questions and answers since.
On the last week of August I opened a state-of-the-art,
$19 million, 108-bed facility to care for the needs of
older members of the Geelong and Bellarine
communities in years to come. It is a glorious facility,
but it was not the first. The year before, in the company
of the Premier and local members such as Mr Eren, I
opened a 90-bed facility to deal with complex care and
mental health care needs. They are not the only
facilities we are dealing with at the McKellar Centre. In
the last budget we committed to a further 108-bed
facility in Grovedale. I thank the member for having
asked me this question in the early days of the Bracks
government, because we have delivered in spades to the
Geelong community. We have committed almost
$100 million to the breadth of services through the
McKellar Centre.
Hon. Andrea Coote — This is why we do not ask
you questions.
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS — I think the chamber
probably understands why you do not ask me questions.
On the same day of the last week in August I opened
Corangamarah, a fantastic $14 million, 75-bed aged
care facility in Colac. It is the hallmark of the
dedication and great work of Colac Area Health, and it
provided me with the opportunity to congratulate Jan
Ross on the fantastic job she had undertaken as chief
executive officer of that health service. The new,
75-bed facility was built on the previous redevelopment
of the Colac hospital — a 50-bed, acute care hospital —
and was a $30 million commitment of the Bracks
government. We now have a complete redevelopment
on that site. It is an integrated model of care to provide
acute and subacute care, to provide residential aged
care for people in the Colac area.
When I came to this portfolio there was a bit of
toeyness in the Colac region about whether this facility
was going forward. In fact previously, like the
McKellar Centre, under the Kennett regime the Colac
facility was going to be sold. It was going to be flogged
off. We kept it in public hands and reinvested
significantly to support communities to look after older
members of their community in times of need.
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Geelong, the minister stated that complaints in relation
to matters of conflict of interest are matters which the
Ombudsman is pursuing and further that she expected
the Ombudsman would report to Parliament when he
had concluded those investigations. I ask: how far down
the investigative track are we with respect to the
conflict of interest allegations at Geelong?
Hon. D. McL. Davis — Just answer it! It’s a simple
question.
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
Indeed it is at simple question, and it is of great concern
to all Victorians that the shadow minister could ask
such a simple question and, in so doing, demonstrate
such a lack of understanding of governance in this state,
let alone at a local government level. I hope the
opposition understands that the Ombudsman reports to
Parliament and not to me. I am not informed about the
progress of any of the Ombudsman’s investigations.
They are matters which he independently conducts and
reports to this Parliament on; and to the extent that any
minister is responsible for his portfolio, it is the Premier
and not the Minister for Local Government. Strictly
speaking this question is not even in order.
I am quite confident that the Ombudsman is doing his
job. I am quite confident that when he is ready and
when he has completed his independent investigations
he will report to the Parliament, and if the Parliament is
not sitting, as the opposition should also know, he is
free to release his report publicly. It is not dependent in
any shape or form on my responsibilities as Minister for
Local Government.
I hope I have enlightened the opposition and the
shadow Minister for Local Government on these
matters, and I hope that he in future understands how
these matters work. The Bracks government will
continue to strongly support the Ombudsman and his
independence in relation to this and any other
investigations that he has under way.

Mining: investment
Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — My question is
directed to the Minister for Resources. Can the minister
advise the house of recent events in Victoria’s booming
resource sector that will lead to new wealth and new
jobs for western Victoria in particular?

Greater Geelong: councillors
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — I direct my
question without notice to the Minister for Local
Government, Ms Broad. In answer to a question on
13 June regarding the ‘cash for council’ saga at

Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Resources) — I thank the member for her question and
for her interest in jobs and investment in western
Victoria. I cannot say the same for the opposition.
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It is with pleasure that I advise the house that I attended
the opening ceremony for the Iluka Douglas mineral
sands mine which was opened by the Premier on
30 August. This $280 million mineral sands mine is
located at Douglas near Balmoral in western Victoria.
Its opening marks a new era for minerals exploration
and development in the region. The project will
generate — and I ask the opposition to listen to the
figure because it is very important for regional
Victoria — up to $1.5 billion worth of export sales and
will mean more jobs in regional Victoria for local
residents. The Douglas mineral sands project will bring
150 long-term jobs into the area and an upgrade to local
road, water and power infrastructure.
The Iluka Resources mine is expected to be the first of
many projects in western Victoria and marks the
emergence of western Victoria as the new centre for
mineral sands in Australia. The mine is expected to
commence operation next year and produce almost
250 000 tonnes of heavy mineral concentrate and
69 000 tonnes of rutile, which is used in paints and
plastics. The mine is also expected to recover about
130 000 tonnes of zircon, which is used in glazes for
ceramic tiles.
The discovery of mineral sands at Douglas was partly
due to the geophysical and geological data produced by
the Department of Primary Industries, and I thank it for
that. The Bracks government has a strong track record
of supporting large, export-orientated minerals projects
that have revitalised parts of Victoria.
The Minerals Council of Australia has released a new
economic report that highlights the importance of these
projects, and the report shows that in this area alone,
and in particular in the shires of Horsham and South
Grampians, there have been new jobs and new wealth
generated. It found that over 500 jobs are estimated to
be generated directly or indirectly as a result of the
Iluka project alone. In the dark years of the Kennett
government this area of Victoria was left — —
Hon. Philip Davis interjected.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — The people of
Hamilton know that it was not so long ago — during
the Kennett era — that you could go down the main
street of Hamilton and see that a third of the shops were
shut. Hamilton is a town which now has a new lease of
life. It has new jobs — —
Hon. J. M. Madden — And a new swimming pool.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — And a new
swimming pool — as part of the infrastructure and the
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jobs that are being delivered by the Bracks Labor
government.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I have
answers to the following questions on notice: 5305,
7178, 7475, 7478, 7518, 7521, 7539, 7541, 7560, 7563,
7595, 7598, 7602, 7665, 7667, 7707, 7709, 7760–2,
7802–4, 7896, 7899, 7938, 7941, 7980, 7983, 8041,
8052–7, 8065, 8100–3, 8106, 8168–78, 8193, 8212–16,
8282–6, 8288–91, 8301, 8304, 8308–10, 8312–14,
8354, 8421–3, 8426, 8439, 8440, 8460–3, 8465–9,
8472, 8520–39, 8560–62, 8707.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Parliament: One Parliament project
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) —
Members know of my long-held concerns about the
half-baked and poorly designed One Parliament project,
and in particular its ham-fisted implementation. Last
week the executive group met and the bizarre
suggestion was made that the houses of Parliament, the
Assembly and the Council, should come under the
control of the Department of Parliamentary Services —
a horrifying suggestion that is completely outside the
processes of the Westminster system.
Recently I wrote to the head of the Department of
Parliamentary Services, Dr Stephen O’Kane, and said:
… the survey form currently being offered to members is
seriously deficient in that it doesn’t provide members with
sufficient opportunity to provide feedback on decisions …
Frankly … the department’s culture is aloof, dictatorial, petty
and dismissive.

Last week three whole days were spent at a compulsory
love-in for staff of the Parliament at the Novotel Hotel
down in Collins Street. During that time — would you
believe it? — not one negative comment was allowed.
Staff members were allowed to say only good things
about the One Parliament system because the
facilitator, Ann Shannon, continued to bring them back
to the positive things about the One Parliament project.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.
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Police: Rye station
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — During the
break in parliamentary sittings I was very pleased to be
present when the 101st police station built since the
election of the Bracks government was opened in Rye.
This is part of the Bracks government’s commitment to
community safety, which has seen the crime rate on the
Mornington Peninsula decline by 19 per cent between
2000–01 and 2005–06. This has been due in no small
part to the additional 1600 police who have been
recruited since 1999.

Frankston Mornington Peninsula Local
Learning and Employment Network
Hon. J. G. HILTON — Also during the break I
attended the annual general meeting of the Frankston
Mornington Peninsula Local Learning and
Employment Network (LLEN). This organisation,
under the chairmanship of Richard Butler and the
leadership of Pat O’Connell, is making a significant
impact on the career futures of many young people on
the Mornington Peninsula. At the meeting a number of
community groups gave presentations and described
how helpful the LLEN had been in contributing to their
success.

Liberal Party: performance
Hon. J. G. HILTON — Finally, in the last sitting
week a senior member of the opposition raised a point
of order while I was making a contribution on the
Melbourne University (Victorian College of the Arts)
Bill. The point of order was that the opposition
spokesperson for education was a female. I have
recently spoken to the member for Nepean and as far as
I can see he is very definitely a male. The fact that a
prominent opposition member does not know the
identity of the opposition education spokesman speaks
volumes about the impact which the opposition is
having on the community.

Merriang Special Developmental School: bus
service
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — Last
Thursday night I, together with the Liberal candidate
for Yan Yean, Anita Ivonosky, attended a carers
meeting in Epping, which was arranged by Christine
Stowe. Some very moving speeches were made by the
carers of the disabled, particularly by Kathie, Rex and
Stephanie, and I thank them for the poignant and
dignified discussion that they brought to the debate.
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But there was one issue that arose on several occasions
involving the Merriang Special Developmental School.
It has a major problem with the school bus. It
continually has two more children than its limit — that
is, there are 27 children needing this service, but there is
only space on this bus for 25 children. It is unacceptable
because the parents are placed under unnecessary stress
due to a lack of certainty with this service. I ask the
Honourable Sherryl Garbutt, the Minister for
Community Services in the other place, to address this
critical issue as a matter of urgency.
The people of Epping deserve better. They need to have
certainty so they know that their disabled children are
able to get safely to and from the special school every
day. These people are under a lot of stress, and they do
an amazing job with their young children. It is
important that they are supported in every possible way.
It is incumbent — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Balwyn High School: multipurpose centre
Hon. H. E. BUCKINGHAM (Koonung) — On
Wednesday, 30 August, I was delighted to represent the
education minister in opening the year 9 Xplore and
performing arts centre building at Balwyn High School.
This $2.3 million facility was partially funded by a
$600 000 grant from the government’s Leading Schools
Fund. Some $1.7 million was raised or donated by the
school community, which is an absolutely outstanding
achievement. I congratulate the council president, Tim
McMahon, and the principal, Bruce Armstrong, and
those all around them, who must have worked
extremely hard to see this ambitious project completed.
The new facility provides 360 square metres of open
learning space for the year 9 Xplore program as well as
five music instrumental teaching spaces, music
technology and music classrooms, a drama rehearsal
and presentation room, active and passive recreation
areas, a year 9 coordinator’s office, and student
amenities and lockers. I toured these facilities, and they
were all very impressive. The school has received much
support from the staff, parents and student community,
and in recognition of this has named rooms in the music
facility in honour of staff and parents who have made
substantial contributions to the programs offered by the
school.
I was also extremely impressed by the high calibre of
the musical performances at the opening event and
congratulate the staff and students involved on the
many hours of practice and work they have no doubt
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put in to prepare for the event. I am sure that the new
additions to the school’s — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

David Hayes and Craig Williams
Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western) — I wish to
congratulate horse trainer David Hayes, who trained the
first five winners at Caulfield last week, and jockey
Craig Williams, who brought them home — bringing
home five consecutive winners at one meeting was a
first in his riding career. Their combined talents, with a
bit of good luck, enabled them to achieve a feat never
before seen in Melbourne. This magnificent
achievement tops off an exceptional year for Craig,
whose successes during the year were recognised just
two weeks ago when he won the Scobie Breasley
award for Melbourne’s best rider in the last season.
Craig, along with racing’s other outstanding performers
of the past year, were recognised at the Celebrating
Racing’s Heroes dinner, a highlight on racing’s annual
calendar. This is an opportunity for the racing
community to award its star performers. Craig took
home the prestigious Scobie Breasley Medal for
Victoria’s most outstanding jockey. Already this season
he has ridden 18 winners, and his success at Caulfield
builds on a great start in defending his newly gained
title.
David Hayes has also had a great start to the season. He
has trained 13 winners so far, which gives him a lead of
7 over Lee Freedman.
Again I extend my congratulations to David and Craig
for their outstanding efforts and wish them continuing
success as we come into another fantastic 2006 Spring
Racing Carnival.

Findon Primary School: After Ever After
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — On 30 August I had
the great pleasure of attending the Findon Primary
School biannual production After Ever After at the
Darebin Arts and Entertainment Centre. The play was
performed by all 520 students from Findon Primary
School and was staged over four nights, enabling all of
the students’ family members to attend. On the night I
was there I saw a wonderful production with great
acting and singing performances from the students and
impressive sets, props and costumes. Looking through
the program I was struck by the diversity of ethnicity
apparent from the students’ names.
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The script and music was written by teacher Keir
Jasper, who was recognised last year by the Department
of Education and Training for teaching excellence.
Findon Primary School has in fact been the recipient of
many awards, particularly in the environmental area. I
take this opportunity to congratulate everyone involved
in the staging of Findon primary’s play, principal Kerri
Simpson, staff, students and parents for showcasing
their school’s talents and giving all the students an
opportunity to work together on a project involving the
whole school community.

Middleborough and Mitcham roads: bicycle
lanes
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I wish to
raise the concerns of local people in the Laburnum area
about the failure of the government to consider bicycle
lanes as part of the Middleborough Road grade
separation. This project has caused a number of
concerns in the community, particularly about the
government’s consultation on this project. The
government refuses to look at the option of an island
station that would allow a third track and stopping of all
train services at Laburnum. The government has
indicated to me that this project is to be funded over
three years, which is quite inconsistent with what the
community has been told is the construction timetable
of the Middleborough Road grade separation.
But what is of particular concern to residents in this
area now is the achievement of safe passage lanes for
bicycles and pedestrians as part of the grade separation
project. It certainly is a road that I think ought to be
considered for bicycle lanes. I also put on the record
that concerns expressed by residents of Mitcham about
the lack of bicycle lanes along Mitcham Road,
particularly south of Whitehorse Road, are also a high
priority in this area. I urge the government to look very
closely at the opportunities for bicycle lanes on these
major roads and certainly on Middleborough Road.

Environment Protection Authority:
Wangaratta office
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) — I
was delighted yesterday to cut a green star cake to
celebrate the opening of the new Wangaratta office of
the Environment Protection Authority (EPA), which is
set to achieve a 5-star rating. The new office is based on
environmentally sustainable design principles,
minimising environmental impacts, providing a more
comfortable and productive workplace and saving
substantial amounts of money over the life of the
tenancy of the building. It has set a fantastic example of
a 5-star fit-out with features such as movement and
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daylight sensors to switch lights off when they are not
needed; a ‘smart’ airconditioner to adjust the quantity
of fresh and recycled air; energy efficient flat-screen
computers; bicycle parking and shower facilities to
encourage people to cycle to work; and the purchase of
100 per cent green energy.
I congratulate Mr Michael Bourke, the EPA chairman,
and Mr Fergal Grahame, the EPA regional manager, on
this fabulous building. The new north-east Victoria
office in Wangaratta is a sign of the EPA’s
commitment to serving the region well into the future.
It has a long history of working in partnership with
people in the north-east of Victoria to manage waste
and pollution to increase resource efficiency and of
course to improve business opportunities in that region.

Great Alpine Road: motorcycle access
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — Next weekend
the 2006 Australian motorcycle grand prix will be
staged at Phillip Island. As members would know, this
event attracts enthusiasts from all over Australia and
overseas. Literally thousands of motorcyclists from
New South Wales, Queensland and the Australian
Capital Territory journey through Gippsland as they
make their way to Phillip Island. The Great Alpine
Road from Wangaratta to Bairnsdale is one of
Australia’s most popular motorcycling routes.
But this year, because it is still the snow season,
motorcyclists are going to be prevented from using this
route because motorcycles, unlike motor vehicles, can
not be fitted with chains. In this case there is going to
be a terrible loss of tourism in towns like Omeo and
others in the Tambo Valley. The fact of the matter is
that there is no snow on the roads at the moment.
Temperatures are forecast to be in the 20s this week,
and the outlook for next week is good again. Dust is
currently a greater problem on the Great Alpine Road
than either ice or snow.
My appeal to the government is to authorise VicRoads
to allow motorcycle access on the Great Alpine Road
so long as weather conditions continue to permit,
because this week motorcycles travel to Phillip Island
and next week they return. It seems a commonsense
provision. VicRoads warning signs could be quite
easily placed at both Wangaratta and Bairnsdale
advising motorcyclists of the openness or otherwise of
this road, so I appeal to the government to do all in its
power to enable the motorcyclists to use the Great
Alpine Road.
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Vietnamese community: volunteers
Hon. S. M. NGUYEN (Melbourne West) — This is
a great time to announce ceremonies to thank those
who have volunteered their time to serve the
Vietnamese community. On this coming Sunday,
17 September 2006, and on 4 November 2006, I will
organise special events to nominate members of
Vietnamese community organisations to receive a
certificate of appreciation for their voluntary services.
The events will also mark the 150th anniversary of the
Victorian Parliament and be an opportunity for me to
thank people I have worked with closely in the 18 years
since I became a councillor and then the mayor of
Richmond and over my 10 years in the Victorian
Parliament. I know a lot of people have spent their time
on weekends and at night to help others settle into a
new society. There are many people involved in
providing services for youth, women, the elderly and
others, including settlement services. Hundreds of
people will be proud to receive thanks. On the day, the
Speaker and a few other MPs will join with the
community — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Sir William Clemens
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — On
Friday evening I was pleased to attend a function at the
Burke Museum in Beechworth to commemorate one of
Beechworth’s famous sons, Sir William Clemens.
Beechworth has a proud history in colonial Victoria and
since Federation and has produced many community
leaders, including a former Premier of this state, George
Briscoe Kerferd. Sir William Clemens is perhaps a
lesser known figure.
I think it is very important that the Burke Museum,
which is very well-run institution, and Sir William’s
family have got together after all these years, bearing in
mind that he died more than 60 years ago, to mark his
birth at Silver Creek in Beechworth. The fact is that he
got his first job at the then colonial post office, a
building that is still in use as a post office to this day.
Upon Federation in 1901 he transferred to the
commonwealth public service and rose to be the head
of the commonwealth public service and was knighted
for that office.
It was great to see members of his family still actively
involved in community affairs in Beechworth,
particularly the Orton family. It was a well-organised
function, mainly put together by Julie de Hennin, an
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Orton family member. I congratulate the museum and
the family for commemorating Sir William’s service.

Sustainability Victoria: Tidy Town awards
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — I congratulate the
Gippsland communities that did well in Sustainability
Victoria’s Tidy Town sustainable community awards
announced in Benalla last week. The award for
innovation in sustainability went to Koonwarra, which
is well known by locals and visitors in Gippsland as a
great place for stopping off for food or craft. Working
closely with the Gippsland waste management group,
Koonwarra undertook to become Australia’s first
waste-wise village.
Organisers established a waste trail, with waste disposal
information at the community centre. Annual waste
audits are held to monitor efforts, and to date the town
has achieved nearly a 100 per cent removal of plastic
bags from all activities.
Koonwarra is also the base for South Gippsland
Freecycle, a global non-profit organisation interested in
avoiding the dumping of goods into landfill by offering
an Internet forum for those who want the goods. The
Gippsland region already has 127 members who
dispose of unwanted goods in this way.
The Community Pride Award went to Loch because of
the work of the Loch Community Development
Association, which has been the central coordinator for
many local community groups and has organised the
completion of an urban design framework and
coordinated planning for new amenities while retaining
the old. The result is a small town reflecting immense
pride in the new amenities it has created and the many
heritage areas that have been proudly maintained and
featured.

Timboon P–12 School: multipurpose facility
Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — Yesterday I had the
absolute pleasure of visiting Timboon P–12 School to
officially open its new education facility for years 5 to
8. This new subschool complex is a large multipurpose
facility which creates flexible learning and break-out
spaces that can be reconfigured to suit various learning
experiences for middle-school students and teachers
alike.
The students told me that they really liked working in
their new facility, which utilises natural light,
soundproofing and multimedia technology in its design.
Two teachers in particular deserve to be acknowledged
for their leadership in bringing the project to fruition:
they are Ms Rosalie Moorfield and Mr John Ralph.
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They have researched innovative curriculum practices
both in Australia and overseas to ensure that students in
years 5 to 8 at Timboon maximise their educational and
personal potential. Their new years 5 to 8 educational
facility includes design principles which reflect the
values contained in Stephen Covey’s book The
7 Habits of Highly Effective People. I have to say I was
really impressed by the students’ interest and
appreciation of the education they were being offered at
the Timboon school.
The Bracks government provided $550 000 funding for
this project, and $29 000 was raised by the school. We
are very pleased to support education across Victoria by
providing more teachers and new schools and by
upgrading existing facilities. Well done, Timboon.

PETITION
Racial and religious tolerance: legislation
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) presented
petition from certain citizens of Victoria requesting
that the Racial and Religious Tolerance Act 2001 be
repealed (29 signatures).
Laid on table.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 10
Ms ARGONDIZZO (Templestowe) presented Alert
Digest No. 10 of 2006, including appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 — Minister’s order of
4 September 2006 giving approval for the granting of a lease
at Whitehorse Reserve.
International Fibre Centre Limited — Minister’s report of
receipt of 2005 report.
Planning and Environment Act 1987 —
Notices of Approval of the following amendments to
planning schemes:
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Alpine Resorts Planning Scheme —
Amendment C15.

Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968 —
No. 107.

East Gippsland Planning Scheme —
Amendment C46.

Plant Health and Plant Products Act 1995 — No. 115.
Valuation of Land Act 1960 — No. 117.

Frankston Planning Scheme — Amendment C42.
Veterans Act 2005 — No. 108.
Maribyrnong Planning Scheme —
Amendment C55.
Melton Planning Scheme — Amendment C55.
Nillumbik Planning Scheme — Amendment C46.
Port Phillip Planning Scheme — Amendment C46.

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Ministers’ certificates of exemption under section 9(6) in
respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 8, 103, 104, 105, 106,
107, 108, 109, 111, 113, 114, 115 and 117.
Minister’s certificate of exception under section 8(4) in
respect of Statutory Rule No. 102.

Swan Hill Planning Scheme — Amendment C11.
Victoria Planning Provisions —
Amendments VC40 and VC41.

Proclamations of the Governor in Council fixing
operative dates in respect of the following acts:

Warrnambool Planning Scheme —
Amendment C37.

Crimes (Sexual Offences) Act 2006 — Section 35 —
22 August 2006 (Gazette No. S214, 22 August 2006).

West Wimmera Planning Scheme —
Amendment C8.

Planning and Environment (Growth Areas Authority) Act
2006 — Section 2(1) — 1 September 2006 (Gazette No. G35,
31 August 2006).

Whitehorse Planning Scheme — Amendment C54.
Yarra Ranges Planning Scheme —
Amendment C53.
Urban Growth Boundary — Notices of Approval of the
following amendments to planning schemes:
Frankston Planning Scheme — Amendment C35.
Whittlesea Planning Scheme — Amendments C86
and C91.
Wyndham Planning Scheme — Amendment C71.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:
Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Control of Use)
Act 1992 — No. 113.
Bail Act 1977 — No. 104.
Co-operative Housing Societies Act 1958 — No. 112.
Estate Agents Act 1980 — Nos. 105 and 106.
Extractive Industries Development Act 1995 —
No. 111.
Fisheries Act 1995 — No. 109.

Werribee South Land Act 1991 — 8 September 2006
(Gazette No. G36, 7 September 2006).

OWNERS CORPORATIONS BILL
Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated on motion of Hon. J. M. MADDEN
(Minister for Sport and Recreation).
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
In 1988, when the Subdivision Act was passed to govern the
operations of bodies corporate, there were approximately
35 000 bodies corporate in Victoria in which 200 000 people
lived and worked. Most were small suburban apartment
blocks of between two and six units. Even a brief examination
of the changing number and range of bodies corporate reveals
that there has been a profound social transformation in the
way Victorians live and work over the past two decades.

Infringements Act 2006 — No. 103.
Intellectually Disabled Persons’ Services Act 1986 —
No. 116.
Land Act 1958 — No. 118.
Livestock Disease Control Act 1994 — No. 114.
Mineral Resources Development Act 1990 — No. 110.

Today there are more than 65 000 bodies corporate in
Victoria, incorporating over 480 000 lots. It is estimated that
at least 1 million people, or approximately 20 per cent of all
Victorians, own, live or work in bodies corporate. We have
seen the rise of large multistorey apartment developments.
While bodies corporate with less than five lots account for
around 30 per cent of the total number of bodies corporate,
those consisting of more than 100 lots now represent a quarter
of all lots in Victoria. These different sets of numbers indicate
two significant developments since 1988. Firstly, there has
been an enormous increase in the number of Victorians living
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and working in bodies corporate. Secondly, the average body
corporate is growing in size, with more lots per body
corporate.
In 1988, a much larger proportion of bodies corporate were
under five lots, and were self-managed. A one-size-fits-all
approach was adopted under the Subdivision Act and
regulations, with the relatively minimal regulatory framework
encouraging informal dispute resolution. However, the days
when ‘body corporate’ only meant granny flats or small
blocks of four or five flats are long gone.
Increasingly, bodies corporate are complex entities. Growing
numbers of high-rise apartment buildings present a new set of
policy challenges. These challenges increase when we
consider the mix of uses for bodies corporate, which can
relate to common property owned by residential, commercial,
or industrial interests. Apart from the flats, units and
apartments that first come to mind with the words ‘body
corporate’, office blocks, hotels, retirement villages and farms
can all belong to a body corporate.
This range gives some idea of why the existing regulatory
regime, built for a different, simpler era, is no longer
appropriate to contemporary needs. The primary challenge for
the government in reforming the law in this area is to keep
regulation to the minimum necessary to guide and support the
operations of bodies corporate, while at the same time
keeping pace with the increasingly complex and sophisticated
body corporate environment.
It is against this background that the former Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Mr John Lenders, a member for Waverley
Province, announced a review of body corporate law in
September 2003. The review process, ably led by a member
for Koonung Province, Ms Helen Buckingham, included the
release of an issues paper in October 2003 and a future
directions paper in March 2004. Over 200 public submissions
were received in response to these papers. The release of an
exposure draft of the new legislation in December 2005 to
accompany the final report of the body corporate review
resulted in approximately 100 further submissions.
This process, which has proceeded in tandem with a
significant number of stakeholder consultation meetings, has
been immensely helpful in identifying the major issues
affecting bodies corporate. The main themes emerging from
the review process are the need for better access to dispute
resolution, clearer rights, duties and responsibilities of
members and the body corporate, and sufficient powers and
flexibility to enable bodies corporate and body corporate
committees to operate effectively. Most submissions also
highlighted the need for improved financial management and
protection of body corporate funds, long-term maintenance
planning and the promotion of more professional standards in
the body corporate management industry.
Before looking at how the bill tackles these issues, I want to
explain why the term ‘body corporate’ is changed to ‘owners
corporation’ in the bill. The new term emphasises that the
body set up to manage common property and services is the
lot owners body, and something closely aligned with the
interests of the lot owners. It is also consistent with the usage
of the term ‘owners corporation’ in other jurisdictions such as
New South Wales and the Australian Capital Territory. It also
clears up the existing confusion whereby the term ‘body
corporate’ can refer to both a legal entity created by
subdivision and a company created under the corporations
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legislation. To avoid unnecessary administrative costs,
transitional arrangements will ensure that registration and the
use of the body corporate name and seal will not be affected
by this change. Consistent with the changes introduced by this
bill, I will use the term ‘owners corporation’ to describe these
bodies from now on.
As I have noted, public submissions have stressed the need
for increased governance of account management and
financial planning. In looking at this issue, it became apparent
that the type of governance necessary will often depend on
the size of the owners corporation. Generally, larger
organisations are likely to manage greater sums of money, are
more likely to be professionally managed and are less able to
conduct their affairs informally.
Under the current legislation, there are no differences in the
requirements for a two-lot subdivision and a multistorey
high-rise. This bill recognises the problems inherent in such a
one-size-fits-all approach. It exempts two-lot owners
corporations from many of the requirements that apply to
other owners corporations. This approach acknowledges that
many parts of the bill are inappropriate where there are only
two owners and reduces the regulatory burden on such
owners. The bill also draws a distinction between the duties
imposed on prescribed, that is, larger owners corporations,
and the duties imposed on non-prescribed owners
corporations. The threshold for prescribing an owners
corporation will be set out in the regulations. Prescribed
owners corporations will be required to prepare financial
statements in accordance with prescribed standards, get
financial statements audited, establish a maintenance plan and
a maintenance fund and obtain five-year valuations of
common property for insurance purposes.
One issue that is critical to all owners corporations, whether
large or small, is the need for a comprehensive dispute
resolution system. Under the current legislative scheme, there
is no formal complaint-handling system. Dispute resolution
options are limited to services available for resolving
neighbourhood disputes, or, if a dispute relates to the act,
regulations or rules, applying for a formal order from the
Magistrates Court. These options are too limited for the
diverse range of disputes and parties operating in today’s
complex owners corporation environment.
The new scheme will remedy this deficiency by setting out a
three-tier approach to dispute resolution. The policy behind
this approach is to encourage a sense of personal
responsibility in the parties for resolving disputes, sometimes
with the assistance of government dispute resolution services,
rather than relying on direct state intervention or punitive
sanctions to resolve all owners corporation issues.
The first tier is a requirement that the owners corporation
must have an internal dispute resolution process, with a
default process set out in the model rules which will be
drafted with the regulations. The bill also establishes a formal,
fair and transparent complaint-handling process which may
apply when the informal process fails.
The second tier is the option of conciliation or mediation
processes offered by Consumer Affairs Victoria. These
processes will be available to parties who are not satisfied
with the result of the internal process.
Finally, the bill provides the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal with powers to resolve a broad range
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of disputes, including the power to impose a civil penalty for
breaches of the rules. The parties may only apply to VCAT if
the dispute resolution process has been exhausted.
In keeping with this scheme, the process for collection of
owners corporation fees from lot owners is clearly set out in
the bill, so that all parties will know where they stand. There
will be a mandatory 28-day notice upon failure to pay fees. A
second and final 28-day notice is discretionary, but the
owners corporation cannot go to VCAT unless this final
notice is given.
The dispute resolution process will be supplemented by
increased measures for education, information and advice.
Public education will be a crucial component of the new
system, and Consumer Affairs Victoria will provide specialist
information services to assist owners corporation members in
understanding their dispute resolution options. These services
will include telephone advice, and print and web-based
information in the form of information sheets.
Another issue that was frequently raised in submissions was
the regulation of owners corporation managers.
Approximately 1000 people are employed full time in the
management of owners corporations, a number that has risen
sharply in recent years. Under the present legislative
framework, managers must have professional indemnity
insurance, must report to the annual general meeting and can
be removed at a general meeting.
This bill will introduce much-needed additional professional
and performance standards through light-handed regulation
rather than a full licensing system. The bill recognises that
with 65 000 owners corporations, it is owners corporations
themselves that will be best placed to ensure that managers
provide the services they require.
Paid managers will be required to register with the Business
Licensing Authority. They will not be able to be registered if
they are insolvent or do not have professional indemnity
insurance. It will be an offence to act as a professional
manager without being registered, or for a manager to supply
false or misleading information to the BLA.
A public register will also enable lot owners and members of
the public to have access to information about registered
managers, and allow CAV and the Business Licensing
Authority to disseminate information to managers and to
owners corporations that are managed by registered
managers, including details of any orders made against
managers. The bill imposes a duty on managers to act
honestly and in good faith, to exercise due care and diligence,
and not to make improper use of their position. Managers
must also return financial records to the owners corporation
within 28 days of termination of their services as manager.
The bill also clearly states the process for appointment of
managers.
The bill imposes specific performance standards on property
developers. The current legislative framework is silent on the
role of the developer in establishing the owners corporation.
Feedback received during the public consultation phase
included cases where developers had awarded themselves
irrevocable proxies, or entered into long-term service
contracts with subsidiary or related companies that are not
cost competitive. These practices cannot be allowed to
continue. The bill therefore imposes duties on developers for
a period of five years following registration of the plan of

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 12 September 2006
subdivision. These duties require developers exercising a
majority vote to act honestly and in good faith, to exercise due
care and diligence, and to act in the interests of the owners
corporation.
More specifically, developers will be required to pursue
contractual remedies against builders for any defects in the
common property, and will be prohibited from requiring
owners to provide proxies or powers of attorney as a
condition of purchase. At the initial meeting of the owners
corporation, developers will be obligated to table any
contracts or leases entered into, any maintenance plan, and
any relevant accounts or records.
As these provisions acknowledge, the provision of accurate
and up-to-date information in a timely fashion is crucial for
lot owners and purchasers. The current legislative framework
includes minimal record-keeping requirements, and records
are not available to purchasers.
The bill will require that records be made available for
inspection by purchasers and that copies must be provided for
a reasonable fee. The bill also introduces the concept of an
owners corporation register of important current information.
This can be accessed by lot owners, mortgagees and lot
purchasers. Unlike the current situation, the owners
corporation certificate must now be provided within
10 business days of an application and in addition must also
be attached to the vendor’s statement required by section 32
of the Sale of Land Act 1962, ensuring that potential
purchasers can obtain details of fees and other important
matters before committing themselves. The bill also
introduces provision for those persons whose details are
recorded to apply to VCAT to restrict access to personal
information in exceptional circumstances.
Under the existing regulations, there is only limited guidance
on committees. Committee powers are not defined. The duties
of committees and the procedure by which they must operate
are also not clear, and no performance standards are imposed.
This bill will clarify that the committee may do all the things
that the owners corporation can do by ordinary resolution,
except those that the owners corporation itself resolves can
only be decided at a general meeting. It also clarifies
committee procedures and how committee meetings are
called. The bill requires committee members to act honestly
and in good faith and not to make improper use of their
position.
Accountability is also built into the bill by the requirement
that the committee must report on its activities to the annual
general meeting. This provision is reinforced by a
requirement that the agenda for the annual general meeting
must include an insurance update, consideration of the owners
corporation budget and any delegations, and a complaints
handling report.
The current regulatory scheme for bodies corporate is not
serving Victorians well. The regulatory scheme is sparse and
limited in the guidance it provides to bodies corporate and lot
owners. Parts of it are not clear or appear contradictory, and
in many areas little guidance is provided to individuals trying
to run these community organisations we call bodies
corporate.
At a minimum this bill will fix this situation. It provides much
more detail on the roles and responsibilities of the participants
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in the owners corporation, the office bearers and the lot
owners. It provides clearer procedures and clarifies provisions
that in the previous act and regulations were unclear or
contradictory.
In addition, this bill also provides for a range of new features
to assist in the smooth running of owners corporations. It
provides for more types of decisions by ballot, it allows
owners corporations to establish maintenance plans and
maintenance funds, and it provides for much better access to
key information needed to run and participate in an owners
corporation.
This new regulatory scheme should benefit everyone living in
an owners corporation.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North
Eastern) on motion of Hon. Andrea Coote.
Debate adjourned until next day.

CATCHMENT AND LAND PROTECTION
(FURTHER AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated for Ms BROAD (Minister for Local
Government) on motion of Hon. J. M. Madden.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
Weeds and pest animals pose a significant threat to primary
production and biodiversity in Victoria. They reduce farm and
forest productivity, with the direct cost of weeds to Victorian
agriculture estimated at more than $900 million per year.
Weeds displace native species and contribute to land and
water degradation. Invasive species are recognised
internationally as the second most significant threat to natural
ecosystems.
The Victorian government works hard to reduce the impact of
weeds by anticipating potential weed problems, responding to
existing weed problems and assisting landowners to meet
their responsibilities with regard to weed and pest animal
control. This work requires the support of a strong legislative
framework under which weed and pest animal control can be
regulated.
In Victoria, this is provided for under the Catchment and
Land Protection Act 1994. This act forms a fundamental part
of the legislative framework for land management in Victoria
and contains the provisions which govern responsibility and
control for all noxious weeds and pest animals. The act places
responsibility on landowners to eradicate or prevent the
growth and spread of certain types of noxious weeds and to
eradicate or prevent the spread of established pest animals on
their properties.
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The government works cooperatively with community groups
such as Landcare to implement control programs for weeds
and pest animals. However, where some land-holders
continue to fail to meet their responsibilities, it is necessary to
enforce the requirements of the act. This enforcement action
not only ensures that weed and pest animal problems are in
fact addressed, it also ensures that the cooperative efforts of
the rest of the community and the government are not in vain.
However, a significant deficiency in the act has been in the
ability to enforce requirements for landowners to take
measures to control pest plants and animals on their properties
in a timely manner. To that end the Catchment and Land
Protection (Further Amendment) Bill seeks to amend the act
to introduce new enforcement mechanisms, including the
issuing of infringement notices, and improve existing
enforcement mechanisms that will enhance the management
and eradication of weeds and pest animals in Victoria. These
provisions relating to enforcement will work in conjunction
with and complement extension work in the relevant area.
The bill will improve existing provisions under the act
enabling the issue of a land management notice. Currently, a
land management notice is the principal instrument under the
act for requiring land-holders to meet their obligations for
weed or pest animal control. Such a notice is issued to a
landowner who has failed to comply with his or her duties for
pest control. The main existing offence under the act is failure
to comply with a land management notice.
However, provisions relating to land management notices
require the investment of significant time and resources in
order to access the ability to establish and enforce land
management notice requirements. Currently, where there is
more than one landowner, the secretary must attempt to reach
agreement with each landowner on the carrying out of a
program to deal with the issues of concern before issuing a
land management notice. This can take a significant amount
of time where landowners are not involved directly in the
management of the land or are overseas or interstate.
Therefore, the bill will amend the act to replace the
requirement to reach agreement with each landowner with a
requirement to serve the land management notice on each
landowner. Provisions relating to land management notices
will also require that a landowner advise the secretary of the
work carried out in response to a land management notice,
where previously the landowner only needed to advise that
the notice had been complied with. An infringement notice
may be issued where this requirement is not complied with.
Where a land management notice is subsequently issued and
not complied with, significant time must be invested in
attempting to gain compliance before a prosecution in the
Magistrates Court can be achieved. Therefore, two new
statutory notices are to be introduced whereby landowners in
specified geographical areas and specific properties can be
required to undertake weed or pest control activities. Where
these notices and related requirements are not complied with,
an infringement notice may be issued, thus enabling
enforcement action to be taken at an earlier stage.
Activities targeting the eradication or control of weeds and
pest animals are normally undertaken within a targeted
geographical area to enable the efficient use of resources and
to involve the local community. This bill will provide that the
minister may declare an area to be a ‘priority area’ by way of
a statutory notice that will require each landowner within the
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area to undertake control measures on his or her property. In
addition to this, the bill will provide that the secretary may
issue similar notices to individual landowners to target
specific properties with a pest problem.
A landowner will be required under the amended act to advise
the secretary in writing as to what control measures have been
carried out in response to a notice. Where this requirement is
not met or the land-holder has not undertaken the required
control measures, an infringement notice imposing a penalty
may be issued.
In creating these new notice provisions and amending
existing notice provisions, the bill provides a suite of
enforceable provisions that support and complement existing
weed and pest animal control activity by communities and
government. It also streamlines compliance and enforcement
processes to ensure resources are used efficiently.
The act is also to be amended to further support compliance
activities under the act.
The act is to be amended to allow authorised officers to
gain access to municipally-held ratepayer information
for name and address details of landowners.
The act is also to be amended to improve warrant
provisions. Currently authorised officers may be
required to enter land and clear weeds where the owner
fails to do so. This may take several days or weeks to
complete. However, a warrant for this activity can only
be issued for one day. The act is to be amended to allow
a court to issue warrants for longer periods.
The act is also to be amended to allow an authorised
officer to seize specified items under a warrant which an
officer can search for under the warrant.
The bill makes further amendments directed at issues relating
specifically to noxious weeds. Noxious weeds are declared
under the act within a range of categories according to the
appropriate way of dealing with the weed. However,
limitations on how weeds are declared are proving to be an
impediment to weed management at both the state level and
national level, insofar as Victoria contributes to the national
program for weed management. Therefore an amendment is
to be made to clarify and improve these provisions to enhance
our response to weed problems.
The bill also introduces a prohibition on the possession of
noxious weeds for the purposes of display without a permit
authorising the display. This will target the display of noxious
weeds as part of garden and landscaping displays which may
encourage people to propagate weeds. Planting and
propagating noxious weeds will also be made an offence
under the act.
Finally, the bill will make a minor amendment to the act to
allow authorised officers to take samples of plant materials
from land, in addition to an officer’s existing power to take
samples of soil, stone or other similar material.
This bill represents an opportunity to significantly improve
the control and eradication of weeds and pest animals in
Victoria. With the creation of enforceable requirements and
the overall improvement of the act as it relates to weeds and
pest animals, this bill will ensure that the problem of weeds
and pest animals are properly addressed for the benefit of the
agriculture sector and the environment.
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I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East
Yarra) on motion of Hon. Andrea Coote.
Debate adjourned until next day.

VICTORIAN RENEWABLE ENERGY BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 22 August; motion of
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries).
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — It has been a
long afternoon waiting to get to the debate on this bill.
Before I speak to it in detail, I wish to bring to the
attention of the house something I believe is apposite in
regard to debate on the Victorian Renewable Energy
Bill. On 18 April 1902, speaking in the commonwealth
Parliament — in the physical building of the Parliament
of Victoria which was handed over to the
commonwealth — George Reid, the then Leader of the
Opposition and member of the Free Trade Party, spoke
in these terms, and I quote from a debate on the
Customs Tariff Bill:
I suppose that during our long struggle to lighten the burdens
of the people, we have incurred the dislike of men who have
crowded those galleries, and infested the lobbies of
Parliament, not to promote the public good, but to gain
private advantage. I have no doubt that we shall be regarded
with bitter aversion by those who have so strenuously
endeavoured to win the aid and countenance of the legislature
in order to exploit the necessities of the poor.

In so reading that into my preamble to this debate I
want to put a context around what I believe, and the
opposition believes, this legislation is about. During the
course of this debate the government will purport that
this bill forms part of the government’s platform to deal
with greenhouse abatement. The reality is that the
mechanism adopted in this bill achieves very little in
terms of reducing greenhouse emissions. I am sure no
member of this place would say other than that the
phenomenon known as global warming is a matter of
significant public concern and therefore a matter
properly in the forefront of public policy deliberation.
However, it is our view that this bill is about a
government which has resorted to a mechanism to
effectively tax consumers to the benefit of the rent
seekers in the wind farm development industry. It is
about seeking government preferment over the ordinary
men and women of Australia, and I think that what
George Reid had to say in 1902 when speaking on free
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trade and a tariff bill was as apposite then as it is today
in respect of this scheme.
What is it that this bill purports to do? The government
says the bill is intended to develop the renewable
energy generation industry in Victoria through the
establishment of a scheme that will involve the
creation, acquisition and surrender of renewable energy
certificates. It also intends to amend the Essential
Services Commission Act 2001. It proposes to require
electricity retailers to purchase an additional
3274 gigawatt hours of energy from renewable energy
sources by 2016, and 49 110 gigawatt hours of
renewable energy in total by 2030 at a default penalty
price of $43 per megawatt hour in 2007 real dollars,
which equates to a transfer price of $2.112 billion from
consumers to windfarm developers.
The bill purports to establish a scheme of renewable
energy certificates. These certificates will be produced
by competitive power stations and will be created for
electricity generated from renewable energy sources
such as wind, biomass, solar, hydro et cetera. It further
purports to establish targets for the purchase of energy
generated from renewable sources by retail and
wholesale purchases of electricity for use in Victoria.
This target will determine how many certificates will be
required to be surrendered in order to reach the retail
and wholesale purchases every year for the life of the
scheme. The bill will specify penalty rates for any
shortfall of purchases, initially set at $43 per megawatt
hour.
The bill will establish the Essential Services
Commission as the authority responsible for the
administration of the act, to register persons to create
certificates, accredit power stations, monitor the
registration, transfer and surrender of certificates,
enforce and monitor compliance.
The bill further provides that certain energy users may
be exempt from complying with this bill. Of course, the
minister has already acknowledged that we should read
‘Alcoa’ in this. I do not have anything against Alcoa at
all, but I will come to some details shortly about the
fact that the minister has made a public claim about
sovereign risk. It seems to me that the minister’s claim
does not stand up and I will argue that case later.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — That is not what the
industry says!
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — The minister interjects
and I retort that the minister well knows that the Alcoa
contract expires in 2014 and 2016 and there is no
reason at all why Alcoa, under the principles of the bill,
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should not be treated like any other business. It is
another question entirely whether for policy reasons it
should be treated in the same way, but given that Alcoa
is the largest energy consumer in the state, the
government owes it to the community and the
Parliament to have a great deal more to say about the
policy justification for that exemption. I am not making
any point at all other than that this should be a matter
for a proper public policy debate.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — So you want us to
charge Alcoa?
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — The minister has an
extraordinarily aggravating habit of trying to
misconstrue things that members of this house say in
goodwill. When we are endeavouring to have an
informed and sensible public policy debate, he stoops
so low as to try to misconstrue things that people have
said. What I have said stands on the record. The
Parliament deserves a proper explanation for the
exemption that is afforded under this bill to the major
power consumer in Victoria. It is not good enough for
the minister to say that it is something to do with
sovereign risk, as if he does not understand the notion.
He full well understands the notion. There is no
sovereign risk issue here; simply there are contracts in
place at the expiration of which in 2016 Alcoa ought
properly be brought under the control of the act.
However, there is a public policy issue as to whether
that would be beneficial for the economic development
of the state.
I suspect we all agree that the important elements about
energy are its availability, security and price. They are
the keystones of a modern economy. Victoria is
progressively losing its competitive advantage due to
internationalisation. We know that we have an
extraordinary resource in brown coal in the Latrobe
Valley — a resource that is estimated at the present rate
of consumption to be in excess of 500 years supply and
in terms of energy value to exceed that of the energy
reserves of natural gas on the North West Shelf and in
net present value terms worth in the order of
$100 billion or more to the state of Victoria.
I think we would all agree, notwithstanding where we
have come from in this debate, that privatisation of our
energy sector has been a resounding success, with
churn rates up in the retail sector and a sustainable
competitive market throughout the supply chain. The
difficulties faced by the government of the day and the
strength required by it in pursuing privatisation of the
energy sector are a lesson to us all about the importance
of strong leadership and clear honest debate. The fact of
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the matter is that the preceding Cain and Kirner
governments had led the state into economic chaos.
For two policy reasons the government of the day
resolved to privatise and disaggregate the energy
industries, the net result of which was to obtain a
significant premium on the value of the assets and to
discharge the debt that had been accumulated over a
decade by the former Labor government. At the same
time it introduced a level of competition which has
driven prices down every year since that privatisation
occurred. Consumers are the beneficiaries of that, both
at a retail and business level.
Victoria has natural reserves of brown coal and gas
which place us in a unique situation in the world with
regard to energy generation. This is important given the
nature of the economy, which is manufacturing based,
and the unique advantages of other economies with
which we hope to cooperate and compete — that is,
China and India have low wages. So our competitive
advantage is energy; theirs of course is the work force.
The last major step forward in Victoria’s energy
infrastructure, the Hazelwood lease extension, was an
enormously difficult process that does not bode well for
other investors looking at investment in Victoria’s
energy industry. This is a fundamental — —
Hon. T. C. Theophanous interjected.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — The minister talks about
sovereign risk; I will talk about sovereign risk in regard
to Hazelwood. International Power had a reasonable
belief upon acquiring the Hazelwood asset that it had an
undertaking from the sovereign government of Victoria
in regard to access to coal. The minister changed the
rules. He should not talk to me about sovereign risk.
This is a fundamental issue of trust in government.
Sovereign risk is difficult to legislate away; it can only
be addressed by real leadership from our
parliamentarians and leaders, and I do not see any
leadership in this place at the present time.
Real leadership is also needed to ensure that we have a
legitimate debate on climate change. Investors
throughout the supply chain are worried about where
government policy is going to go. Everyone, from the
investors to the users, deserves to have honesty in the
debate on renewable technologies and carbon
emissions. In almost every policy area, every state in
Australia has come to the conclusion that any
substantial and important regulatory system requires
national cooperation. Mr Theophanous is the one
exception. If we continue down the path of partial
regulation of the energy sector we lose all the benefits
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of a fluid national market and consistent environmental
regulations. We support the work by the current
government, by the way, in regard to further developing
the national electricity market.
At this point I want to introduce an important issue
which has to be addressed. Some call it the elephant in
the corner — the issue that some people in the energy
sector do not particularly want to talk about, but which
is just not going to go away. Just to put a context
around this, I will read some comments:
There are ominous signs that the earth’s weather patterns
have begun to change dramatically …
The evidence in support of these predictions has now begun
to accumulate so massively that meteorologists are hard
pressed to keep up with it.
…
Climatologists are pessimistic that political leaders will take
any positive action to compensate for the climatic change, or
even to allay its effects.

Those comments were extracted from an article in
Newsweek of 28 April 1975, entitled ‘The cooling
world’. It might well have been written recently in
connection with global warming fears. There is
absolutely no question that the issue of climate has been
on the public policy agenda for a very long time.
There is a great deal of uncertainty about the
contribution greenhouse gases make to global warning.
However, despite this uncertainty, the risk that
greenhouse gas emissions may have serious impacts
justifies taking action. The international debate on what
action to take is now under way. The outcome is
uncertain. The developing world has indicated it will
not accept greenhouse gas emissions targets, leaving
the vast majority of global growth in greenhouse gas
emissions outside the reach of the Kyoto protocol. For
example, China, which sits outside Kyoto, has a present
economic growth rate which means that its total
emissions discharges are increasing in proportion with
its growth in energy demand and at a rate equivalent to
the whole of Australia’s emissions every 9 to
10 months — that is, Australia’s whole emissions are
being replicated in less than one year by China’s
growth.
Differing targets in developed countries can increase
domestic energy costs and accelerate the shift of new
investment abroad, including to developing countries
which already enjoy low labour costs. As a result of
global energy demands there will be a significant
increase in greenhouse emissions by 2030, of which
85 per cent will be accounted for by developing
countries.
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Mr Viney — So they should pay the price?
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — Are you going to let me
give my speech or are you going to help me?
With respect to the Victorian Renewable Energy Bill,
this policy, as far as we are concerned, is an elaborate
pricing transfer scheme — from consumers to wind
farm developers. As I stated earlier, it will be in excess
of $2 billion over the life of the scheme. There is no
evidence that this scheme will produce any significant
greenhouse gas abatement. It is an unreliable scheme in
the sense of it being designed specifically to capture
and benefit the wind farm sector. There are problems
with wind in terms of security of supply and the
additional ancillary services charges that go with this
unreliability.
However the scheme the minister has concocted is
apparently a magic pudding. The Minister for Energy
Industries has devised a scheme which he claims at a
cost of less than $1 per month to each household, with
the price of electricity coming down, by the way, will
be able to transfer $2 billion into the pockets of wind
farm developers over the life of the scheme. He has
effectively refused to release the government’s
complete modelling on this program.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous interjected.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — The minister interjects
that he released. What did he release? He partially
released some data, which is something I will come
back to shortly.
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promoting this massive transformation of Victoria’s
countryside and landscape are the same people who
argue that not a single tree should be cut down on a
private farm. I will be interested to hear the
government’s response to that, because it is a
dichotomy that people in country Victoria simply fail to
understand — why the government can hogtie farmers
with regard to their legitimate business of maximising
their productivity on their farms but at the same time is
quite happy to support the industrialisation of Victoria’s
landscape.
Mr Viney — So you support the cutting down of
trees and more greenhouse gas. You’re going well,
Phil!
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — The interjection from
Mr Viney deserves some mild rebuke. The situation is
that on Victorian farms an enormous effort is being
made by land-holders to increase the area of vegetation,
but that is a different notion from the ability of a
land-holder to properly deal with their land in a sensible
commercial way.
It is useful for us to have regard to what others say
about these questions. I will turn to the Victorian
Employers Chamber of Commerce and Industry
summit held here at Parliament on 8 November 2005,
and in particular the task force report entitled Energy. I
think it is useful for us to remind ourselves of what the
VECCI summit said at that time:
… a sustainable global solution will have to improve upon
Kyoto by being more:

Hon. T. C. Theophanous — You don’t agree with
the data?

equitable, by sharing the abatement burden across all
sectors (business, households and government) in all
countries, developed and developing;

Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — No, I do not. I do not
agree with the modelling. If the modelling the minister
released is what the government based this $2 billion
program of taxing consumers on, it is just a disgrace. If
that is the best the government has — —

realistic, by looking at a more feasible time frame for
targets to be achieved;

Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Rubbish.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — In question time today the
minister asserted that the Victorian government is
investing in wind energy. The minister claimed that,
knowing full well that the government has introduced a
pass-through tax mechanism from consumers to wind
farm developers.
Most profoundly of concern is that as part of the
government’s policy we are seeing implemented the
most profound changes to Victoria’s landscape in
150 years. It is hard to imagine that the people who are

effective, by focusing on technologies that will deliver
maximum abatement and by directly encouraging their
diffusion throughout all industries.

And further:
The key principles of greenhouse policy as it relates to the
energy sector should be as follows:
greenhouse abatement measures must be implemented
in a way that minimises their cost while distributing the
cost burden equitably and transparently across the
community;
greenhouse policy should provide certainty for all
long-term investments, including those in greenhouse
gas abatement technology and infrastructure, while
supporting increased economic performance and
investment generally;
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given the scale and time frames of energy investment,
the introduction of any greenhouse abatement policies
must be phased in over a reasonable time frame that
allows prudent decision making;
recognising that the benefits of greenhouse abatement
will be widely dispersed across the whole community
and across generations, the cost burden of adjustment
must be borne by the whole community;
energy and greenhouse policy should not confer any
unfair competitive advantages or disadvantages on
particular industry sectors.

I cannot see where the Victorian renewable energy
target (VRET) fits into that program!
Further, which is of interest to me, under the heading
‘An alternative technology policy: strategic RDDC
policy’ the same report says:
The development of lower emissions technologies should not
involve the process of ‘picking winners’. However, if the
Victorian government does want to act strategically in the
technology arena to position the state for a carbon-constrained
future, any such action should focus on Victoria’s
comparative advantages and its geographic and economic
realities.
In practice this means understanding that renewable energy
sources will be unable to displace brown coal as Victoria’s
major energy source for the foreseeable future. As a cheap,
secure and reliable source of electricity, brown coal provides
85 per cent of Victoria’s electricity, meaning that Victoria
will remain reliant on its extensive coal reserves well into the
future.
A strategic approach along these lines would involve
governments increasing their commitment to seeking
methods of reducing the greenhouse-related emission
intensity of brown coal energy.
The investments required are significant, though not as costly
as the subsidies required to make renewable energies cost
competitive.

It is instructive for us, some 10 months or so on from
that summit, to realise that the minister did not get it,
that he did not get the message that came out of the
VECCI summit, and here we have legislation before us
today which completely repudiates the principles
adopted by the Victorian summit. The first
recommendation from that summit was:
Federal and state governments should ensure funding for
greenhouse abatement technologies is focused on
technologies that will deliver the highest abatement for a
given cost, rather than targeted at specific energy types — for
example, renewables. On this basis, it may be less expensive
to reduce greenhouse emissions from brown coal than it is to
make renewables more economic.

I go to the issue of consistency. I was pleased to have
the opportunity to have a debate about a month ago
with the Minister for Energy Industries at a Victorian
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Employers Chamber of Commerce and Industry energy
forum, which was reasonably well attended by
interested parties, and where VECCI put out a policy
overview on energy. In so doing it essentially repeated
the propositions that evolved from the Victorian
summit in November last year.
I make the point that when it presented this document,
which arguably is an abridged view of its earlier policy,
it made this point in particular:
The Victorian government has recently announced plans to
impose a 10 per cent mandatory renewable energy target by
2016.
… the full implications of this decision remain unclear. The
government has indicated that the changes will create up to
2200 jobs, yet it is unclear where these jobs will come from.
Government estimates put the additional cost to households at
less than $1 per month from 2008, however, the broader
effects on industry and the wider economy need to be made
transparent in order to accurately assess the full costs and
benefits of such a scheme.

I note that the minister has still not made transparent the
full cost. If the minister is resorting to rely entirely upon
the one paper which has been circulated and which
deals with this issue — that is, a submission or report to
the government by McLennan Magasanik
Associates — then I would have to say to the minister,
‘It is pretty thin’.
The key messages for policy makers included the
following VECCI statement:
Other energy sources will have a [complementary] role in
meeting future energy demand. However, the use of
alternative energy sources should be subject to full
cost-benefit analysis and objective consideration.
Unnecessary and costly interventions and distortions put both
new and existing investment at risk.

I thought that rather than spend all the time in this
debate talking narrowly about the Victorian renewable
energy target (VRET), it is important to have a wider
context around it. I note from having a look at what all
state jurisdictions, and indeed the commonwealth, are
doing in regard to energy policy and abatement issues
that unfortunately we do not have any attempt to
develop a nationally consistent approach. All of the
state Labor jurisdictions have divergent views about
how to deal with this issue.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — We put out a
combined joint paper on it.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — Come in spinner! I am
delighted the minister interjected. That is the only thing
that bears any semblance of consistency on my
analysis — that a paper, with every Labor state and
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territory jurisdiction nominally putting their logo on the
front, was produced. I agree, Minister, there was a
document produced. What does the document argue?
The document is called Possible Design for a National
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Trading Scheme. I must
give credit to the state jurisdictions for putting this
document together, but I make the point before we go
very much further that not everybody was proud to be
associated with it. It was released on 16 August; the
Queensland government was nominally a signatory, but
what did the Premier of Queensland, who has just been
re-elected, have to say about it on that day? He said:
I’m always excited by carbon trading. You know I was the
last to sign it. I believe in carbon trading, but I also believe
that we need to examine the successful technologies like
clean coal technology. I refuse to support projects that sound
good but deliver bugger all.

The next day Queensland Premier Peter Beattie had
something more to say. He did not think he had said
enough, so he said:
I don’t see carbon trading as some sort of panacea in all of
this, I see the answer lying with clean coal technology and
then you have carbon trading after that.

He went on further to say:
At the end of it all, if we look at greenhouse emissions, we
have got 1.5 per cent of the world. That is chicken feed. If we
stopped polluting tomorrow it would change very little. China
is 15.6 per cent and growing. India is growing. If we can
develop clean coal technology in this country, we can put it in
our own generators and China can put it in their generators
and we can get them to be part of the partnership.

Mr Viney interjected.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — I have to say that Peter
Beattie has form on this. He had previously flagged his
views, and he said on 19 July this year:
It is crucial for us to get clean coal technology right first.
Once we reach a satisfactory stage in producing clean coal
technology we can move progressively into a carbon trading
scheme.

What happened? The day that report was released —
and according to Mr Theophanous all states signed up
to this document — the Queensland government
walked away from it. But it was not just the
Queenslanders. What did Alan Carpenter, the Premier
of Western Australia, have to say? He is reported as
having said in a press release on 16 August this year
that he:
… would not commit Western Australia to any form of
national greenhouse gas emissions trading until there was
more evidence that WA interests would not be adversely
affected.
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The press release goes on to quote him as saying:
‘I would also want assurances that any trading scheme would
not adversely impact the state’s capacity to rely on energy
sources such as coal’.

I have to say to Mr Theophanous: it is a pretty big flop,
isn’t it!
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — We will see.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — But I will tell
Mr Theophanous that, having read that report, amongst
all the other reports one has to read in this role, I found
it very interesting, and I will acknowledge that it
contains some sensible comments. I am not sure which
consultants put it together, but they did a workmanlike
job within the brief I presume they were given, and
there are some sensible things about — —
Mr Viney interjected.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — I will not take offence at
that.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. R. H. Bowden) — Order! The Chair has twice
asked Mr Viney to refrain from making comments
across the chamber. He will have adequate time — he
is listed to speak — so I ask him to extend to other
speakers the same courtesy he will receive.
Hon. Bill Forwood — He is not going to get it from
me.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. R. H. Bowden) — Order! He will if I am in the
chair.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — I was going to be
complimentary and read some extracts from that report
because they are comments I think we would all
sensibly agree with, but it is quite obvious that
Mr Viney does not want to hear what is sensible in this
report, so I will go straight to what is not — —
Mr Viney — You cannot bring yourself to do it.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — No, I was going to do it,
but Mr Viney made a mess of it, so I will quote from
page 103 of the report. Table 6-1, headed ‘Additional
expenditure by residential customers, $/week’ shows
that if this model were adopted in Victoria every
Victorian household would be paying on average an
additional $89.96 per week.
Might I say that rather than taking a bipartisan approach
to this debate, obviously Mr Viney wants to play
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political games, so I will just pass over it and move on
to The Business Case for Early Action, the report issued
by the Australian Business Roundtable on Climate
Change.
It is an interesting paper, and I am sure
Mr Theophanous has read it in detail. He loves sitting
around reading reports. Last week, when we were in
Bendigo together having a debate about resources
policy, he was pleased to remind me of a couple of
reports that the Australian Bureau of Agricultural and
Resource Economics had produced, and I will refer to
those momentarily. He might like to go to the library
and get them. He will need to have them, because they
do not actually say what he claimed in Bendigo last
week when we had that debate on resources policy.
There is a claim in the report about the direction we
should be taking on climate change. I found it hard to
accept the bald statements, because they were
inconsistent with other research I have read. The
primary claim is made on page 5 of the report.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Who did the report for
the business council?
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — Let me come to that; I
will tell the minister in a moment. The report says:
The research found that it is possible to deliver these
significant reductions at an affordable cost and endorses the
case for early action.

The premise of this program and the key findings of the
report are about unilateral action on the part of
Australia in regard to greenhouse gas emissions and
global warming.
In Victoria we have the model of state-based unilateral
action, but the report entitled The Business Case for
Early Action published by the Australian Business
Roundtable on Climate Change says under the heading
‘Independent research quoted by CSIRO’:
CSIRO concludes that reducing emissions in developed
countries by 60 per cent or more by 2050 as part of an
international response would prevent some of the worst-case
scenarios of climate change in Australia.

I reiterate that this is not about unilateral change.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — They are a reputable
group, aren’t they — the CSIRO?
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — I am supporting the case.
Mr Theophanous does not listen. He is so
self-opinionated that he cannot listen to another
member of this house make an argument. I am making
an argument. He should sit there quietly, listen to it and

Tuesday, 12 September 2006

then respond. I say to Mr Theophanous that the report
contains this statement:
The CSIRO concludes that reducing emissions in developed
countries by 60 per cent or more by 2050 as part of an
international response —

did the member hear that it says ‘part of an international
response’? —
would prevent some of the worst-case scenarios of climate
change in Australia.

That is fine. Further, as I said, the claim is made by this
report that:
The research found that it is possible to deliver these
significant reductions at an affordable cost and endorses the
case for early action.

I looked at source documents. I thought it would be
useful to see what other documents and reports said —
indeed reports that have fed into this paper. It is true
that the work was done for the business round table by
the CSIRO and the Allen Consulting Group, but the
paper I am reading from is inconsistent with the reports
provided to the business round table. In fact what it
advocates is unilateral action, whereas CSIRO — and
clearly the Allen Consulting Group — argued that
unilateral action was of little value. I have to say that,
for me, that is a disappointment, because I would have
thought that such an auspicious group as the Australian
Business Roundtable on Climate Change would have
relied entirely on the objective information provided to
it by its consultants.
I refer to the Allen report of March 2006. I make the
point that the report is entitled Deep Cuts in
Greenhouse Gas Emissions — Economic, Social and
Environmental Impacts for Australia. It says in part:
The science of climate change is still uncertain in some
respects. The precise nature of the link between global
warming and climate change is not yet fully understood. The
extent of the rise in global temperatures required to bring
about ‘catastrophic’ shifts is also relatively uncertain.

Further it says:
It should be noted that the results of this analysis are heavily
dependent on a number of assumptions. The most important
of these refer to the necessary assumption of global action, the
rate of feasible technological progress and the possibility of
increased energy conservation.

In conclusion, in referring to this document — I think
this tells it all, notwithstanding the claims in the
business round table paper — the Allen consultancy
says:
Any large-scale unilateral action by Australia would
constitute bad policy in that it would impose significant costs
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on the community while having a negligible impact on
climate change.

I close the case on the Allen consultancy. The minister
has misrepresented the Allen consultancy on other
occasions and in my view the business round table
members have misrepresented the Allen consultancy in
that respect.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — So you are criticising
the business round table?
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — I am saying that the case
they make does not stand, according to their own
report.
Mr Viney — What a morally bankrupt argument
you are putting forward!
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — I do not think it is. In fact,
as I said, in recent weeks I had the joy of debating the
Minister for Energy Industries in a couple of different
forums. On each occasion he referred to Australian
Bureau of Agricultural and Resource Economics
(ABARE) reports, including one released in July and
entitled Economic Impact of Climate Change Policy —
The Role of Technology and Economic Instruments. I
refer particularly to that report and I quote:
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every state has a different view about what needs to be
done. There is only one solution to dealing with this
public policy debate and that is developing a national
framework to move forward and, having developed the
national framework, negotiating that at an international
level.
Coming back specifically to the bill, various reports
have been released by the government in support of its
claims that VRET is some panacea for Victoria’s
contribution to abatement. The reports by McLennan
Magasanik Associates, that have been professionally
done — no doubt within the terms of reference given to
them by the government — do not convince me at all
that there has been sufficient modelling. If this is all the
modelling that has been done, it is extremely
disappointing. The report entitled Assessment of
Greenhouse Gas Abatement from Wind Farms in
Victoria is not appropriate for a baseline study for the
purposes of introducing a policy which will cost
Victorian consumers $2 billion over the life of the
scheme. It does talk about capacity factors in generation
and states that wind generation in Victoria has only a
between 33 and 35 per cent capacity factor, taking into
account its reliability.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous interjected.

Unilateral action to achieve deep cuts in Australia’s emissions
is estimated to cost the Australian economy significantly
more than not undertaking that action and offers no
perceptible additional benefits to the rest of the world —
neither in economic terms nor in terms of global
environmental benefits …

Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — If you can believe it. We
will come to that; thanks for the invitation. I will get
there in the end.

As recently as last week the Minister for Energy
Industries alluded to a further report and again showed
the paucity of his argument. He suggested, in support of
his case for VRET, that ABARE was supporting his
case. What ABARE says in its research report 06.1
released in January and entitled Technological
Development and Economic Growth — Inaugural
Ministerial Meeting of the Asia-Pacific Partnership on
Clean Development and Climate is:

Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — I need all the help I can
get from Mr Theophanous because I want him to
understand it. His advisers have not been able to make
him understand it. They have given up; it is quite
apparent they have given up trying to get him to
understand it.

Both technology ‘push’ (for example, research and
development policies) and ‘pull’ (for example, emissions
trading) will be required in the long term. However, it will be
important to ensure that sufficient funding and support
policies are provided to reinvigorate energy research in both
the public and private sectors and that the necessary
technologies to substantially reduce emissions actually exists
and are capable of deployment before technology ‘pull’
policies are adopted.

I make the point very simply that there is no point in
taking unilateral state-based or indeed national action
without having an understanding of where that fits into
a global context. I have made the point previously that

Hon. T. C. Theophanous interjected.

I make the point that the claims the minister makes that
there will be job increases and all the rest of it are not
supported by the analysis of his own consultants. The
second report that was released more recently, which
was undertaken by McLennan Magasanik Associates
Pty Ltd, which is entitled Additional Analysis of
Benefits and Costs of a Target for Renewables in
Victoria and which is based on modelling results
completed on 17 May 2006, says in part:
However, this employment will fall off after that date —

referring to the 2016 date —
unless more renewable generation is mandated or sustainable
export markets are established for renewable energy products
and services. Furthermore, there would be offsetting losses of
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jobs in manufacturing and service provision for the fossil fuel
generation industry.

I refer to that to make the point that the minister has
been trotting around the place and talking about the
jobs that will be created from ripping off $2 billion
from consumers and passing it through to wind farm
developers — —
Hon. Bill Forwood interjected.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — To the rent seekers, as I
described them earlier — I thank the member for his
help.
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objectives. There are trade-offs entailed, imposing
higher economic costs to reduce emissions and develop
the wind industry, which is a questionable policy
decision.
In conclusion the report said:
In terms of the proposed policy approach, the main question
to consider is whether the Victorian government is best
placed to pick the appropriate technology, scale and time
frame to best facilitate the transition to a low-carbon world.
The idea of ‘picking winners’ in this, and indeed most
government, contexts is fraught with danger. This is
particularly the case when considering the proposed policy is
estimated to cost considerably more than an approach that
avoids selecting a particular technology.

Hon. T. C. Theophanous interjected.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — But you do not account
for the job losses, you dill! Mr Theophanous claims it is
a magic pudding. I have never found one. If he knows
how to make a magic pudding, he should be the
Treasurer. Mr Brumby should get out of the way,
because if Mr Theophanous can make a magic pudding,
if he can spend $2 billion and not cost jobs by ramping
up the profits of international wind farm developers, I
have to say to the minister that he is a genius, and I
have to say no evidence of that has been apparent in
this place.
I would like to refer to the more objective analysis
which was undertaken for the Energy Users
Association of Australia by Access Economics, a very
reputable consultancy business which does work for
governments at all levels. Without going to the
summary of the results in detail, Access Economics
says with regard to its analysis:
These costs peak in 2010 where real consumption (economic
welfare) is $106 million below BAU —

business as usual —
levels ( though if the 10 per cent share is maintained beyond
that year costs would continue to rise). Welfare costs are
driven by increased electricity prices that put Victorian
producers at a cost disadvantage, and also penalise Victorian
electricity consumers. The welfare cost of the policy is
projected to be $829 million in net present value terms over
the simulation period 2006 to 2015 … This is accompanied
by a reduction in employment that is projected to peak at
around 1140 full-time equivalent positions at 2010 … The
measured welfare impact does not include the economic costs
associated with any direct subsidies provided to …

the wind provider.
Further, I refer to three quick points from the
conclusions section. The analysis by Access Economics
makes the point effectively that there is a policy
conflict, because of the simultaneous pursuit of multiple

The message that comes through to me — and if the
minister has not had an opportunity to review these
documents, I suggest that he take them home
tonight — —
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — On a point of order,
Acting President, I have been listening very carefully to
the member and I am very concerned that he is quoting
selectively from documents. In particular he is quoting
very selectively from the Access Economics document
without making it clear to the house that it is based on a
completely different scheme to the one we are debating
today. The Access Economics report is based on a
2010 scheme and has nothing to do with what we are
debating.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — On the point of order,
Acting President, the minister has demonstrated why he
has cooked the magic pudding — because he does not
have the first fundamental of understanding about
economics.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. R. H. Bowden) — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition should remain seated. I have considered the
matter. It is a debating issue, and the document is wide
ranging. The Leader of the Opposition has been specific
in the clauses he has referred to and other references he
has made. There is no point of order.
Sitting suspended 6.32 p.m. until 8.03 p.m.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — I do not really recall
where I got to, so I think I will start from the beginning.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr Lenders — The time limit is good.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — I understood I got an
extension because I was interrupted.
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An honourable member — No.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — If that is the case, I should
be brief and deal with the particular points I want to
make in the next 9 minutes and 1 second. Firstly, I will
deal with the issue of reliability. Much has been said
and claims have been made by the government about
the contribution that installed capacity will make. The
claim by the government is, in effect, that Victoria will
have a much more reliable wind energy sector than
other countries, such as those in Europe. I think that is a
fanciful notion. I rely on the experience of the largest
wind energy producer in Europe, indeed in the world,
E.ON Netz, and its Wind Report 2005. The company
has an installed wind power capacity of over
7000 megawatts in the E.ON Netz grid area, which has
accounted for over 40 per cent of German wind power
capacity and more than the entire wind power capacity
of the United States of America.
Under the heading ‘Summary’ the report states:
Consequently, traditional power stations with capacities equal
to 90 per cent of the installed wind power capacity must be
permanently online in order to guarantee power supply at all
times.

That is an interesting point, and I want to drill into it
and understand precisely what it means. Further on,
under the heading ‘Guaranteed wind power capacity
below 10 per cent — traditional power stations
essential’ the report says:
In 2004 two major German studies investigated the size of
contribution that wind farms make towards guaranteed
capacity. Both studies separately came to virtually identical
conclusions, that wind energy currently contributes to the
secure production capacity of the system by providing 8 per
cent of its installed capacity.

I found that interesting, particularly from the point of
view that it is impossible for us to rely — —
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — What company is this?
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — You do not know,
Minister? It is E.ON Netz. It is the world’s largest wind
farm provider. It has supplied more than 50 per cent of
all the wind power in Europe. Its wind production is
bigger than the whole of the USA wind industry.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — On a point of order,
Acting President, since the member has raised the issue
I need to ask him again about this company, because
my understanding of the company is that it is not a
wind farm company at all; the company E.ON is a
transmission company. The member should correct the
record — he has tried to pretend that it is a wind farm
company.
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Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — I thank the minister for
using up my time! On the point of order, Acting
President, the fact is — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. J. G. Hilton) — Order! I am happy to rule on
the point of order. I do not believe there is a point of
order; it is a point of clarification to which the member
may respond if he chooses. I ask the member to
continue his contribution.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — I suggest that if the
minister reads the report for himself, he will be better
informed. Indeed I recommend that the minister read all
the reports to which I have referred in the course of the
debate, because clearly the minister is too lazy to do his
homework. He relies entirely on his competent
advisers, who have given up advising him because he
just does not take any notice.
I now refer to something that the minister may have
read more recently. An article in the Age says in part:
A spokesman for the National Electricity Market
Management Company has confirmed that
greenhouse-friendly power sources such as gas and hydro are
likely to be the first to be shut down when wind energy enters
the grid. The last to be displaced is brown coal, the worst for
the environment but also the cheapest.

The point of the article is to contrast the government’s
claims in regard to the contribution the $2 billion
cross-subsidy to the wind farm developers will have in
terms of emissions abatement with other views. Further
the article goes on to say:
… wind … has priority over other electricity generation.
During normal to low demand, other generators will be closed
down or their power sold cheaper. The first to go will be gas
and hydro. They are the next-most-expensive to wind, but
they are also relatively greenhouse friendly, so wind displaces
generator forms that are already causing lower greenhouse
harm.

The article concludes:
‘Brown coal stations are at highest efficiency when they are
running flat-out, that is also when they produce their least
greenhouse gas …

Those comments are attributed to Richard Elkington. I
know he will be well known to the minister as a fellow
traveller, and he is the general manager for power at
Loy Yang Power. The article concludes by reporting
him as having said:
‘Our station’s output is 2000 megawatts maximum and we
can cut it to 1200 megawatts, but we produce more
greenhouse gas per megawatt, the lower we go. Anything
lower than that and the cost of generation starts to rocket
dramatically’.
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The Age article, which was written by Geoff Strong,
makes a very strong point — that is, that the claims of
the government are spurious. The claims of the
government about the magic pudding, to which I have
alluded earlier during the debate, are nothing more than
fanciful.
I refer to the energy policy the government released for
the 2002 election. Under the heading ‘Fair prices for
power users’ the guarantee is given that:
Labor will continue to protect Victorians from unjustified
energy price rises.

I point out to the minister that what he is doing now is
legislating to increase the price of energy to Victorian
consumers. If governments were to legislate in this way
in respect of petrol prices, the community would be
marching in the streets.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Are you still going to
repeal the legislation?
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — Does the minister want
me to get to the conclusion? I am happy to do that. I
also note the minister has failed to meet his objective of
1000 megawatts by 2006 as set out in that policy.
I note that the wind farm proponents — they are listed
in terms of the projects which are on foot, either already
up and running or proposed — are mostly international
or interstate-owned companies. There are very few
beneficiaries in terms of domestic investors who are
going to come out of this scheme with a benefit. The
jobs case has been demonstrated to be illusory and I
argue that in fact there is going to be a net loss of jobs.
It is important for us to note that from the point of view
of even the domestic-based businesses, the primary
beneficiary is going to be Pacific Hydro, which is
controlled by Industry Fund Services. IFS is owned by
the union superannuation funds.
Given the time limits placed on this debate, in
conclusion I make the point further that the Liberal
Party strongly supports the renewables industry. It will
have a bright new future as inevitably the price of
carbon is factored in to emissions abatements from
fossil fuel generators. There is absolutely no question
that over time the renewables sector will be more price
competitive going forward. There is an enormous
conflict between what the government-stated aim of
this policy is and the legislation before the house, and
achieving the objective of sustaining a vibrant
economic base in Victoria and ensuring that we retain a
competitive advantage in energy.
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The opposition opposes this bill. I confirm, as I have
said a number of times in other places, that the Liberal
Party will repeal the proposed Victorian Renewable
Energy Act when it is in a position to do so simply
because it does not believe this is good policy for the
community. I need to say that in the context of this
debate so that no investment decisions are made based
on any uncertainty about our position going into the
next election.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — I am pleased
tonight to have the opportunity to put the views of The
Nationals on the Victorian Renewable Energy Bill. One
of the objects of this bill is to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. I will set out some sort of context for my
comments on the bill by talking first about The
Nationals position on climate change and renewable
energy versus fossil fuel-based energies. I will try to do
that as succinctly as possible.
In my mind and in the mind of The Nationals there is
no doubt that global temperatures are increasing. That
is an indisputable fact and there is no argument about
that. It is debatable whether this is due to a natural
cyclic pattern of global warming and cooling or due to
the influence of man. That is not an area I am going to
go into at great length tonight — because I think we
could debate that particular issue for an hour — except
to say that in my view man has never matched the
power of nature. In looking at recent earthquakes and
tsunamis, which no reasonable person could attribute to
any climate change, one sees the disastrous impact of
those natural events on humans and their habitation.
That is on a broader scale, but even on a minor scale
man has never matched the power of nature. I cite for
example the channel entrance at Lakes Entrance. We
have searched for a solution to prevent the entrance
from closing over and have not found one as yet. We
have found temporary solutions by dredging the ocean
entrance, but invariably the power of nature continually
brings that sand back in and closes the entrance.
In respect of climate change and increasing
temperatures, global temperatures are increasing. I do
not know why they are. I cannot give an exact answer
to that because it is part of a wider debate. However, in
response to the issue of global warming The Nationals
think it is prudent to adopt a precautionary but practical
approach to addressing the impact human habitation
may have on the bigger environmental issues such as
climate change. In that respect we take as proactive and
pragmatic approach as we can.
Furthermore, we strongly believe in the importance of
resource sustainability but we need to consider the
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impact our actions have on the greater balances world
wide. Again I draw for example on resources
sustainability in the timber industry. It is fine for
Victoria to be seen to be protecting its timber resources.
But at the same time our demand for timber resources
means that we rely on others to supply us with that
product. We are not achieving that resource
sustainability when we are replacing home-grown
resources with resources from other areas.
That same resource sustainability principle extends to
the energy sector. We simply do not have endless
global supplies of oil, gas and coal, so we need to
develop alternatives to fossil fuels. There is some work
being done with biofuels, and of course renewable
energy comes into play there as well. I say categorically
and quite clearly that The Nationals realise the
importance of developing renewable energy
technologies. We are going to desperately need such
technologies in the future. As I said, the supply of oil,
gas and coal is not endless and so we are going to have
to develop alternatives to energy production in the
global world in which we live. We recognise the
important role for renewables.
Aligned to that is our belief that all sections of our
society should share the cost of our actions. We need to
share in the cost of renewable energy both physically
and financially.
What I am saying is that all of us should make a
contribution in some way towards the increased cost of
meeting our energy needs. Indeed I think there will
inevitably be an increase in cost, whether we continue
to use fossil fuels in some form or another or whether
we move to a greater reliance on renewable energies.
Part of that increased cost will be financial and part of it
will be physical. In terms of physical cost, I am talking
about the establishment of alternative generation
facilities for renewable energies. Wind energy will of
course have a great impact, and there are also other
forms of renewable energies that will have a physical
impact as well as a financial impact.
To highlight my point about the need for all of society
to share in the cost of resource sustainability, I draw on
the example of vegetation clearing. People in the timber
industry, and indeed in the agricultural industry, often
get blamed for contributing towards climate change and
global warming because of their vegetation clearing,
but 75 per cent of vegetation clearing in Victoria is
done to create areas for cities, for housing and for roads
rather than for agriculture or for timber production. Not
many people take that fact into account. We are too
eager to point the finger at our timber industry and our
agricultural sector when it is actually the expansion of
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the urban sector which contributes more to vegetation
clearing than anything else. We need to recognise that
issue, and the cost of addressing that issue needs to be
shared equitably throughout all our different
communities.
When decisions are made to take action to address
issues like climate change, they need to be practical,
they need to be cost effective and they need to be
within the reasonable expectations of the people living
in our communities — that is, we need to maintain
living standards. I do not think that people can be
reasonably expected to share in the cost of addressing
issues like climate change if it leads to a reduction in
living standards, and indeed I do not think there needs
to be such a reduction. No matter where we live, we all
need to share equally in addressing these issues.
We also need to take a pragmatic approach. I think we
all accept that fossil fuel use will not be replaced
overnight or indeed in any significant way unless we
adopt nuclear power as an alternative base-power
generator. I am not by any means advocating that we do
that, but what I am saying is that by taking a pragmatic
approach, renewable energies will not replace
fossil-fuel-based power production in any significant
way overnight. There needs to be a gradual introduction
of renewable energies, and I think the government
recognises that as it moves towards having 10 per cent
renewable energy production by 2016, according to this
legislation. I will talk more about that target later in my
contribution to debate on this bill. Let us make sure that
we set the ground rules that renewable energy has a role
to play but will not replace fossil-fuel-based power
generation in a significant way in any short period of
time.
The view of The Nationals is that if we are to address
the issues of greenhouse gas emissions and climate
change in any significant way, then a lot of our efforts
need to address the improvement of the technology
with which we use fossil fuels, because by improving
that technology and making it more efficient we will
achieve the greatest gains in greenhouse gas reductions.
I know that the Victorian government is contributing to
greenhouse gas reductions in part, along with the
federal government, but the view of my party and my
personal point of view is that the greatest gains in
reducing greenhouse gas emissions will be achieved by
improving the technology with which we use fossil
fuels. That issue needs to be considered in the context
of debate on the piece of legislation we have before us
this evening.
The last point I want to make about this general issue of
climate change and the use of renewable energies
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versus fossil fuels is that we need to have a greater
focus on the issue of demand management of
electricity. Some of the greatest gains in reducing
reliance on power can be gained by demand
management methods or techniques. The minister is on
record as saying that if we switched all appliances off at
the power point instead of leaving them on stand-by,
then we could achieve something like a 12 per cent
reduction in electricity use in domestic households. It
seems to me that we need to focus more on the issue of
demand management, because it is an easy way to
reduce the amount of electricity we use without
inconvenience and therefore reduce the demand for
power generation, and that can assist in reducing
greenhouse gas emissions. We need to increase our
efforts in terms of demand management.
They are some of the general comments and views of
The Nationals in respect of the issues of climate change
and the use of renewable energies versus fossil fuels. I
will summarise those views as succinctly as I can. We
acknowledge that there has been a change in our
climate and that global warming is evident. We are not
sure in our own minds whether human activity has
contributed to that change or whether it is a natural
cycle. Nevertheless, we need to take a precautionary
approach to it, and where possible we should try to
reduce the impact that humans have on the climate in
which we live.
The Nationals believe that, taking a practical approach,
our reliance on fossil fuels will be around for quite
some time and that the greatest gains in reducing
greenhouse gas emissions will be made by improving
the technology with which we use fossil fuels. We say
that renewable energies have an important role to play
in the future. There is absolutely no dispute about that.
We have probably not even thought of some of the
ways, yet to be discovered, in which we will generate
energy in the future. It is necessary to focus on that fact
because in time to come, when our oil, gas and coal
supplies become depleted, there will be a greater
reliance on renewable energies.
That is the context in which I make these general
remarks about the Victorian Renewable Energy Bill. I
appreciate the sentiment in which the government has
put this bill forward. I understand where the
government is coming from. It wants to see a greater
promotion of renewable energy in this state, and so do
we in The Nationals. But when we consider this bill we
need to be pragmatic and practical and take into
account the reasonable expectations of the people
which I outlined in my background comments.
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After a fair bit of consideration and a fair bit of
soul-searching on this issue, The Nationals have
decided to oppose this bill. I want to spell out, in the
context of the background position I have outlined, six
reasons why we intend to oppose the bill. In some cases
those reasons will overlap those general principles I
have outlined. I do not apologise for that, but I needed
to set that background to give the house a context for
the six reasons we came to the conclusion that we
should oppose the bill.
The first of those reasons is that, as I said in my
summing up, we believe the best option for reducing
greenhouse gas emissions is by improving the
technology with which we use fossil fuels. Some 85 per
cent of our electricity needs in Victoria still come from
brown coal, and no matter what energy system we have
in this state, we will need a base load power generating
system to supply day in, day out — every single day of
the week and every minute of the day — a base load
level of power. It will be supplemented by gas, by
hydro and by other renewable energies from time to
time, but we will still need a steady base load supply of
electricity. What I believe can be achieved — the
minister would already know this, as I believe he made
a comment about it when he turned the sod for a new
coal-drying demonstration plant in Latrobe Valley — is
a saving of up to 30 per cent of the greenhouse gas
emissions from brown coal by a drying process before
that coal is actually burnt to produce electricity. The
Nationals believe that in the long term Victoria will rely
on brown coal for somewhere between 80 per cent and
85 per cent of its energy requirements and that 15 per
cent to a maximum of 20 per cent will come from other
sources.
Nevertheless, if our sole intention is to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions, then we are going to make
far greater gains by achieving efficiency in the use of
the product that generates 85 per cent of our power than
we will by replacing it with about 10 per cent new
renewable energy. We will achieve greater reductions
in greenhouse gas emissions by improving the
technology for the use of brown coal. What we say in
respect of this, the first issue on which we oppose the
bill, is that what we should be doing is balancing the
introduction of renewable energies, which this bill
seeks to achieve, with an equally strong emphasis on
reducing the emissions that come from brown coal. We
do not believe that balance has been achieved. We think
there needs to be greater effort, and more can be
achieved by increasing our efforts in researching,
developing and demonstrating that technology.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — But you won’t bring it
to market without an emissions trading scheme.
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Hon. P. R. HALL — I think we will. The minister
interjects that we won’t bring it to market. I think that
natural forces mean we will in the long term accept
increases in the cost of the production of electricity, just
as I think people have reluctantly had to come to accept
increases in the cost of petrol, which is a form of energy
in itself. We have come to accept that because of
shortages, and we are looking for alternatives. As
members would know, I, for one, have been promoting
the issue of biofuels in this Parliament, and I am
pleased that in some respects the government has
accepted some of my arguments for the greater use of
biofuels. In time our communities will accept that we
need to pay more for our energy needs, and I think they
will do that with greater willingness if we look at
reducing emissions as practically, effectively and
cheaply as we can, and one way to do that is by
improving the technology for the use of fossil fuels.
Let me go to the second issue, which is a cost issue.
The government claimed that the introduction of this
bill is going to cost consumers in Victoria less than $1 a
month, at least in the first instance. I have had a look at
some other reports. Newspapers suggest it could be up
to an $80 a year increase in cost to consumers. In truth I
think the figure will probably be somewhere in the
middle. I do not have the technical ability to argue the
case one way or the other. I have had a look at the
documentation used by the government that was
obtained by my colleague Mr Baxter under freedom of
information.
I am not afraid to admit that the report entitled
Additional Analysis of the Benefits and Costs of a
Target for Renewables in Victoria, is a very technical
document, and I would welcome a briefing at some
time from its authors, because it is difficult for a
layperson to understand it. I am not by any means
saying that the report is incorrect, but I am saying that I
still have difficulty in understanding the content of that
report and I would value some other opinions on the
subject or at least a briefing from the people who put it
together.
However, there are issues about the costs. I accept that
in the future energy costs are going to be raised, but I
still think those costs can best be minimised by
attacking not only the expansion of the renewable
energy sector but also the efficiency of the brown coal
sector.
The third point I want to move to is that the government
will claim that the Victorian renewable energy target
contained in the bill will promote investment in
regional Victoria. I want to ask why renewable energy
projects are confined to rural Victoria. As I said in my
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opening comments, it is the view of The Nationals that
we should all share equally in such change. It seems to
me that in the wind energy sector, for example, the
focus for the location of all these wind energy turbines
appears to be along the coastline of rural Victoria.
Mr Viney — What about metropolitan Melbourne?
Hon. P. R. HALL — That is a good question
Mr Viney. I could ask you what is wrong with the
Mornington Peninsula, the Bellarine Peninsula or
around Port Phillip Bay? Some of those areas have just
as much wind as some of the coastal areas of country
Victoria. Why — —
Mr Viney — There is a planning process.
Hon. P. R. HALL — Why is there a planning
process? There is a planning process, and indeed there
should be a planning process for wind facilities as well,
but the fact — —
Mr Viney interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — There is not, because it goes
straight to the government. There is no opportunity for
people in country areas like Bald Hills or Dollar, where
there are a couple of issues regarding the location of
wind farms, to have a say in the planning process.
There is no opportunity for local councils to have a say
in the planning process; it is determined by
government. We say there needs to be an equitable
sharing of these resources. If it is good enough for Bald
Hills in South Gippsland, why is it not good enough for
the foreshore of Williamstown, the Bellarine Peninsula
or the Mornington Peninsula? I think country people
would be more accepting — —
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Is that what you would
do?
Hon. P. R. HALL — Yes. As I said before, there
should be an equitable sharing of the need to have a
greater reliance on renewable energy. We should all
share in that cost. Why should country people bear the
total physical cost of these structures? It is just not fair.
That is why people in country Victoria have their backs
up on these issues. They can see that the cost burden is
not being shared equitably. The interjections show that
the government still does not seem to understand that
country people have always shown they are prepared to
accept their contribution towards dealing with issues.
We are prepared to accept our contribution towards
addressing this issue so long as people who live in
metropolitan areas are also prepared to do it. Why not
have wind towers on top of some of the tall buildings in
Melbourne, which can be quite windy? There is no
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physical reason why that cannot be. It is surely a matter
of perception, and we say that is not taking a consistent
approach as between people who live in the country
and people who live in the city. We say that country
people have consistently been used to resolve the
environmental problems of this government and
absolve the people who live in Melbourne, and that is
not fair.

buildings in Adelaide, including the Parliament itself,
by solar means. That state is moving towards total
reliance on solar energy for power use in those public
buildings. I say to the Victorian government that there
is an example of a Labor government in another state
putting its money where its mouth is and investing in
renewable technologies other than wind for the public
benefit, and I think there is great potential to do it here.

The fourth of the six points I want to make concerns
what I believe is the failure to embrace other renewable
technologies. In terms of this debate, clause 22 on
page 22 of the bill is headed ‘What is an eligible
renewable energy source?’. The list includes hydro,
wave, tide, ocean, wind, solar, geothermal, hot dry
rock, energy crops, wood waste, agricultural waste,
food waste, food processing waste, bagasse, black
liquor, biomass, landfill gas, sewage gas and any other
energy source, so it is all encompassing. I acknowledge
that this bill addresses all sorts of renewable energies,
but it seems to me that the focus of renewable energies,
the concentration on developing renewable energies in
this state, is directed towards wind, and I think it is an
unhealthy reliance on one form of renewable energy.

I have listened to and watched programs presented by
the ABC — Catalyst in particular — where solar
technologies that are being developed by the National
Solar Energy Centre and others have been
demonstrated. They have shown a series of mirrors
with the sun’s rays being reflected off them and
concentrated to a single point of focus on a reasonably
large tower. Commercially that sort of technology will
be very viable in the future for powering whole cities,
not just houses. I heard one scientist suggest that all of
Australia’s power needs in the year 2030 could actually
be provided within a 50-square-kilometre area in the
centre of Australia.

Even if you look at the table in the document obtained
under freedom of information showing where our
different renewable energies come from, you see that
in 2005 in Victoria 65.1 per cent of renewable energy
was hydro, 16.9 per cent was biomass, 17.9 per cent
was wind and only 0.1 per cent was solar. I think there
is great potential in developing some of the other
renewable energies that we have available to us today,
and one of those is solar energy. I think it is amazing
that so little focus — —
Hon. T. C. Theophanous interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — It is eligible, but I think there
is little focus — excuse the pun — on solar energies.
Mr Viney interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — Mr Viney asks how we are
going to get a focus — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. J. G. Hilton) — Order! Mr Viney and
Mr Theophanous can make contributions later in the
debate. I suggest they let Mr Hall complete his
contribution without interjection.
Hon. P. R. HALL — I listened to Mike Rann, the
South Australian Premier, on the radio at the weekend
when he spoke about what the South Australian
government is doing to develop solar energy over there.
He spoke about its program to power a lot of the public

All I am saying about this point is that it seems to me
we are hearing scant about renewable energies other
than wind, and I think there is an unhealthy reliance on
wind — —
Mr Viney — That is because of your focus.
Hon. P. R. HALL — No, it is not my focus.
Mr Viney’s government comes out and talks about
these great wind projects for Victoria every second
week. What I am saying is that there seems to be no
diversification of renewable energies. There are other
renewable energies that have great potential, including,
as I said, solar energy. Solar offers a lot of opportunities
for electricity replacement, particularly in heating; we
have seen that already in terms of solar hot water
services.
The fifth point I want to make is that renewables will
never meet the increased base load and the increase in
peak load demand in this state at the moment.
Annually, base load is increasing by around about 2 per
cent per annum and peak load is increasing by about 2
to 3 per cent per annum. Those growth rates pretty
much match the economic development growth rates of
the state of Victoria. Thus over the next 20 years the
demand increase will require an additional 50 per cent
more generation capacity in this state. I am quite happy
that a lot of it will come from renewable energies; there
is no doubt about it whatsoever. But I am also saying
that we are still going to have a continual reliance on
base load generation, and because of the variability
factors, which the Leader of the Opposition spoke about
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before, and a range of other matters, we are still going
to be reliant on fossil fuels to provide much of that base
load generation.

These six points, which I have tried to set out logically
and sensibly, are the reasons why, after much
consideration, The Nationals will oppose this bill.

I know that if you had a multitude of renewable
energies, then because of the variance between them
perhaps you would reach a point where there was a
consistent base load amount being generated from a
variety of renewables. But in that case the amount of
investment that you would have to have in renewable
energies would need to far exceed the 10 per cent
specified in this bill; you would have to have about
80 per cent to achieve a reasonable base load coming
out of various renewable generators.

For the sake of the record, this bill sets out a scheme for
the creation and acquisition of renewable energy
certificates. It sets a target of achieving 3274 gigawatt
hours of new renewable energy by 2016. That target
will be incrementally increased until it is reached in
2016, so it is not expected to all come at once. The bill
will require electricity retailers to have reached their
share of that target each year as prescribed. ‘As
prescribed’ means there will be a lot of regulations
related to this legislation. We do not know the full
details of that at the moment.

To be pragmatic about this, the fact of the matter is that
we are still going to need fossil fuels if we are not going
to move to nuclear energy. I am not advocating nuclear,
but it is the only other base load generator that would
provide us with that consistency. Since we are going to
need to have a consistent base load generator, we are
going to continue to rely on fossil fuels and on greater
use of fossil fuels. That is why we in The Nationals
believe that there is a need for further base load
generation to be developed in this state. I hope the
exploration licensing process that the government
currently has under way regarding brown coal in the
Latrobe Valley leads to an increase in base load
generation. There is no doubt in The Nationals view
that in the very near future the state is going to need that
increase to meet demand. Even the government’s own
scale of development of renewables will not, according
to this bill, meet our demand in 2020, so we will need
greater levels of base load generation.
The sixth and last point I want to make on why we
oppose the bill is that the government is guilty of
inconsistency in its attempt to achieve uniformity in
these matters. I know that the Victorian minister and
other Labor states around Australia sought to introduce
a national carbon emissions scheme. It was quite valid
that they sought to do that, but at the same time it
seemed to me totally inconsistent that they refused to
participate in national guidelines for wind farm
planning. I do not believe that you can have it both
ways. The best way is to have national uniformity in a
whole range of matters. If the Victorian government
were sincere about trying cooperatively to set up a
national carbon emissions scheme, it would also look at
setting up national planning guidelines for wind farms,
which constitute one of the major renewable energy
generators. In that case we would have had a greater
chance of moving forward in terms of national
consistency in this whole renewable energy debate.

As I said at the outset, I can understand where the
government is coming from with respect to this, but I
do not believe that its approach is balanced or practical.
It has not been pragmatic about the whole issue of
encouraging investment in renewable energy
technologies. We support that encouragement, but the
government has been unbalanced in that regard instead
of acknowledging and recognising that we are going to
have a continued reliance on fossil fuel production and
will therefore need to have appropriate investments into
the way — —
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Are you also
promising to repeal it?
Hon. P. R. HALL — We are opposing the bill. That
is what I am saying, Mr Theophanous.
I could — but deliberately will not — turn to issues that
have been reported in newspapers regarding a whole
range of factors in relation to the government’s reliance
on wind energy. I will not do that because I am trying
to be balanced in what I am saying tonight — —
Hon. Bill Forwood interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — I am trying to be balanced,
Mr Forwood.
Hon. Bill Forwood — I was not suggesting you
were not, but do not expect me to be balanced.
Hon. P. R. HALL — I am trying to be balanced. I
have pointed out six reasons why we believe this is an
unbalanced approach — —
Hon. T. C. Theophanous interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — This is an unbalanced
approach towards addressing what I think is an
important issue, and that is the reduction in greenhouse
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gas emissions. It is a practical issue in that people
expect their living standards to be maintained.
Moreover, it is a denial of where we can make the
greatest gains in greenhouse gas emissions — that is,
by improving the technology with which we use fossil
fuels in Victoria, particularly brown coal.
For the reasons I have outlined The Nationals have
come to the conclusion that we have no other option but
to oppose the bill.
Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — I am pleased to speak
tonight in support of the Victorian Renewable Energy
Bill. In so doing I wish to congratulate the Minister for
Energy Industries for his vision in bringing this bill to
the Parliament and for his work to place Victoria on a
sustainable footing, not just for now but into the future.
Tonight we have heard contributions from Liberal Party
and Nationals members, who I am pleased to say
acknowledged that climate change exists, that it is a
reality, that it is here to stay. But that is where their
contributions began and finished, because they
basically said, ‘Yes, climate change is a huge threat to
Victoria, to our nation and the world, but we are not
prepared to do anything about it’. I think it is a very
unfortunate attitude on the part of Liberal Party
members in particular to say that they are not prepared
to address one of the most important issues affecting
our planet today. It is an indictment of them that they
came in here and put forward that argument tonight.
Climate change indeed poses a very severe threat to
Victoria, as it does the whole nation. The CSIRO has
informed the government that we can expect a rise in
temperature of some 6 degrees by 2070. As a
consequence of that rise in temperature as a result of
global warming there will be a 20 per cent reduction in
rainfall across the south-west of Australia, and sea
levels will rise by up to 88 centimetres over the next
century. That is a very serious warning indeed from the
CSIRO. It is one that no government can afford to
ignore, and our government certainly is taking the issue
of climate change and its impending consequences for
our state and our nation very seriously. We believe we
have an obligation to attempt to reduce Victoria’s
contribution to greenhouse gas emissions, to play our
part in this national debate and indeed this world
debate. We believe we have a part to play, and that is
what sets us apart from the Liberal Party and The
Nationals, because they admit there is an issue but are
not prepared to do anything about it. We are admitting
there is an issue, but we are prepared to roll up our
sleeves and do something about it. I am proud to be part
of a government that is taking such a proactive role in
addressing climate change.
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Recently the Premier, the Minister for Energy
Industries and the Minister for Environment in the other
place, Mr Thwaites, released our environmental
sustainability action statement. The statement contains
some 150 actions and provides an additional
$200 million in funding aimed at reducing Victoria’s
environmental footprint. We are preparing our state for
a sustainable future. We are looking after not just
ourselves but the generations to come. One of the
actions that was announced as part of the environmental
sustainability action statement was the introduction of
the Victorian renewable energy target (VRET) scheme.
This scheme will place Victoria at the forefront of the
development of the renewable energy industry in
Australia. Specifically it commits Victoria to ensuring
that 10 per cent of our electricity will be derived from
renewable resources by 2016.
The Bracks government would have preferred not to
have to go it alone on this issue, but in the absence of
federal leadership we have no choice. It would be much
more preferable if we could, as a nation, confront the
most serious issue threatening our future together, with
a consistent approach across Australia. Sadly this is not
going to happen under the current federal government.
It has its dead hand on the exploration of renewable
energy options in our nation.
Last year I was very pleased to be invited to a forum
that was run by the Commissioner for Environmental
Sustainability, Dr Ian McPhail. He invited industry
leaders, the electricity industry, environmental groups
and members of Parliament — in fact he invited
members from all parties — to a forum to discuss the
issue of climate change. It was very interesting to take
part in that forum and to listen to what industry and the
environmental groups had to say. They both wanted the
same thing. They wanted certainty, and they wanted
leadership. They also wanted action. It was very
interesting that the only representatives of a
parliamentary party who turned up were representatives
of the Labor Party. There were no Liberal or Nationals
MPs. The only people from this place who were
interested were Labor Party MPs — the government
MPs. I think it is incredibly disappointing that the
others failed to take that opportunity to discuss in an
open forum the severe issue of climate change, its
impact on our state and some options for addressing
this very serious issue.
Of course it is incredibly disappointing that the Howard
government has failed to increase the mandatory
renewable energy target. It is prepared to consign
Australians to the ravages of climate change. It has a
head-in-the-sand attitude. It is failing in its obligations
to the Australian people. This builds on its failure to
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realise our global obligations by refusing to sign the
Kyoto protocol. It is an embarrassment internationally
that we are not prepared as a nation to sign that
protocol. It puts us to shame. Future generations will
look back and ask why we were not prepared to do it. It
is, to quote the title of the film that is about to be
released, an inconvenient truth for the federal
government that it is not prepared to address this very
serious issue. We had an indication last week of how
seriously it takes the climate change issue when we had
the climate change conference taking place and it had
entertainment which involved a burlesque dancer with
balloons for the audience to pop! They were red
balloons; they were not even black balloons. That
shows the seriousness with which the Liberals take the
issue of climate change. How disappointing.
Hon. Andrea Coote — For goodness sake!
Ms CARBINES — The truth hurts, doesn’t it,
Mrs Coote? It does hurt. It is very sad.
Hon. Bill Forwood interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. J. G. Hilton) — Order! Mr Forwood’s comment
was totally inappropriate. He is not in his place. If he
wishes to make a contribution to this debate, he is on
the list of speakers. At the moment he does not have the
call, and I ask him to show the speaker who is on her
feet some respect.
Ms CARBINES — Victoria has now decided to
introduce its own renewable energy target, and will
pursue a state-based market scheme. VRET will trigger
up to $2 billion in new investment in renewable energy
projects across our state. We have already seen some of
that confidence in Victoria’s approach to renewable
energy bear fruit, including an announcement that at
Mount Gellibrand in the Colac Otway shire a wind
farm of some 116 turbines will be constructed, which
will deliver 232 megawatts of power. The whole shire
is behind and supportive of that wind farm.
VRET will see a reduction in greenhouse gas pollution
by some 27 million tonnes. That is 1.13 million tonnes
per year, which is the equivalent of removing about
3 million cars from Victoria’s roads for two years. That
is a fantastic outcome. But it does not stop there,
because it has an economic benefit as well. It involves
$2 billion in investment, which will generate over
2000 new jobs. That will be a very good outcome for
our state.
The VRET scheme commences on 1 January next year.
It is predicated on a system of renewable energy
certificates which can only be created by an accredited
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power station for electricity generation up to 1 January
2031. They will only be eligible if the power comes
from renewable resources — wind, solar, wave, hydro,
biomass and geothermal. That is an exciting future for
our state with investment in all of those renewable
energy processes taking place. I am proud of the role
that our government is playing to reduce our
greenhouse footprint and to source more and more of
our energy from renewable resources.
Power stations must report each year on the amount of
energy produced from renewable resources. There will
be interim targets established as we move towards
10 per cent from renewable resources by 2016. Power
stations must meet these targets. Failure to do so will
result in financial penalties. The scheme will be
administered by the Essential Services Commission.
The Bracks government will provide $1.5 million to
establish the VRET scheme.
There will be a small increase in electricity prices over
the years for Victorian households of an estimated $8,
which is a minuscule cost for households to bear but a
huge benefit as we move progressively to more and
more renewable energy resourced across our state.
There is no easy answer to climate change. No-one is
pretending that. We all recognise that it is here — it is
not fantasy, it is fact, but there is no single solution. It
poses a very severe threat to our economy — to the
economy of our state and our nation. It also poses a
severe threat to our environment, an environment which
we rely upon in Australia as part of our way of life.
Our government has an obligation to reduce greenhouse
gas production and to source more and more of our
energy from renewable resources. The introduction of
the VRET scheme is a good step in the right direction.
We are leading the nation by taking this step.
I condemn the federal government for having an
ignorant attitude towards climate change. It is prepared
to say that it exists, yet it is prepared to do nothing
about it. In fact, not only is it prepared to do nothing,
but it tried to stop states such as Victoria from having
their own progressive policies in relation to renewable
energy resources. One only has to look at the debacle
over some of the wind farm proposals in our state to see
the absolute hypocrisy of the federal government in
relation to climate change and how to address it.
I congratulate the Minister for Energy Industries for
introducing the bill. It will certainly place Victoria at
the forefront in Australia in relation to renewable
energy, and I wish the bill a speedy passage.
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Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
I rise to speak against the legislation before the house
tonight. My starting position was what the government
was attempting to achieve through the legislation. I
started with the second-reading speech which outlined
four key areas as reasons for introducing this
legislation, starting with the issue of reducing
greenhouse gas emissions. That is a topic on which
Ms Carbines spent most of her contribution speaking
about. I would venture to say that she created a few
greenhouse gas emissions herself during that
contribution.
Ms Carbines — You are an ignoramus.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS — Very sensitive.
Ms Carbines — It is ignorant of you to say that —
acting like a silly schoolboy.
Hon. Bill Forwood interjected.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS — Mr Forwood in
an earlier interjection used the term ‘pious’, which I
think was very accurate.
The second-reading speech talks about boosting
Victoria’s energy production from renewable sources to
10 per cent and curiously makes a comment about
targeting the wind sector for an extra 1000 megawatts
of new investment in wind before going on to refer to
investment in rural jobs and rural investment.
The content of the bill does not live up to those
promises. The cynic in me had me asking the question
about whether this had more to do with Greens
preferences for the Legislative Council in the upcoming
election than it did with addressing the issue of
greenhouse gases that Ms Carbines spoke so long
about.
What is the mechanism this bill introduces? The bill
puts in place a requirement for organisations buying
electricity in the wholesale market to have certificates
for the prescribed percentage of electricity they
purchase as coming from a renewable energy source. It
sets up a mechanism by which generators of renewable
energy are allowed to issue those certificates. If at the
end of the year the purchaser of electricity does not
have the requisite number of certificates for the
required percentage of electricity, they are then liable to
a penalty. The legislation sets that penalty at $43 per
megawatt hour that they are short of the renewable
energy certificates. The price of the penalty is indexed
in accordance with the consumer price index and will
therefore go up over the life of the legislation.
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The bill sets out a target in 2016 of an additional
3274 gigawatt hours of renewable energy — that is,
from new sources — being purchased under the
Victorian renewable energy target system. The penalty
for not doing that is an indexed $43 per megawatt hour,
so the total cost of the scheme in 2016 will be more
than $140 million per annum. That assumes that the
certificates are sold by generators at the maximum
price. In effect, by having a penalty of $43 per
megawatt hour indexed, that will dictate the price of the
certificate, or just below that indexed price, so
effectively renewable energy producers will be able to
sell their certificates in that year at $140 million in 2007
dollars.
Despite the commentary about $8 for households, and
substantially more for industry, it is clear that the total
cost to Victoria in 2007 dollars will be a substantial
amount — $140 million — once the target peaks in
2016, and then going forward at that cost for each year
into the future. It is not without substantial cost to the
Victorian community that this scheme is being
introduced.
I turn to the issue of environmental impact. I make the
point at the start that the bill does not seek to reduce the
production of greenhouse gases in Victoria. There is
nothing in the legislation that will result in a reduction
in the level of greenhouse gases. The only way you can
reduce the level of greenhouse gases produced in
Victoria would be to take some existing coal generation
off line. That is not what the legislation will do. This
legislation is looking to introduce renewable energy. It
is not looking to take off existing coal generation, so
there will not be a reduction in the level of greenhouse
gases as a consequence of this legislation.
What the bill talks about is abatement. It is important
that we make the distinction between reduction and
abatement, because they are not the same thing. We
will not see a decline in the level of greenhouse gases
resulting from energy generation in this state. In the
second-reading speech the minister indicated that the
target is to abate the level of greenhouse gases by
1.13 million tonnes of carbon dioxide per annum. In her
contribution Ms Carbines said that this bill is important
to the environment, to — —
Hon. Bill Forwood — Saving the world!
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS — To saving the
world. It is worth putting that 1.13 million tonnes of
CO2 in context, because that accounts for less than
1 per cent of Victoria’s annual emission of greenhouse
gases, it accounts for less than 0.2 per cent of
Australia’s annual greenhouse gas emissions, and it is
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less than 0.0028 per cent of the global greenhouse gas
emissions. My leader Mr Davis spoke about the rapid
industrialisation in China creating further greenhouse
gas emissions. He mentioned that every nine months
Australia’s entire production of greenhouse gases is
being overtaken by China and that this is confirmed by
the Commonwealth Greenhouse Office.
The reductions or abatement created by this legislation,
the 1.13 million tonnes per annum, will be overtaken by
China in a day. So the amount of greenhouse gases that
are proposed to be abated by this legislation will have
been created every day that China is developing. A
substantial penalty will be imposed upon Victorian
individual consumers and industry through either the
penalty mechanism or the need to purchase certificates,
which by market forces will be priced at the same level
as the penalty — $140 million per annum — with no
tangible impact on the environmental outcomes in
terms of global greenhouse emissions.
There is no doubt that there will be an impact on
Victorian industry. Tonight I had the opportunity to
look at some of the information on the National
Electricity Market Management Company
(NEMMCO) web site. I highly recommend it to
members who have not looked at it because it has a lot
of very good data on the electricity market in
south-eastern Australia — on pricing and demand. It is
a very good way of getting a good understanding of
how our electricity market works. I can tell the house
that, for example, at 8.00 p.m., when Mr Davis resumed
his speech, the wholesale price of electricity in Victoria
peaked at $90 per megawatt hour. Over the course of
today’s trading it had hit $90 four times and it had
traded between $90 and $20 per megawatt hour, which
demonstrates that it is a very volatile trading market. As
a matter of interest for the house, there is also some
historical trading data which indicates that on
24 February demand for electricity peaked at 4.00 p.m.
at 8700 megawatts and the price at that time peaked at
more than $9000 per megawatt hour, which is more
than 100 times the price that electricity was trading at
tonight. Again it demonstrates that with market forces
in the national electricity market the price and demand
are very volatile.
One of the key competitive advantages that Victoria has
had over many decades has been cheap electricity and
that has been the basis on which much of Victoria’s
manufacturing has been developed. That is something
that members need to keep in mind when we are
looking at the impact of this legislation on Victorian
industry. NEMMCO reports some very interesting
statistics on the wholesale price of electricity in
Victoria. Due to capacity constraints, over the past six
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years the wholesale price of electricity in Victoria has
increased by more than 46 per cent: in 1999–2000 it
was $26 per megawatt hour and for the current financial
year it is more than $38 per megawatt hour. By
contrast, in Queensland the price has fallen by 40 per
cent, in New South Wales it has increased by 32 per
cent, and in South Australia it has fallen by 28 per cent.
So over the life of this government Victoria has
experienced a substantial increase in wholesale
electricity prices and in contrast other states have
actually had substantial falls in prices.
At the same time, we have seen a major drop off in
Victoria’s share of investment. We have seen
manufacturing investment in this state fall from 37 per
cent of national manufacturing investment in June 2001
down to less than 25 per cent in June of this year. We
have seen total private sector investment by industry
fall from 26 per cent in December 1999 to 21 per cent
in June of this year. So there has been a very clear
pattern between the growth in the wholesale electricity
price in Victoria and the fall off in manufacturing
investment. That is something we need to keep in mind
when looking at the impact this legislation will have on
Victorian industry while not delivering any tangible
environmental benefits.
As Mr Davis said, the bill provides a major subsidy to
wind power generators. It is curious that the minister
and the government are targeting wind. The bill
provides for renewable energy from 20 different
sources but the only one the minister refers to is the
wind industry, despite the fact that within current
capacity in Victoria and NEMMCO wind is a very
minor player in renewable energy relative to hydro —
and landfill gas, which is another of the Victorian
sources. The Australian Wind Energy Association has
had prepared for it a paper in which it is concluded that
by 2020 the cost of wind energy generation will
converge with the cost of brown coal energy
generation. So there is already a trend of convergence
on costs, which raises the question of why we need to
have this subsidy/penalty arrangement in favour of
wind energy. By the minister’s own figures the bill
clearly does not produce any tangible environmental
benefit. It comes at great cost to Victorian industry.
The Liberal Party will oppose this legislation. It has
indicated that in government it would repeal this
legislation.
Mr Viney — That’s a disgrace!
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS — Mr Viney says
that that is a disgrace. I have to say that if Mr Viney
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thinks that supporting Victorian industry and Victorian
jobs is a disgrace, then indeed it is he who is a disgrace.
Hon. J. M. McQUILTEN (Ballarat) — I really
believe that this is an incredibly important debate. I
have often talked about water but what we are talking
about here is energy. Energy is increasingly involved in
global conflict and what is going to drive our
economies and the health of our economies globally
into the future. We in Victoria have a number of
challenges. We have the challenge of trying to clean up
a dirty brown coal industry, through which we do get
cheap electricity. We have to fix that problem.
We also have the challenge — and this is what the bill
is about — of promoting and encouraging alternate
energy sources. I am a little constrained tonight because
I have had a phone call from a company director from
the federal government. There are currently some
proposals in front of the federal government that relate
to solar energy, which is a very exciting project. It will
be very exciting when it is announced, hopefully in the
next month.
Hon. Bill Forwood — The previous government
speaker slammed the federal government. You have to
get your stories straight.
Hon. J. M. McQUILTEN — Excuse me,
Mr Howard — —
Hon. Bill Forwood — That will do.
Hon. J. M. McQUILTEN — Sorry, Mr Forwood.
Hon. Bill Forwood — That is all right —
‘Mr Howard’ will do.
An honourable member — You have been
elevated.
Hon. J. M. McQUILTEN — Yes, you have been
elevated to Prime Minister.
I am of the view that the energy debate is incredibly
important, and at the moment — during the second-last
speech I will ever make in this place — it seems to me
that one part of the equation is the Howard-Bush
argument that we need to promote new technologies.
They are right; we must find new technologies to
resolve the issues of dirty brown coal et cetera, and we
need to promote alternative energies.
The other part of the equation is that we need to assist
alternative technologies to be viable. What we as a
government are doing here today is crucial to that
debate. We need to assist emerging technologies — and

Tuesday, 12 September 2006

I am not talking about wind, I am talking about solar
and other technologies. I support wind technology and
the wind debate. It is very important, but I must add
that the wind technology we are talking about is not
Victorian or Australian — it is overseas technology.
What I am talking about are Victorian inventions,
Victorian technologies, which we have the intellectual
property to promote and profit from.
This debate, incredibly important as it is, seems to be
put in terms of two separate sides — that is, the side of
John Howard and George Bush, the President of the
United States of America, and the ‘Let’s sign Kyoto’
side. They appear to be on opposite sides of the fence,
but they are not. They are both part of the same debate,
which is about where we will get our energy.
The important question is, ‘Do we have a climate
crisis?’. The answer is, ‘Absolutely, yes’. I have a
vineyard, and I have had 10 years of drought and frost.
The whole climate has changed in my area. Cairn
Curran Reservoir holds 4 per cent of its total water
capacity. We clearly have global change. As a nation,
as a state government and globally we need to embrace
all the answers, which are not just from one side — the
right or the left.
I know of some very encouraging signs, but I cannot
talk about them tonight because I have been told it is a
bit close.
Hon. Bill Forwood interjected.
Hon. J. M. McQUILTEN — Okay, ring John
Howard and ask him about solar energy and how
important it will be in the next 18 years, and you will
get an answer. I will not talk about the particular
company.
In terms of coal, we have an issue in Victoria that has
not yet been identified. At the moment we burn brown
coal to create electricity. As one expert said a few
months ago, it is like burning wet socks to create
electricity. If you take the water out of brown coal, you
will have black coal. You can reduce greenhouse gas
emissions from the Latrobe Valley by 30 or 40 per cent
instantly, but who will pay what I think is a cost of
$13 per tonne? In Victoria we have the technology to
clean up 30 or 40 per cent of our greenhouse gas
emissions, which would equate to Australia’s entire
share of reductions under the Kyoto agreement. We
have the technology; it is a matter of doing it. That is
not easy, but we have the potential to do it.
The other issue regarding brown coal is that we talk
about it as if it is just something to use to make
electricity, but that is nonsense. The calorific value of
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the Gippsland Basin — not the Latrobe Valley, but the
whole Gippsland Basin — is four times as large as that
of the North West Shelf. It is equivalent to Saudi
Arabia’s oil supply — that is what we have in Victoria.
Right now an American company has the mining rights
to the brown coal in the Gippsland Basin. It is serious
about converting brown coal to oil. It can be done. It
was done by a German scientist in 1916 and was
replicated by Germany during World War II. Brown
coal has been changed to oil and then to fuel. The
question is how much will it cost.
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There are two projects in Victoria which I think are
incredibly exciting. They are a mix of what the Howard
government talks about — that we must find new
technology. They are here, so we should support them.
There also needs to be a scheme, like the Victorian
renewable energy target (VRET) scheme we have here,
to assist business. In December I met with the head of
International Power in London. His name is Phil Cox. I
need to explain who Phil Cox is. He owns Hazelwood
and bloody half of Loy Yang.
Honourable members interjecting.

There is the potential in Victoria to produce oil from
brown coal using brown coal drying technology at the
front end. This is very important. We talk about the
resource-rich states of Western Australia and
Queensland. This could be the largest resource
development Australia has ever seen — and it will be in
Victoria in the next five years.
I am a dreamer, but I am also pragmatic. I listened to
the Honourable Peter Hall’s speech. I also listened to
the speech by the Honourable Gordon Rich-Phillips —
and I have to say, Gordon, that that was really inane. It
was really not understanding the energy debate. I am
sorry; it was really inane.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Mr McQuilten should speak through the Chair.
Hon. J. M. McQUILTEN — I am sorry.
Mr Rich-Phillips’s speech was really inane. It was not
understanding the global significance of what our
generation must face now. We really have to make
decisions about global warming, and we have to make
them now. What I am suggesting to this house, to my
government and to every other government, particularly
the Howard government, is that we must embrace the
new solar technology and we absolutely must embrace
the new cleaner coal technology. It is incredibly
important that we do that.
I believe that what we can do is not normal; it is not
normal to think that if we go down the environmental
track we can create jobs. I really believe the greatest
area of job creation globally is environmentally
sustainable, clever technology. That is where the jobs
will be created. In the solar technology I am talking
about thousands of jobs will be involved, and in brown
coal drying thousands of jobs will be involved. By
going down the track of being smarter in using
technology and resources and really searching for
answers to global issues such as global warming we
will create, not lose, jobs.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I ask
Mr McQuilten to make sure his language is
parliamentary.
Hon. J. M. McQUILTEN — I did not say anything
unparliamentary, did I?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
member should be careful about what he says.
Hon. J. M. McQUILTEN — I asked Phil, ‘What
do we need to do in Australia?’. He said, ‘What you
need to do is get Australia to sign up to Kyoto’. Here is
a guy who is running a £15 billion company which has
about 30 per cent of its investments in America, 45 per
cent of its investments in Europe and 20-odd per cent of
its investments in Australia. He said that we need to
sign up to Kyoto. That is the voice of private enterprise.
We need to do our bit as Victorians to try to convince
the rest of Australia and to try to convince the Prime
Minister, John Howard, that global warming is a
serious issue, but we need a number of answers. There
are lots of answers, and we have to really put our minds
to the solutions. There will not be one solution, there
will be many solutions.
I have to say that I thought the contribution of Mr Hall
was slippery. He slipped and slid. He was half right,
half wrong, half this and half that. If you are absolutely
serious about what is happening in terms of global
warming and using technology, you have to put the
whole package together. You cannot just do bits and
pieces; you have to do the whole package.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — I
welcome the opportunity to spend a quarter of an hour
on this piece of legislation. I am sorry that I will not
have more time. I come to this debate having been the
shadow minister for environment prior to the last
election and also having spent some time as the shadow
minister for energy and having taken an active interest
in this issue.
Mr Smith interjected.
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Hon. BILL FORWOOD — My views, to use
Mr McQuilten’s expression, could be slightly
characterised as slippery, because I change my mind
from time to time on various aspects of the debate. I
entirely agree with Mr McQuilten that technology is
part of the solution to the problem. But let me start my
contribution with a quote that I was reminded of as I
listened to the contribution from Ms Carbines. I know
honourable members are well aware of The Lavoisier
Group, which is not one the government often quotes,
but let me quote from the introduction of a publication
of the group, which I think applies to the contribution
we heard from Ms Carbines:
People who know that they are morally superior to the rest of
mankind are often tempted to ignore the moral norms on
which Western civilisation depends. One of the most
important of these is telling the truth. The Ninth
Commandment states ‘Thou shalt not bear false witness …
Environmentalism, however, is a form of religious belief
which fosters a sense of moral superiority in the believer, but
which places no importance on telling the truth. As the former
Canadian Environment Minister Christine Stewart put it:
No matter if the science is all phoney … there are
collateral environmental benefits … Climate change
[provides] the greatest chance to bring about justice and
equality in the world.

The legislation before the house today is the Bracks
government’s contribution to bringing justice and
equality to the world.
In the short time available to me I want to deal with
some of the issues of climate change and what it
actually means. Then I want to turn to the issue of the
policy before the house and ask: if the policy works
exactly as the government claims it will — which I
think is a matter of some great dispute, but if it does —
will it make a difference? Then I will move to the
question of whether it will work the way it should and
test some of the claims the government makes about it,
particularly its claims about the benefits that will accrue
from investment and the number of jobs created. I
should say that in my contribution I have been greatly
helped by two rocket scientists I know well, both of
whom have obtained PhDs from Harvard at some time
or another. One of them did a calculation for me, which
I know honourable members will be interested in. He
worked out that the — —
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Back of the envelope,
was it?
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — Yes, he had a long
conversation with the minister’s advisers first. The guy
is reputable. He came up with the fact that the total
subsidy of the wind farm program, as evinced through
the legislation, is $2.898 billion, which leads to a
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maximum annual subsidy of $217 million, a minimum
annual subsidy of $16 million and an average subsidy
of $114 million — and the government claims that
2000 jobs will be created. If you do the maths on that,
you will see that the capital subsidy per job over the life
of the project is $1.5 million. In capital terms we will be
spending $1.5 million to create each job. But more to
the point — —
Hon. J. M. McQuilten — I would like one of those
jobs.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — Yes, I am sure you
would. But Mr McQuilten should listen to this, because
this is the bit — —
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — So would
Mr Forwood.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — Yes, I would. This is
the bit that in annual terms we should focus on. Taking
the average, the annual job subsidy of the 2000 jobs
created under this program is $57 000. We will be
taking money from the ordinary consumer in Victoria
and creating 2000 jobs at a cost of $57 000 per annum
per job.
Hon. J. A. Vogels — Why do you say 2000? I think
it could be less.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — If it does not create
2000 jobs, then let us double the subsidy. That would
mean that each job would be costing us $100 000 a
year, and one wonders whether that is the policy
direction we should be going in. However, let me just
turn to the reason that we are doing this, because I have
the letters here from the Premier to his colleague the
former Premier of New South Wales, Mr Carr. On
15 July 2004 the Premier wrote to Bob Carr saying that:
On 26 June 2004 a meeting of state ministers for energy
agreed to establish an inter-jurisdictional working group to
recommend ways to increase the MRET from the current
level and time frame. The working group will discuss
opportunities for collaboration on ways to increase MRET
and provide more certainty for renewable energy projects in
Australia.
I propose that this working group also specifically consider
the development of a model for state-based legislative
schemes to stimulate renewable energy generation. The
scheme could operate through mirror legislation in each of the
jurisdictions, with the objective of driving greater growth in
the renewable energy sector than that proposed by the
commonwealth …

In other words, the Victorian government taking the
lead again under Mr Theophanous, as is his wont,
sought the cooperation of the other states in developing
a national scheme to be put in place by complementary
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legislation. This of course was going on hand in glove
with the work on the establishment of an emissions
trading scheme which my leader spoke about in some
detail in his contribution earlier tonight.
The Premier of New South Wales replied, and in his
reply he did not leap to the suggestion made by the
Victorian Premier on the urging of the Victorian
minister — and I think that is disappointing. But he did
say that:
The New South Wales government is strongly supportive of
renewable energy and I recommend that the working group
established to examine MRET investigate and determine the
most effective mechanism to support the development of the
renewable energy industry. The working group should
undertake a cost-benefit analysis of the use of MRETs and
their impacts on the energy market compared with a more
conventional industry policy approach where there are
transparent subsidies provided to renewable options.

He went on to say that he looked forward to continuing
cooperation.
What is very disappointing to those of us who are
interested in this whole process is that Victoria has gone
it alone. It was all right for the pious cant of the
member for Geelong who promised to come in here
and have a crack at the federal government, but as
others know, one of the problems about this is that no
other state is coming with Victoria on this particular
frolic.
Hon. J. M. McQuilten — They should.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — They should; that is
right, they should. We have an assertion from
Mr McQuilten that they should, without any evidence
to demonstrate it! I will go back to my point.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — The rent seekers of
this world will always put their hands up for the
subsidy. Where was I up to? You have thrown me, and
I was in the middle of a very important point.
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not, it will not do a single thing to save the world.
Members do not have to believe me, they can believe
Bob — what is his name? — Beattie.
Hon. J. A. Vogels — Peter Beattie. He called them
idiots over there.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — Peter Beattie recently
said, and all honourable members should — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — Did he do that? Peter
Beattie made the point that Australia’s emissions are so
small, that the Chinese economy is growing at the rate
of 15 per cent, that the American economy is coming
down and China is catching up. What we know is that
even if this works and even if we act locally and think
globally and all the rest of it, this policy is not going to
do much to save the world.
Some members of the government are a touch cynical
about this. They think this is good politics, that you get
out there and scare the punter as much as you possibly
can, then you come up with the answer, ‘We will bring
in a VRET scheme’. The fact that it is not going to
make the slightest bit of difference does not work. My
friend said to me the other day, ‘In this I guarantee you
that this government is spinning more than Shane
Warne will in the whole of the summer against the
English’. That is his view about the way this particular
process is working.
I am not so cynical as to suggest that this policy is
about this government giving a windfall gain to the rent
seekers. I know others make this sort of claim. Let us
look at Pacific Hydro, which is a big player. We know
that Pacific Hydro is owned by IFM Renewable
Energy, which is ultimately controlled by Industry
Fund Services. If members go to Industry Fund
Services, they will find IFS is owned by
AustralianSuper, CARE Super, Cbus, HESTA,
HOSTPLUS, MTAA, TWUSUPER — —
Hon. J. M. McQuilten — Moral investors!

Hon. J. A. Vogels — The other states did not come
on board.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — The other states did
not come on board.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — They have not yet.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — They have not yet and
nor are they going to. Let us get back to the
fundamental point which is that even if this policy
works as the government hopes it will, which it will

Hon. BILL FORWOOD — Moral investors, thank
you. If members look at the board of Pacific Hydro,
you see Garry Weaven runs it. I know that all members
take great interest in who runs the super companies. I
am aware that the chair of Cbus is Ralph Willis, on the
board is John Sutton from the Construction, Forestry,
Mining and Energy Union and of course the wonderful
Bernie Fraser with the gravelly voice who we know
was the worst governor of the Reserve Bank this
country ever saw and gave us the recession we had to
have — and he runs it.
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Hon. T. C. Theophanous — On a point of order,
Deputy President, I have been listening to the member
and I really cannot see how it is relevant to the bill for
him to continue to go off on these tangents about what
people are involved in, what they might invest in and
whether there are superannuation funds involved and so
forth in particular operations. That has absolutely
nothing to do with this bill before the house.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I ask
Mr Forwood to return to the debate.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Mr Forwood is getting a bit broad in the range of his
contribution to the debate. I ask him to come back to
the bill in the short time he has left.

Hon. BILL FORWOOD — I am really looking
forward to the committee stage of the bill, when I hope
to get more time to explore some of the detailed issues
with the minister.

Hon. BILL FORWOOD — In the minute and a
half I have left, let me make the point that I have had a
net-present-value and return-on-investment exercise
done, and what it demonstrates is that there is a great
transference from the many to the few — from the
consumers who pay more for their electricity to the few
who receive the subsidy. Who are the few? The few are
those in the trade union movement, because they are the
major investors, through the superannuation funds.

Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — I am very pleased to stand
tonight and speak in support of the Victorian
Renewable Energy Bill 2006. In opening can I say that
I have been very disappointed with the contributions of
members opposite. For Mr Forwood to come in here
and attack my parliamentary colleague Ms Carbines on
the ground of moral superiority is the height of
hypocrisy. It is the height of hypocrisy, Bill.

Hon. T. C. Theophanous interjected.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — No, it is absolutely
true. I could go through each of the owners of Pacific
Hydro and demonstrate their close links to the union
movement and point out to the — —
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — You want to knock off
the wind farm, do you?
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — I do not want to knock
off the wind farm, I want people to know what is
happening.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — So you do not want
the Portland project to go ahead?
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — I am quite happy for
the Portland project to go ahead. I just want people to
know — —
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — No, you are not! Tell
the truth. You want it knocked off.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — No, I do not. I am
quite happy for the Portland project to go ahead.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Yes, you do. That is
what you are saying.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — No, I am not saying
that. Do not put words in my mouth.

Hon. BILL FORWOOD — How about telling him
to shut up so I can?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! Back to the
debate!

Hon. Bill Forwood — On a point of order,
President, I do not want to be too precious, but the
member really should not call me ‘Bill’.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I uphold the point of
order. I have advised members in this house before to
use the correct titles of members, and I remind
Mr Viney to do so.
Mr VINEY — It is the height of hypocrisy for
Mr Forwood to come into this place and attack
Ms Carbines on the ground of moral superiority when
he is the man who comes in here repeatedly attacking
person after person from the great moral high ground of
his position as a member of this place using
parliamentary privilege. He did so again in his
contribution tonight, attacking people like Bernie Fraser
and other good people who are involved in the
management of superannuation funds. Mr Forwood
then went on in his contribution to talk about the
job-to-cost ratios in relation to the Victorian renewable
energy target (VRET) scheme.
The VRET scheme will produce 3000 gigawatts, yet
Mr Forwood and the federal government supported the
mandatory renewable energy target (MRET), which
had exactly the same ratios and exactly the same
support and which produced some 9300 gigawatts. The
argument Mr Forwood has put forward tonight is
absolutely bankrupt on the basis that he and the federal
government supported exactly the same scheme with
exactly the same relationships of subsidies and outputs.
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Mr Forwood then went on to attack a number of people
who he called rent seekers. It was the mob on the other
side who flogged off the State Electricity Commission
in the first place. They are the ones who privatised the
whole system, and for him to come in here and attack
this government over what he called rent seekers
seeking a subsidy is just ludicrous. Mr Forwood then
talked about government members seeing this
legislation as good politics. We do not see it as good
politics, we see it as good policy. I can tell Mr Forwood
that the good politics of this debate have been in the
contributions of opposition members. Their
contributions have demonstrated the moral bankruptcy
of their argument.
We had Mr Philip Davis, the Leader of the Opposition,
who said that we should do nothing in relation to
VRET. He said we should not do anything because
85 per cent of greenhouse gases are going to be
produced in the Third World by the developing
countries. He was putting forward a proposition that
developed countries should do nothing about
greenhouse gas emissions because the developing
countries are starting to produce massive amounts of
greenhouse gas. That is the most morally bankrupt
argument I have heard in this place.
It is an absolute disgrace to suggest that people in the
developed countries who have had all the benefits of
high energy use for 100 years and more and have
contributed massively to greenhouse gas emissions
across the globe no longer have the responsibility to do
something about it because the Third World will be
producing more greenhouse gases. What an incredibly
morally bankrupt argument that was! Mr Philip Davis
then went on to say that the other reason he was
objecting to this bill was that there was a change of
landscape.
Hon. Philip Davis — On a point of order, President,
I have been listening to the honourable member
misrepresenting me for the last several minutes. I take
objection to a member coming in here, reprising the
debate we had and misrepresenting the comments I
made. The member knows full well that my
contribution to the debate tonight was to say
specifically that this bill does not seek to achieve the
government’s policy objective in any material way.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition cannot debate his point of order. If he is
saying that the arguments Mr Viney has put forward in
rebuttal of the comments put by the Leader of the
Opposition and others are inappropriate, I do not
uphold the point of order. That is a debating point.
Mr Viney has an opportunity to put those arguments, as
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did members sitting around and behind the Leader of
the Opposition. Mr Viney is following the speaker from
the opposing side, and he is entitled to debate the issue.
Hon. Philip Davis — On a further point of order,
President, I accept your ruling, but I do not accept that a
member has the right to misrepresent what another
member has said in a contribution to a debate.
Mr VINEY — On the point of order, President, I
did take notes when Mr Philip Davis was speaking, and
my notes show that he said that 85 per cent of
greenhouse gas emissions will come from developing
countries.
Hon. Philip Davis — Further on the point of order,
President, it is quite clear that the member is going to
continue to try to misrepresent the argument I put. I do
not care what notes he took. He should read Daily
Hansard in the morning.
Mr VINEY — Mr Davis went on to say that in
comparison to developing countries, in Victoria we
produce much less greenhouse gas, and the extension to
his argument was that not only would he not support
this bill for this scheme but that in fact when his side
comes to government — whenever that happens — it
will repeal this legislation. That is what he said. What I
am saying is that the logic of that argument from
Mr Davis and the opposition tonight is morally
bankrupt, because it suggests that there is no role for the
developed countries in the world to accept their share of
responsibility for climate change. We have to do that.
The other thing I feel has been incredibly disappointing
about the contributions of members of the opposition to
this debate has been the lack of understanding of the
government’s policy for dealing with the climate
change issue. This government has funded $105 million
for the development of innovative technologies to
reduce greenhouse gas emissions from the coal
industry, and the Victorian renewable energy target
scheme is part of the total suite of policies this
government is putting in place to develop a responsible
response to the climate change issues that we face
globally. As part of that the government expects a range
of initiatives, including, as Mr McQuilten referred to in
his contribution, the drying of brown coal,
geosequestration and the conversion of brown coal into
other energy forms. A raft of opportunities exist for
Victoria to reduce greenhouse gas emissions from our
incredible coal resource.
In addition, we need to look at renewable energy. This
bill introduces for the first time in Victoria a scheme
that will encourage investment in the renewable energy
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sector, into areas like solar, wind and biomass. I am
sure a raft of other opportunities will be presented
through innovative industries to look at new
technologies and at new forms of producing energy in a
way that is renewable and will enhance the efforts that
this government and this nation should be making to
reduce greenhouse gas for a better future.
In his contribution Mr Rich-Phillips offered the
ridiculous argument that VRET will not reduce
greenhouse gas emissions. It was the most illogical
presentation I have heard in this place. How can it be
that with growing energy demands of about 1.5 per cent
per annum, and a scheme put in place in Victoria to
look at 10 per cent of our energy coming from
renewable energies, that the scheme does not reduce the
gross impact of greenhouse gas emissions that this state
is contributing into the atmosphere? Mr Rich-Phillips
presented an absolutely illogical argument.
Hon. Philip Davis interjected.
Mr VINEY — Mr Davis — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Davis has had his
opportunity. Mr Viney should speak through the Chair!
Mr VINEY — Thank you, President. I will respond
to the interjection from Mr Davis by saying that if you
put in place a system of renewable energy that
contributes to the total energy needs of a community —
in this case Victoria — then logically it has to follow
that it will reduce the amount of greenhouse gas that
would otherwise be produced by that community if it
were using other non-renewable energy sources.
What policy options has the opposition put forward in
this debate tonight? What single policy option has it put
forward to deal with climate change? It is a fat zero.
The only thing we know is that the opposition will
repeal this bill if it ever comes to government, and that
the Prime Minister, Mr Howard, wants to investigate
nuclear energy. That is what the opposition is
presenting to the people of Victoria. In the absence of
any other policy initiative, one is left with the
conclusion that the opposition is not convinced by the
science on climate change; it is not convinced by the
science on greenhouse gases; and it is not convinced
that this state and this globe faces serious problems in
the future in relation to climate change. Ultimately that
is the most disturbing thing about the contributions that
we have heard in this place tonight.
The most disturbing thing about the contributions from
opposition members tonight is that they do not
understand what is facing this planet. They refuse to
acknowledge the science and refuse to believe that we
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in this Parliament have an obligation to our children,
our grandchildren and their children to do something
about climate change. All of the arguments that
opposition members have put up are incredibly shallow
because we have to start and we have to get on with it.
This is one of the suite of policy options that this
government is putting in place to deal with the problem
confronting this globe.
I am disappointed that members of The Nationals are
not coming on board with this. I understand they see
political opportunity in opposing wind generation in
some of their electorates but I think they understand as
people who represent rural and regional Victoria, and as
people who I hope have an understanding of farming
and country Victoria, that the whole country, including
farmers and our food producers, need to deal with this
problem. I had hoped they would rise above politics in
relation to their concerns on wind generation and deal
seriously with this. However, I thought their
contribution was far more considered than that of
members of the Liberal Party opposition whose
contributions to this debate tonight were incredibly
disturbing because they deny the obvious truth and they
deny the science. It was incredibly disturbing because
in my view their arguments were morally bankrupt.
They do not believe developing countries have an
obligation in this regard, and they do not believe that
we in Victoria have an obligation to do everything we
can to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and to deal
with the matter of climate change.
I am very proud to be a part of a government that is
putting forward legislation such as this to deal with the
issues of climate change, and I support the legislation.
Debate adjourned on motion of Hon. J. A. VOGELS
(Western).
Debate adjourned until next day.

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

Transport Accident Commission: WorkCover
claim
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I wish to
raise my matter with the Minister for WorkCover and
the TAC. It concerns the director of a company who
has approached me regarding a transport accident
involving a truck owned by the company. The truck
was returning to Melbourne from Adelaide and was
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involved in a head-on accident in South Australia near
the Victorian border. Both drivers were injured in the
accident and in fact a medivac air ambulance was called
to take them to the Flinders Medical Centre in
Adelaide. Both drivers had serious injuries but
fortunately both survived.
The police charged the employee with negligent driving
and a conviction followed. As a result of the charge it
was deemed to be a Victorian WorkCover Authority
(VWA) claim and not a Transport Accident
Commission (TAC) claim, and relevant costs were
incurred by the transport company. The driver later
appealed the conviction in the South Australian
Magistrates Court and after three years was rewarded
with the overturning of the conviction. In fact he was
granted costs in that case. In his summing up of the
matter the chief magistrate in the Adelaide court
suggested that based on the information provided there
was a likelihood that the other driver was probably at
fault in that he was 18 inches on the wrong side of the
white line and that had been the key contributing factor
to the accident. Armed with that information the
transport company approached its insurance company
and requested that the claim that had been lodged with
the VWA ought now properly and reasonably be
transferred to TAC as a road accident claim.
This issue has not been resolved at this time. I am
happy to provide the minister with details of the
company and the person involved because it is a serious
claim that has now been outstanding since 1998, which
was when the accident occurred. It seems to me that in
the circumstances established by the courts this ought
properly be a TAC claim rather than a VWA claim.
Obviously there are significant costs for the employer
in terms of ongoing associated premium costs and so
forth, to the extent that the company no longer remains
in business. I seek the minister’s attention to this matter
with a view to resolving the circumstances and status of
this claim.

Lorne: pier reconstruction
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — I raise an issue
for a minister responsible for the Department of
Sustainability and Environment, the Honourable John
Thwaites, the Minister for Environment in another
place. The issue concerns the rebuilding of the Lorne
pier. The Lorne Aquatic and Angling Club is hopeful
that commonsense will prevail and will allow a lower
landing to be constructed while the pier contractor and
machinery are on site during the building of the new
pier. This landing would be used as a safe landing site
for rescue and retrieval of persons in trouble at sea and

3321

for recreational and sporting events such as the
pier-to-pub swim, fishing, sailing and so on.
It has been identified in the tourism strategic plan for
the Surf Coast region that there are limited boating and
fishing facilities such as jetties, moorings and boat
ramps. Good business sense alone would suggest that it
would be very cost effective to do the required work —
the construction of a lower landing — while the
contractor is on site. To bring a contractor back at a
later date to complete the lower landing would be very
costly and would lead to further disruption to the
community, business and tourism. The action I seek
from the minister is to ensure that the lower landing is
constructed during the present pier construction. Time
is of the essence, as the current construction of the pier
is well advanced.

Bushfires: Grampians
Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western) — My matter is
for the Minister for Environment in the other place and
concerns the bushfire threat this summer in the
Grampians National Park. Volunteer firefighters and
land-holders whose properties adjoin the national park
have formed the Grampians asset protection group
(GAP) to give them a united voice in calling for action
to implement additional fire prevention measures in the
Grampians. Volunteer firefighters and land-holders
whose properties border the Grampians have repeatedly
called for action from the Department of Sustainability
and Environment, which listens to their calls, draws up
fire prevention plans and then fails to act. As early as
March this year DSE said it would undertake a fuel
reduction burn in autumn at the back of Mount
Sturgeon in the southern Grampians. That burn still has
not taken place.
GAP has also prepared a comprehensive submission
asking for a major rethink on the whole fuel reduction
burning process. This was sent to the Premier, senior
government ministers, local politicians, including me,
DSE and Parks Victoria. The submission was signed by
4 group officers and 12 brigade captains covering the
southern and eastern Grampians. It included a proposal
for an extensive burning program in the Serra and
Victoria ranges over the next 10 years and called for
better track maintenance and a major effort to construct
new fire dams accessible to firefighting aircraft like
Elvis.
My colleague the Honourable David Davis and I last
week met with several land-holders whose properties
adjoin the eastern boundary of the Grampians National
Park. They reinforced the views of GAP, calling for
improved fire breaks along boundary fences and more
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water provision for firefighting purposes in the national
park and on private property.
At the fire recovery public meeting held at Willaura in
early February this year, 130 people heard Mr Peter
Boadle of DSE say that the department would clear a
3-metre strip on the national park side of boundary
fences and remove destroyed fences and debris. This
has not happened, and land-holders have been left to
clear up fallen trees and destroyed fences. Land-holders
endorse a 20-metre cleared strip on the national park
side of boundary fences to prevent naturally falling
trees from damaging their fences while providing a
reasonable fire break and better DSE access.
Land-holders and GAP members are extremely
concerned that DSE’s current fuel reduction plans are
not aggressive enough and will not be completed,
effectively preventing adequate burns before this
summer.
My request is: will the minister act on the submission
from GAP, listen to the concerns of land-holders
bordering the Grampians National Park and make every
effort to prevent a repeat of last January’s devastating
bushfires?

Northern Mallee Local Learning and
Employment Network: transition workers
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — My
adjournment issue tonight is directed to the Minister for
Employment and Youth Affairs in another place, the
Honourable Jacinta Allan. The issue is my extreme
disappointment that the Northern Mallee Local
Learning and Employment Network missed out in the
allocation of the new transition workers, whom I
believe will play a key role in assisting our young
people who have disengaged, or are at risk of
disengaging, from further education or meaningful
training and employment. One of the reasons or
excuses offered as to why the northern Mallee network
missed out was that a number of our young people had
part-time jobs during their education and that there was
therefore no need for transition workers. Let me say
that that it is a load of nonsense. Whilst a few of our
young people may pick up a bit of part-time work, a
fair slice of that is helping out on the block or in
situations similar to that across other industries.
In the northern Mallee we have all the relevant
ingredients, except one — that is, the transition
workers. We have the young people, we have unmet
demand for employees and apprentices and we have
excellent educational and training facilitators and
providers. But the key link is constituted by that
interface between all of these organisations and
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industry sectors and our young people. It would seem to
me and to many others, including the Mildura Rural
City Council, that the statement that the workers will be
employed in regions where there are high numbers of
disengaged youth fits perfectly the Loddon–Mallee
region, particularly the north-west Mallee region.
The Sunraysia region is a great example. There we have
high numbers of sole-parent families, a high proportion
of public housing, high rental stress and a low labour
force participation rate that I strongly believe could be
addressed if the correct initiatives were put in place.
Sunraysia has seen rapid expansion in irrigated
horticulture and viticulture, and the service industries
are always searching for people, especially those with
particular agronomic and engineering skills. The area is
also a popular drawcard for seniors, who like the
lifestyle and the services, which, when added to the
tourist industry, provide a strong demand base for
employment.
The action I request from the minister is to appoint two
transition workers to the Northern Mallee Local
Learning and Employment Network to meet the needs
of our disengaged youth, who have the ability but not
the focused support or real understanding of how to
make a significant contribution to both their own
wellbeing and the economic development of the region.

Cann River P–12 College: videoconferencing
system
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — Tonight I wish to
raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Education and Training in the other place. It concerns
the continuation of the ISDN (H320)
videoconferencing system in East Gippsland.
This matter was brought to my attention by the Cann
River P–12 College — a small college in far East
Gippsland. Because of the small number of students it
has, particularly in Victorian certificate of education
(VCE) areas, the college uses videoconferencing to
network some of its students with other students in the
Far East Gippsland Cluster, to enable the delivery of
some of the important programs, particularly those at
VCE level. The Far East Gippsland Cluster operates on
this particular system of videoconferencing but has
been notified by the department that it is about to
discontinue the system, and perhaps by the end of the
year will no longer support the particular ISDN (H320)
videoconferencing system.
I am advised in this letter from Cann River P–12
College that the far east cluster has recently purchased
an IP-based videoconferencing system and is in the
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process of testing and implementing it, but it does not
have the confidence that this system will perform to the
same level as the current system and is unsure whether
it will be online and operating sufficiently well to
accommodate some of the student needs next year.
The request of the Cann River P–12 College is to ask
the Minister for Education and Training to give a
guarantee that the current ISDN (H320)
videoconferencing system will be supported by the
department and remain in place until such time as it is
proven, without doubt, that there is an adequate
replacement system.

Responses
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
The Honourable Bruce Atkinson raised for the attention
of the Minister for WorkCover and the TAC a request
for the minister to assist in resolving the status of a
Transport Accident Commission and WorkCover
matter from 1998, and he has provided some details
about that matter. I will refer those to the minister for
his attention.
The Honourable John Vogels raised a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Environment in the other
place concerning the construction of a pier, and I will
refer that matter to the minister.
The Honourable David Koch raised a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Environment in the other
place concerning fuel reduction burning in the
Grampians on private land and in national parks and
drew to the attention of the minister the importance of
fuel reduction burning in relation to prevention of
bushfires. I will refer that request to the minister.
The Honourable Barry Bishop raised for the attention
of the Minister for Employment and Youth Affairs in
the other place a request for the appointment of workers
to the Northern Mallee Local Learning and
Employment Network. I will refer that request to the
minister.
The Honourable Peter Hall raised a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Education and Training in
the other place concerning a request for the
continuation of an ISDN (H320) videoconferencing
system until such time as the efficacy of a replacement
system can be resolved, and I will refer that matter to
the minister.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The house stands
adjourned.
House adjourned 10.10 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. M. M. Gould) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.
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Hon. D. K. DRUM — I would like to have the
Auditor-General’s notice repealed.
Further notices given.

CONVEYANCERS BILL

MEMBERS STATEMENTS

Introduction and first reading

Rail: rural and regional freight lines

Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Hon. J. M. MADDEN
(Minister for Sport and Recreation).

CHARITIES (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Hon. J. M. MADDEN
(Minister for Sport and Recreation).

PAPERS

Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — I raise an issue
on behalf of many concerned councils in my electorate
regarding the future of country freight railway lines.
They seek assurance that the Bracks government is
committed to the future viability of country freight
railway lines following the decision of Pacific National
to hand back control of six lines to the state
government. They are also concerned about the
potential loss of more lines through Pacific National
further down the track.
I am sure the state government is very aware of the vital
link that these lines provide to rural and regional
communities throughout my electorate. Councils are
very aware of our heavily trafficked road networks in
this region, which is specifically why country freight
rail lines need to operate at full capacity.

Laid on table by Clerk:
National Parks Act 1975 — Report in relation to Point
Nepean National Park, pursuant to section 17(2A) of the Act.
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Minister’s response
to recommendations in the Environment and Natural
Resources Committee’s report on the Inquiry into the Energy
Services Industry.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:
Children and Young Persons Act 1989 — No. 119.
Tobacco Act 1987 — No. 120.
Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Minister’s certificate of
exemption under section 9(6) in respect of Statutory Rule
No. 120.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
Notices
Notices given.
Mr DRUM having given notice:
The PRESIDENT — Order! Before I call the next
member, the Honourable Damian Drum already has his
name attached to one Auditor-General’s report with the
Honourable John Vogels, so the member can have that
one repealed.

We need to maintain, build and strengthen our capacity
and use of country freight lines as an efficient and
effective means of transport and connection to our
wider Victorian communities, well into the future.
I call on the government to support the retention of all
country rail freight lines in the best interests of country
Victorians.

Plastic bags: Phillip Island
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — On
Saturday I was very pleased to be present at a plastic
bag-free launch in Cowes. The Phillip Island Retail and
Business Association received a grant of $3000 which
enabled the distribution of 3000 reusable bags,
500 information cards, 150 posters and 150 badges.
Local bed and breakfast operators and real estate agents
will be provided with bags and information for tourists,
and there will also be promotional flags for the Phillip
Island bridge.
The long-term plan is to make Phillip Island plastic-bag
free. I feel this is a very important initiative. We all
know the damage that plastic bags cause to the
environment — 10 million plastic bags become
rubbish, enter the waterways, threaten marine life,
damage property and machinery, and of course
non-biodegradable plastic bags kill substantial numbers
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of the world’s seals, turtles and other marine wildlife.
They can take up to 1000 years to break down in the
environment.
I would like to commend the Phillip Island Retail and
Business Association and the Bass Coast Shire for their
initiative and I wish the project every success.

Melbourne Storm
Hon. J. G. HILTON — I also want to take this
opportunity to congratulate Cameron Smith, Cooper
Cronk and Craig Bellamy of Melbourne Storm.
Cameron Smith had an outstanding season and was
awarded the Dally M Medal, which is equivalent to the
Brownlow Medal. Craig Bellamy deservedly won the
award of coach of the year, Melbourne Storm being the
minor premiers by four clear games. Storm had another
great win on Sunday and are now just two games away
from lifting the trophy at the end of the season. I would
like to wish the club every success. Go Storm!

Peter Brock
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — I rise to
pay my respects to the late, great Peter Brock and to
extend my condolences to his family. For over 30 years
Peter Brock dominated Australian motor sport. As the
king of the mountain Peter Perfect took on all comers
and the infamous Holden-Ford rivalry became more
about one man versus the rest: Peter Brock versus Alan
Moffatt, Bob Jane or Dick Johnson. No challenger had
the measure of Peter Perfect.
Peter Brock was not only dedicated to his sport but he
was also dedicated to promoting road safety issues and
he carried the .05 message on his vehicles through
much of his career. Of all the tributes that has been
written about Brockie over the past few days, the one
that touched the most was when a journalist asked his
co-driver, Mick Hone, if he would ever race again, and
he replied that he would race with Peter Brock again.
I extend my condolences to Peter’s partner, Julie
Bamford, and his family, Bev, James, Robert and
Alexandra. Farewell Peter Perfect. I hope there is a
mountain in heaven because if there is, there will be a
great race on this weekend.

Eastern Community Legal Centre: Boronia
office
Hon. H. E. BUCKINGHAM (Koonung) —
Residents in Knox, Maroondah and Yarra Ranges now
have better access to legal services thanks to the new
Boronia office of the Eastern Community Legal Centre
which was officially opened the week before last by the
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Honourable Rob Hulls, the Attorney-General in the
other place.
The Boronia centre is one of four new community legal
centres which were funded in the 2005–06 state budget.
It will be run under the auspices of the excellent and
successful Eastern Community Legal Centre based in
Blackburn. The new location means much greater
access to important legal and advice services for people
living in the outer-eastern suburbs, and particularly
those living in some of the more remote parts in Yarra
Ranges shire. The new Boronia centre offers legal
advice by appointment, telephone and after hours on a
range of issues including family law, debt and
neighbourhood disputes.
The establishment of the new centre was a result of a
great deal of hard work and lobbying by a group of
local MPs led by the member for Monbulk in the other
place, James Merlino, a range of community groups
and the board and staff of the Eastern Community
Legal Centre.
I congratulate the board, staff and volunteers of the
Eastern Community Legal Centre for the outstanding
service they provide to our community. I note that the
continuing commitment and enthusiasm for the
important work they do will drive the new outer-east
centre so that it too will become an integral service
provider in the outer east.

South Eastern Province: volunteers
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) — I would
like to express appreciation for the concept of
volunteerism and the selfless service to the community
by tens of thousands of various volunteers within the
South Eastern Province who serve the community in
important facilities like the Country Fire Authority, the
State Emergency Service, as justices of the peace and a
wide variety of other roles. It is almost impossible to
completely recognise those people who provide such
valuable service. Just as a representative short list I
would like to recognise the community service of Bruce
Buchan in education, Ruth Rae for services to scouting
and guides, Ken Archer for Rotary and aged care,
Shirley Archer for aged care and community visitation,
Bill Rae for field and game activities and Captain Dick
Cox, the Western Port harbour master.
The contribution that our tens of thousands of
volunteers make to the community is priceless. Those
individuals whom I have mentioned are representative
of the many people who serve selflessly and make a
wonderful contribution to our community.
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The concept of volunteerism is extremely important
because it is given from the heart by people who care
and are dedicated. Because it is unpaid work it is
extremely important for not only the type of service that
is given but its value to the community.

Winton Raceway: V8 supercars
Hon. R. G. MITCHELL (Central Highlands) —
There is fantastic news for the residents of Benalla and
the north-east of Victoria in general, with the Australian
Vee Eight Supercar Company Pty Ltd (AVESCO)
announcing next year’s V8 supercar season and that the
races will be on again at Winton. The V8 supercars
bring a lot of visitors and money to the north-east
region, in particular around Benalla, Wangaratta,
Mansfield et cetera. It was through the hard work of
people like Mick Ronke, the shire, with mayor John
Brownstein, and members of the community who got
behind it, that AVESCO was convinced that the only
event held in regional Victoria for V8 supercars is
worth having and is worth having at Winton. Winton
offers probably the best viewing of any racetrack across
Australia. The turnout of some 100 000 over the last
three days of the last event is proof of just what a
fantastic event it can be and what a fantastic place to be,
in the north-east of Victoria in and around Benalla,
Mansfield et cetera, where there are many wonderful
things to see and do.
Hon. E. G. Stoney interjected.
Hon. R. G. MITCHELL — The government has
been very helpful to Winton. We have put in a lot of
infrastructure and been involved in meeting the
challenges that are faced by AVESCO as they go. If
members have a free weekend from 18 to 20 May next
year, it would be worth their while getting up to Winton
and seeing what a fantastic event the local community
can run. Let us hope that it stays on the calendar for a
long time to come.

Planning: Mornington Peninsula
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — My matter
today concerns the future of the Mornington Peninsula
and in particular the need for a separate and distinct
planning policy for the Mornington Peninsula. It is
disgraceful that the Minister for Planning has now ruled
on the peninsula and Melbourne 2030. It is now full
steam ahead — the metro sprawl is going to head down
the peninsula, with the high-rise, high-density
development that people in the Labor Party on the
peninsula support. The public meeting I spoke at there
left me with no doubt about what people on the
peninsula expect and want. Nobody on the peninsula to
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whom I have spoken wants high-rise, high-density
development, as provided for the peninsula in
Melbourne 2030 and as led off by this government in
the Mornington township.
The only people in favour of high-density, high-rise
development — Melbourne 2030-style development —
on the peninsula are members of the Labor Party.
Mr Puls, the candidate for Mornington, Ms Buchanan,
the Labor member for Hastings and the upper house
members are supportive of the government plan to push
development onto the peninsula and are refusing to
recognise its separate and distinct nature. People move
to the peninsula to get a new lifestyle, one that is
different from that in metropolitan Melbourne; the
tourism industry depends on it — and Labor has to be
stopped.

Federal Parliament: superannuation
Mr SMITH (Chelsea) — My matter is a little
controversial, I suppose. I rise to condemn the Prime
Minister for his initial decision to reduce the
superannuation of incoming politicians at the next
election. This was a pathetic, knee-jerk reaction to the
misguided views of Mr Mark Latham. I note that
Mr Mark Latham, the hypocrite, is a beneficiary of the
old system. The Prime Minister has compounded that
decision with his attempts to rectify it by increasing
employer contributions from 9 to 15.4 per cent and
adding three months salary for those defeated members
of Parliament who qualify.
The cold, hard fact is that the issue of politicians’ salary
packages will always be contentious. Therefore we
should have a genuine debate on the issue, not these
pathetic attempts to paper over it. The Prime Minister
claims that the gene pool is enhanced by having an
appropriate package. He is correct. This was also the
case when he was spooked by Mark Latham. What has
changed since then? Nothing. The political expediency
displayed by this Prime Minister knows no bounds. I
call upon the Prime Minister to initiate a review of all
salaries and conditions that apply, to address this issue
once and for all.

Aboriginals: Sunraysia employment project
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — Last week
I had the pleasure of attending and speaking at the
indigenous employee of the year award dinner at
Mildura. The function was essentially an evening to
celebrate outstanding success and personal
achievement. It was the crowning event to finish off the
Sunraysia Area Consultative Committee’s employment
project.
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The project is seen as a success for many and varied
reasons, not the least being that it has achieved the
milestone of assisting over 100 — I believe the figure
cited that night was 140 — indigenous job seekers to
gain full-time employment since July 2003. It is a really
good effort. This program, and others like it, is
important for many reasons. It attracts funding and
financial assistance to a wide range of employers in the
area and it gives otherwise disadvantaged youth the
opportunity to lead full and rewarding lives. It does so
by maintaining their pride and dignity whilst delivering
a sense of purpose, achievement and success.
It has been a team effort, and that should not be missed.
The youth, employers, mentors and people behind the
project should rightly be proud of what has been
achieved. The biggest achievement is that of the young
people who have rightly become role models for all our
youth, regardless of race — and they have been an
inspiration to many others. They were game enough to
get up and have a go. The career paths these
participants have chosen or been invited to investigate
further are very diverse.
The evening was a great success due to the efforts put
in, but the real success story — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Hospitals: privatisation
Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — Yesterday morning I was
listening to AM on 774 ABC radio and heard the federal
Minister for Health and Ageing, Tony Abbott, suggest
that public hospitals should be managed by the private
sector. I was reminded of the privatisation of hospitals
in Victoria during the period of the Kennett
government. I thought it was a timely reminder to
everyone in Victoria of the kind of policy and
philosophy the Liberal Party would have if it came back
into government in Victoria. It would privatise our
public health system again, as it did in the Latrobe
Valley with the Latrobe Regional Hospital. That turned
out to be a complete failure, and the government had to
come in and rescue it.
Mr Abbott has let the cat out of the bag; the Liberal
Party is still the same leopard. It has not changed its
spots and intends to go down the same path of
privatising our health system — of cutting, slashing and
burning — if it gets back into government in Victoria.
The Leader of the Opposition in the other place,
Mr Baillieu, says he does not regret the closure of
300 schools in Victoria. It clearly is not going to — —
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The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Multicultural affairs: language services project
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) — I
want to let Parliament know that I was delighted to
attend the Colliver Road Children’s Centre in
Shepparton on Monday to launch a language services
project. It is a partnership between the Regional
Information and Advocacy Council, the Department of
Human Services Hume region and the Victorian Office
of Multicultural Affairs. It is a resource that has been
developed so that providers of services to young
children have a booklet that gives them information
about families from the various regions — where
people have migrated from or have come as refugees to
settle in the Greater Shepparton area. It gives them
cultural and historical information about how these
cultures have dealt with their families and children, so it
gives them an appreciation of some areas of cultural
sensitivity. The centre also provides an information
sheet so that service providers are easily able to contact
an interpreter if needed. It is a very valuable resource,
and I congratulate all those involved in this project.

GAMBLING REGULATION (LIMITATION
OF NUMBER OF GAMING MACHINES)
BILL
Second reading
By leave, ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated on motion of Hon. PHILIP DAVIS
(Gippsland).
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
Today I introduce the Gambling Regulation (Limitation of
Number of Gaming Machines) Bill 2006, which will amend
the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 to impose a cap on the
number of gaming machines in Victoria.
Problem gambling does not just affect the person with the
addiction. It also affects partners, children, extended families,
friends and our local communities.
When gambling is no longer a fun recreational activity and
becomes an obsession, there are horrific consequences.
Crime, drug and alcohol addiction, family violence and abuse,
financial hardship, divorce and broken homes are some of the
most common consequences.
While the flow-on effects through families and communities
from gambling problems are obvious, the true extent of the
damage cannot be accurately judged because
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gambling-related crimes are not recorded as such. Therefore
there are no statistics that show us in black and white the real
extent to which problem gambling is affecting our
communities.
What we do know is that Victoria has a population of
3.9 million adults over the age of 18. In Victoria there are
521 gaming venues with 27 500 gaming machines outside the
casino. In the past year, gamblers spent $2 472 451 853 on
gaming machines. This equates to $630 for every single
Victorian, whether they gamble or not.
Welfare organisations such as the Salvation Army,
St Vincent de Paul and Wesley Mission are often left to deal
with the aftermath of gambling addiction in both metropolitan
and country Victoria. Such is the issue of problem gambling,
that central to the activities of all these organisations are
support services to those affected by gambling problems.
They are dealing with the poverty and social problems that
are a direct result of gambling addictions.
At the root of the financial, criminal and social problems
created by problem gambling are poker machines. The
reasons why some people are susceptible to addictions such
as gambling while others can have the odd flutter and walk
away are varied. But the fact remains that if fewer gaming
machines existed in Victoria, the fewer opportunities those
with gambling issues will have to feed their addictions.
The Liberal Party believes there are many things that need to
be done to curb problem gambling in Victoria.
We believe the ban on 24-hour poker machine venues other
than Crown Casino should remain, in conjunction with the
mandatory minimum closure of 4 hours.
The current self-exclusion program should be extended to
include all hotels and clubs. This would make it easier for
those who recognise they have a gambling problem to
exclude themselves from their addictions.
The Liberal Party proposes cash payouts for gaming machine
wins be capped at $1000, with the balance to be paid into a
nominated bank account only. This would prevent problem
gamblers from losing their winnings.
The current ban of automatic teller machines on the gaming
floor should be maintained, along with daily withdrawal
limits of $200.
There are a number of initiatives the Liberal Party believes
should be implemented to assist problem gamblers. The first
step in gaining control of problem gambling in Victoria is to
propose the Parliament adopt a legislative cap on the number
of gaming machines in Victorian gaming venues.
The number of gaming machines in Victoria outside the
casino is subject to ministerial direction, with a current cap of
27 500 set by the Kennett government.
Through this private members bill, it is proposed that the act
be amended to limit the number of gaming machines
available under ministerial direction to 22 000.
This limit would be in place from 15 April 2012, allowing for
current licences to expire.
The Liberal Party also proposes that the established 80:20
distribution of machines between metropolitan and country
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Victoria be maintained. The distribution between hotels and
clubs will also be maintained at the present fifty-fifty split.
We recognise small clubs and hotels, with fewer than
25 gaming machines, are likely to be made unviable if they
lose machines, therefore these hotels and clubs will retain
their present number of machines.
Venues with less than 25 gaming machines should be exempt
from reductions, venues with between 26 and 100 machines
will be required to reduce the number of machines to either
meet the new threshold of 25 or meet a 20 per cent reduction
and the maximum number of machines permitted at a venue
should be 80.
In addition, the Casino Control Act 1991 limits the maximum
number of gaming machines in the casino at 2500.
This is a once-in-a-lifetime opportunity to reduce the number
of gaming machines in Victoria. Such an opportunity will not
arise for another 20 years following the issuing of new
licences.
Problem gambling is placing an unacceptable and
unsustainable burden on families, communities and the
welfare system.
Limiting the number of gaming machines available to
problem gamblers is the first step in gaining control of this
social affliction.
Therefore I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Hon. KAYE
DARVENIZA (Melbourne West).
Debate adjourned until next day.

CIVIL UNIONS BILL
Introduction and first reading
Hon. A. P. OLEXANDER (Silvan) introduced a bill
to provide for civil unions, to make consequential
amendments to certain acts and for other purposes.
Read first time.
Second reading
By leave, ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated on motion of Hon. A. P. OLEXANDER
(Silvan).
Hon. A. P. OLEXANDER (Silvan) — By leave, I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.
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Incorporated speech as follows:
The Civil Unions Bill 2006 is a long overdue and historic
piece of legislation.
It builds strongly upon major steps forward which have been
taken by successive Victorian governments, of all particular
political persuasions, in the areas of human rights over many
years.
This bill, and its enactment by the Parliament of this state,
enhances Victoria’s position as a jurisdiction which makes
real a commitment to equality, freedom, dignity and respect
for all of its people, without fear or favour — without bigotry
or prejudice.
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Civil unions are a completely distinct legal mechanism by
which two individuals can have their relationship formalised
and acknowledged by the state of Victoria, and thereby attract
similar, and in some cases identical, responsibilities,
entitlements and rights to those which accrue to married
couples in Victoria.
The mechanics and technical aspects of this bill are relatively
straightforward, and in many instances adopt rules which
apply rules which apply to couples who are married under
federal law.
In a similar way to the federal Marriage Act 1961, this bill
establishes safeguards around the establishment of civil
unions.

It is a bill which edifies Victoria’s commitment to equality of
opportunity, and equality before the law for each of its
citizens. It is a piece of legislation which works to enhance
Victoria’s equal opportunity legislation and domestic
partnerships laws in a very important and meaningful way.

These include: the minimum ages of participants; existing
prior relationships; prohibited relationships; notice of
intention to enter a civil union; authorisations and consents;
terminations; court orders; registration of celebrants;
cancellation of registrations; identification and certification;
and recognition of corresponding laws of other jurisdictions.

This bill draws strongly upon the excellent and
well-intentioned work of the Australian Capital Territory
(ACT) government in its civil unions legislation which was
overturned earlier this year by the federal Parliament which
used its territories powers under the federal constitution.

In most instances, these provisions of the bill replicate exactly
those rules which apply to marriages, but in some instances
the provisions differ where the context of Victorian legislation
differs from that of the commonwealth.

This piece of legislation, whilst closely modelled upon the
courageous work done in the Australian Capital Territory, is
not constitutionally put at risk, or jeopardised, by the
invocation of the territories powers of the federal Parliament.

The Civil Unions Bill also amends consequentially a number
of other pieces of Victorian legislation. Chief amongst these is
the Births, Deaths and Marriages Registration Act 1996. This
act is amended to allow the registration of civil unions and
other related matters.

As a sovereign state of the Australian federation, Victoria has
an unassailable constitutional right to promulgate legislation
such as this. The successful passage of this bill through both
houses of the Victorian Parliament would mark a first for any
Australian state, and would act as a beacon to other states
who also value equality, freedom, dignity and respect for all
of their citizens.
But the Victorian Civil Unions Bill 2006 also differs from the
ACT legislation in some important ways.
This bill uses the term ‘gender’ rather than ‘sex’ as occurred
in the ACT legislation. The term ‘gender’ is more inclusive of
those people who are intersex individuals and those who
undergo gender reassignment medical treatment.
Also, this bill does not automatically confer the right to
facilitate a civil union onto marriage celebrants who are
empowered under federal laws.
Suitable individuals will be entitled to apply to the Victorian
registrar of births, deaths and marriages for registration as a
civil union celebrant. The registrar will be empowered to
prescribe the circumstances and procedure for this to take
place in Victoria.

In recognition of the fact that all rights and entitlements
should be accompanied by commensurate responsibilities and
obligations, the schedule of consequential amendments makes
changes to 47 other pieces of Victorian legislation.
These include the Accident Compensation Act 1985;
Administration and Probate Act 1958; Crimes (Family
Violence) Act 1987; Education Act 1958; Education and
Training Reform Act 2006; Equal Opportunity Act 1995;
Guardianship and Administration Act 1986; Health Records
Act 2001; Human Tissue Act 1982; Land Acquisition and
Compensation Act 1986; Land Tax Act 1958; Members of
Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978; Parliamentary
Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968; Police Assistance
Compensation Act 1968; Property Law Act 1958; Residential
Tenancies Act 1997; Retirement Villages Act 1986; State
Employees Retirement Benefits Act 1979; State
Superannuation Act 1988; Transport Accident Act 1986;
Victims of Crime Assistance Act 1996; Wills Act 1997 and
the Witness Protection Act 1991.
These and other acts are amended to accord the same
responsibilities and rights to those in a civil union with those
who are married.

Marriage celebrants will not be prevented from being
separately registered as civil union celebrants in Victoria if
their applications are successful.

This bill recognises that the argument that only heterosexual
relationships are worthy of equality before the law is no
longer tenable.

It needs to be stressed that a civil union is not a marriage as
defined by federal law. In no way do civil unions affect or
impact on marriages as they are currently defined by the
commonwealth.

This truth is as salient today as our acceptance that the world
is not flat, women are not inferior and homosexuality or
gender identity is not a choice.
Civilised democracies now accept that denying people basic
human rights based upon sexual orientation, gender identity
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or any natural factor which is different to most, but natural to
many, is no longer an acceptable justification in a modern
social context.
It is this reality, and the progressive and sophisticated
advancement of a just and fair society that propels this bill,
and it is that which I call upon today.
In presenting this Civil Unions Bill to the Victorian
Parliament, I am asking you, the elected leaders of a civilised
state, chosen for your sense of justice and equality for all —
the very foundations of fair governance — to no longer
tolerate the abrogation of the human rights of many
Victorians.
Those Victorians who are currently denied their human rights
come from all walks of life — we are nurses, teachers,
plumbers, doctors, lawyers, farmers and, yes, even
politicians — and we seek the basic platform of equality
afforded all other Victorians.
Support for this bill will enable us to lead proud, decent,
legitimised and honourable lives — like any other citizen who
chooses to call the state of Victoria home.
To continue to deny every Victorian the right to honour their
relationships in such a manner, and without the full protection
of the law, is to diminish the value of their relationships, their
contribution to society, their self-worth and most importantly
their fundamental human rights.
Less than 20 years ago, the formal recognition of same-sex
relationships was considered unobtainable by most. But
history has shown that good ideas, that logical debate, that
timeless rationale will ultimately triumph over discrimination,
and over inexplicable bigotry and prejudice.
Whilst this bill will not stop many acts of bigotry and
prejudice against same-sex-attracted people, or the gender
diverse, it will grant dignity, grace and pride to those among
us who have been or are the victims of bigotry, discrimination
and prejudice in this state.
I ask members to ponder this question: how can we expect
our community to recognise the formal and legal legitimacy
of same-sex relationships if our lawmakers choose not to?
The passage of this bill will grant many Victorians the right
under Victorian law to be acknowledged in their relationships
by their friends, families, children and fellow Victorians. The
passage of this legislation will send a powerful message of
acceptance and respect.
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Denying same-sex couples and the gender diverse the
equality taken for granted as a fundamental human right by
the rest of Victoria’s people perpetuates an injustice and a
continued prejudice which a large majority of Victorians will
no longer accept or tolerate.
This bill is worthy of the support of all members of this
Parliament, and has the support of all fair-minded Victorians.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Hon. J. G. HILTON
(Western Port).
Debate adjourned until next day.

WATER: MANAGEMENT
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — I move:
That this house condemns the government for its
mismanagement of Victoria’s water resources, its failure to
plan for prolonged drought, its knee-jerk and ill-conceived
proposal to pipe water from northern Victoria across the
Great Dividing Range to Ballarat and calls for the immediate
implementation of bold water saving measures, including
recycling wastewater and capturing storm event run-off and
that these initiatives be funded from the $1.6 billion the
government has extracted from water authorities by way of
‘dividends’ since coming to office.

At the outset I want to say that The Nationals will
concede 10 minutes of their allocated time to
Ms Hadden, who also desires to make a contribution to
this debate.
The motion I have just moved is in a number of parts,
each of which is in itself worthy of a debate. I will be
dealing with some of the aspects and my colleagues
will be dealing with others. There is no doubt that the
Victorian community is rapidly coming to the
conclusion that this government is grossly
mismanaging Victoria’s water resources, and the
community is rapidly coming to the conclusion that the
current Minister for Water is clearly out of his depth in
managing water resources.

The passage of this bill will encourage many gay and lesbian
Victorians to abandon lives sadly led in a cloak of secrecy and
shame, and enable them to take their rightful place as proud
and equal citizens of this state. The forces which promote
prejudice and discrimination in Victoria can only be
weakened by the passage of this legislation, and the
opportunity for all Victorians to embrace a rich tapestry of
diversity will be enhanced.

This is not a drought that has suddenly come upon us. It
is not as if we have not had due warning about it; we
are now in the ninth successive year of below average
rainfall in Victoria. It has been a creeping situation. It
has not suddenly occurred, and the government should
have been taking notice of it.

The passage of this legislation will enable parents to share in
the celebration and formal declaration of their children’s love
and happiness. And in doing so, we will grant mums and
dads, aunts and uncles, brothers and sisters, grandparents and
cousins the greatest of all wishes — to see their loved ones
happy — without harming or hurting anyone. This should not
be our choice, but a duty of good and fair governance.

There are the ill-conceived and knee-jerk reactions to
this shortage of water that I will deal with at some
length, and I will look at some of the initiatives that the
government ought to be taking for the long-term benefit
of Victorians. I will examine what has happened to the
$1.6 billion the government has extracted from water
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authorities since it came to office, as well as talk about
the secret environmental levy — the secret tax — it
imposes on water consumers in this state.
Let me at the outset talk a little about the drought.
Despite the fact, as I have said, that Victoria — and
particularly the southern half of the nation generally —
is in the ninth successive year of rainfall deficiency, I
was quite alarmed and found it extraordinary that in the
budget speech bought down by the Treasurer in May
this year the word ‘drought’ was not once mentioned.
Hon. B. W. Bishop — The Treasurer did not know
it was on.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — There was no
acknowledgment whatsoever, Mr Bishop, of the
disaster that was approaching Victorians. I was even
more alarmed at the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee hearing into the budget estimates to have
the Minister for Agriculture from another place,
Mr Cameron, not once in his presentation to the
committee mention drought.
At that hearing the minister seemed to spend most of
his time claiming credit for restocking Lake Yarrambat
in, I understand, the electorate of Yan Yean as if that
were some great achievement of the Department of
Primary Industries. What on earth the provision of fish
for recreational fishers and tourists has to do with the
agricultural portfolio quite escapes me.
Be that as it may, it was left to me through questioning
on behalf of the committee to try to find out from
Minister Cameron how prepared his department was for
drought. I was very disappointed indeed with his
responses, and a perusal of the transcript of the
committee’s hearing will quickly demonstrate why I
was so disappointed.
Let us acknowledge how serious this drought is. There
is now destocking going on across much of Victoria,
particularly in the Wimmera and the Mallee. Not only
is feed disappearing but surface water is disappearing
and you cannot maintain stock, even if you buy in feed,
if you do not have any water for that stock.
For example, in the state’s irrigation areas, the prime
dairying area in the Goulburn Valley this season has a
water allocation of 17 per cent; it is only the second
time in history that less than 100 per cent has been
allocated. The Greenham abattoir at Tongala specialises
in dealing with that class of livestock dairy cows, but
instead of it being the traditional old choppers going
into that abattoir, valuable young stock are going
through it now; farmers can no longer keep those cows
because they have no water to grow feed for them.
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Here we are, midway through September, and we have
had no decent rain. We and the government cannot be
Micawber-like, hoping that something is going to turn
up because even if the heavens open in the next month
or so, the prospect of Goulburn Valley farmers getting
anywhere near their water entitlement this year is
simply nonexistent. Yet they are expected to pay for the
water they are not getting. The government has been
very unsympathetic in considering what action it might
take to alleviate that hardship. It is little wonder that we
are seeing extraordinary stress coming to the surface
among farmers and small businesses in the Goulburn
Valley as they approach the prospect of one of the most
serious seasons ever in this country since European
settlement.
What have we had from the government since the
member for Albert Park in the other place, John
Thwaites, has been Minister for Water? We have had
glossy brochures, we have had the green paper and we
have had the white paper. I am all in favour of planning
for the future — of going out and consulting the
community, of addressing the way we have done things
in the past and finding better ways to do them in the
future — but I was pilloried in some parts of my
electorate for saying the white paper was a reasonable
document. I still believe it is a reasonable document,
but where is it now? Is it the bible that is guiding this
government now? Is it what the government is
following? No. The government has gone into absolute
panic mode.
We have listened to the Minister for Water claiming
credit for putting water down the Snowy River out into
Bass Strait and we have listened to him claiming credit
for the Living Murray initiative and the funds that are
being spent on River Murray health — despite the fact
that most of the funds were coming from the federal
government in any event — and we now have
Mr Thwaites going into panic mode. He has lost the
plot when it comes to managing water, and he is
running around the state like a headless chook. We are
getting all sorts of off-the-cuff announcements coming
at us willy-nilly. First the Ballarat pipeline proposal was
announced. Then yesterday or the day before the
announcement was made about shower heads —
according to the newspapers 180 000 shower heads are
to be issued free of charge. One wonders what the
definition of ‘free’ is in that context, bearing in mind
there is a secret environmental tax on water users and
presumably that is what is being used to pay for these
shower heads.
What do country people think about this minister now,
and what do they think about some of his
announcements? I want to demonstrate to the house
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some of the attitudes that are being expressed around
country Victoria. If we look at the Weekly Times of last
week we see that it states:
Goulburn irrigators and communities are reeling from another
horrendous drought.

What does water minister John Thwaites do? He offers
to pipe their water into crucial Labor electorates. The
big headline is ‘Condemned’.
If we look at the Country News, which circulates
widely in northern Victoria, we see the headline
‘Irrigators horrified’. If we look at the North East
Farmer we see the headline ‘You’re (pipe) dreaming’.
If we look at the Wangaratta Chronicle of Monday this
week we see the headline ‘Livelihood being drained
away’. That is referring in particular to Lake Mokoan,
but nevertheless that sentiment about the Ballarat
pipeline proposal is being felt and expressed by farmers
and townspeople right throughout northern Victoria.
Their livelihood is being drained away for the benefit of
other Victorians. The Border Mail of Saturday
26 August, in a somewhat different context, has a front
page photograph of the Minister for Water and a story
headed ‘Artful dodger’.
I want to say to members of the Labor backbench that
this minister has become a liability to them. He is now
out of control. It is all very well for them to think they
came to government in 1999 on the back of a regional
vote which may have turned from the then government.
I say to these Labor backbenchers that they now have in
Minister Thwaites a minister who is rapidly losing
support for their party throughout regional Victoria
because of his behaviour, his off-the-cuff decisions, his
failure to put forward a coherent policy and, above all,
his deception.
Hon. P. R. Hall — Like the Artful Dodger, he will
eventually be caught out.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — That is right, Mr Hall.
Like the Artful Dodger, he will be caught out.
Ms Carbines — A fictional character.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — Maybe Mr Thwaites is a
bit fictional; that is true. Let me talk about this
deceptive behaviour in relation to the Ballarat pipeline.
Mr Thwaites was in Shepparton on the very day he later
announced the Ballarat pipeline proposal in Ballarat.
When he was in Shepparton did he mention that he was
about to announce a proposal which would take water
from Shepparton to Ballarat? One would have thought
any honest politician and any honest minister of the
government, being in the place from whence water was
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about to taken, might have taken the locals into their
confidence. But, no, the Minister for Water came up
there spruiking his usual spin about how good the
Bracks government is in terms of managing water, and
never once gave the slightest hint of what he had in
mind to announce later in the day. I think that is very
deceptive.
Hon. D. K. Drum — Gutless.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — And it is, to use
Mr Drum’s term, gutless. No wonder the Minister for
Water in the other place is losing the confidence of the
people of Victoria, particularly those in country
Victoria. Just think for a moment about the principle of
piping water from the Goulburn Valley over to Ballarat.
In a sense that principle gets a bit of a run in today’s
Age in reference to Gippsland with the proposal to take
good potable water from Gippsland back to Melbourne
and exchange it with recycled wastewater flowing from
Melbourne to Gippsland. I notice one of the mayors
said it was pinching Gippsland’s water to prop up
development elsewhere in Victoria, and that is pretty
right.
That is exactly what the Ballarat pipeline proposal is all
about. It is pinching water out of the Goulburn Valley,
an area that is already under pressure as I have already
demonstrated, to take it across the Great Dividing
Range to promote development in Ballarat. I have
nothing against Ballarat; I hope the city develops and
keeps growing, and I hope industry continues to go to
Ballarat, but surely it has to find water resources on its
side of the Divide rather than bringing it out of the dry
north. What is the next thing? If you pipe it over the
Divide to Ballarat you set a precedent, and it is obvious
that the next thing is to pipe it to Melbourne. We know
when the water resources bill was before this
Parliament the Minister for Water said with his hand on
his heart that he would never take water from north of
the Divide for metropolitan Melbourne. But we all
recall that he would not put it in the legislation. He
would not accept our challenge to put it in the
legislation, and I say he is no longer trusted. Country
people no longer believe the assurance he gave a couple
of years ago, and they are in grave fear that they are
about to have their water purloined for Melbourne as
well.
Geelong is next on the list. If you are going to pipe it to
Ballarat why would you not pipe it to Geelong? No
wonder country people are very concerned about this.
What are the implications if you allow water to go from
the north of Victoria across the Great Dividing Range
into the south? Some people predict that climate change
is serious, and as far as I am concerned the jury is still
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out on climate change, but there is no doubt there is
circumstantial evidence that we are in a period of
substantial climate change.
One should look at some of the worst-case scenarios
put forward by organisations like the CSIRO, for
example, that has said it could lead to a reduction of up
to 45 per cent in the Murray–Darling Basin catchment
and if not at least in the order of a 25 per cent reduction
in stream flow in the Murray–Darling Basin. If that
comes to pass by the year 2050 — and I have no way of
knowing whether it will or it will not, and I do not think
any scientist knows it yet — surely every drop of water
in the Murray–Darling Basin will be required to grow
food to feed the cities of Australia and to earn export
income.
We already know that the great food bowl of Australia
is in our irrigation areas. We produce an immense
amount of our production off a very small proportion of
our land mass, and that is mainly the irrigation areas. If
climate change is going to mean a reduction of stream
inflows in that area in the order of 25 per cent, how can
the purloining of water from that area to take it over the
Great Divide to an urban population ever be justified at
this time? We are going to need every drop of water in
the agricultural industry in the future if climate change
is on the way to the degree that some scientists are
suggesting.
I have in my pocket a badge that I got in Toronto,
Canada. It says, ‘Farmers feed cities!’. Melbourne
people need to remember that. Those who are
advocating that we remove water from agricultural
irrigation areas into urban areas remote from those
localities need to remember that is the situation and that
in due course they may very much regret that they have
undermined the capacity to produce cheap, abundant,
clean green food for the cities.
As I have often remarked in this house, we need to
remember that farmers are not the end users of the
water. It is those people who go into the supermarkets
and buy the iceberg lettuce, the litre of milk and the
lamb chops who are the end users of water. They are
the consumers. Let us get away from this assertion that
farmers are using 75 per cent of the water and that they
can therefore relinquish some of it. They are not the end
users; the food consumers are the end users, and let us
never forget that.
If one looks at some of the surveys that have come out
in recent days about how little metropolitan people
understand what happens on farms, one can see how
easy it could be for political decisions to be made that
play to the gallery rather than take into account what is
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realistic in this country and what our long-term future is
going to be.
We all acknowledge, for example, that Bendigo has a
very severe problem with its urban water supply — and
I am sure my colleague Mr Drum will make some
reference to that. But surely if anything is to be done in
Bendigo — and a pipeline to Bendigo may well be
built — we have first to look at what savings can be
made in the Bendigo area itself. This government needs
to have a good look at its planning provisions, because I
understand there are many aesthetic and domestic dams
on rural lifestyle properties being installed upstream of
Lake Eppalock. Despite the fact that the municipalities
are refusing permits, the proponents are taking their
plans off to the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal, and it is authorising the construction of that
water storage. This seems to me to be an absolute
conflict in public policy, and the government ought to
have a look at it.
I know the government has said, ‘If we have got willing
sellers of water, why can we not go into the
marketplace and buy it for urban supplies?’. I say we
need to keep our scarce water resources in agriculture,
which keeps on producing wealth year after year. We
do not want to be spiriting that water off for filling
urban swimming pools. We cannot afford to use the
resource for a non-productive use such as that. We need
to maintain our water supplies in agriculture. Yes, there
will be trading; yes, there will be willing sellers and
willing buyers; but we need to keep the water within
the wealth-producing segment of the community.
We should just have a look at what this government has
done since it has been in office.
Hon. J. A. Vogels — Nothing.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — That is about right,
Mr Vogels, in terms of water. It has not initiated and
completed one water savings project. I notice that in the
Herald Sun on Monday the minister is reported as
claiming credit for the Eildon Dam wall. The Eildon
Dam wall has been strengthened — work mainly paid
for by the irrigators, as it happens — but that process
did not preserve or acquire one extra litre of water. It is
not a water savings initiative to strengthen the Eildon
Dam wall. It is not saving one jot of water, yet the
minister is reported as claiming in the Herald Sun on
Monday that this was a water savings initiative by his
government.
We can look at the Lake Mokoan project initiated by
this government — but certainly not finalised by it. If
ever there was a flawed process, the Mokoan example
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should be looked at in terms of how the government
managed it. It is the fast train and Southern Cross
station et cetera revisited. There was a failed
consultation process, failure to guarantee security of
supply for the irrigators who rely on Lake Mokoan, an
inability to convince the citizens of Benalla that they
will not be flooded if Mokoan is decommissioned and a
proposed wetlands restoration with funding originally
set at $1 million, when everyone knows that area will
just end up as a haven for weeds and feral animals and
that much more than $1 million will be required if
Mokoan is decommissioned and the wetlands restored.
It was a flawed process from go to whoa, yet it is the
only initiative that this minister can lay his hands on in
any attempt whatsoever to get some water savings
through infrastructure provision. I do not think anyone
is confident that this minister can deliver on Lake
Mokoan at all.
Let me turn to look at the $1.6 billion in dividends the
government has extracted from the water authorities
since it came to office. It is an extraordinary amount of
money in dividends, and in a sense they are
dividends — the government is the owner of these
authorities, and owners usually expect a return on their
investment. But I would have thought, bearing in mind
how run down some of our urban water infrastructure is
in this state, it might have been far better if the funds
that were taken as dividends had been reinvested in
upgrading the infrastructure. For example, City West
Water has had between $50 million and $90 million a
year taken from it by way of dividends, yet we all know
that the part of Melbourne’s water supply infrastructure
that is administered by City West Water is the oldest
part, that many of the pipes are made of cast iron, that
many of them are in very poor condition and break, and
that we have water loss of quite significant volumes.
Yet the government has seen fit to rip out that money,
which might have been better spent on replacing that
very aged infrastructure.
One can also look at what the government has taken in
dividends elsewhere, such as from Melbourne Water. It
took $114 million in 1999–2000, $119 million the
following year, then $98 million, $99 million and
$96 million in the following three years, and
$41 million this year. That is an extraordinary outflow
of funds which could have been better spent on
upgrading infrastructure. And one could go on and on
about this.
What is there to show for it? Where have the funds
garnered by way of those dividends been spent? Have
they been spent on infrastructure upgrades in the water
industry? It appears not, or not to any degree in any
event. I think the government has woken up to the fact
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that it has been managing water authorities poorly,
because if one looks at some of them now, particularly
the rural bodies, one sees that the government has not
taken a dividend from them for a couple of years. I
applaud that, but it is a pretty poor show that it took this
greedy government so long to wake up to the fact that
you cannot bleed these authorities dry and expect them
to maintain their assets.
Of course we also have the environmental levy — this
secret tax that every water consumer is now paying. We
know what this government did. It refused to allow the
water authorities to list the levy as a line item on water
rate notices because if that were done people would
know they were paying a tax, could hold the
government to account and could inquire as to where
that tax was being spent. It is just being ripped out of
them in a very deceptive manner. No-one knows where
that money is going, but presumably it will pay for the
shower heads that the minister has been crowing about
this week.
I want to leave time for my colleagues to contribute to
the debate, but I ask the question: what work has been
done on stormwater collection, for example? The
surface area of Melbourne — concrete, bitumen and
roofs — collects a tremendous amount of water
amounting to millions of megalitres a year. That water
runs out to sea after every storm event. We are facing a
water crisis, yet it appears that no serious work at all
has been done on collecting and reusing that water.
When we look at water recycling we get the Gippsland
situation, which Mr Hall will talk about. What we are
seeing there — what country people see and I think
what city people are now seeing — is that this
government has gone into panic mode. It does not have
the answers, and it has been unable to deliver any water
savings projects of any significance at all. We have had
plenty of spin, but now the government is robbing Peter
in the country to pay Paul in the city by bringing water
from country areas into urban areas, even across the
Great Dividing Range.
The government is certainly upsetting country
residents, as I have alluded to in the newspaper articles
I have quoted from. But it is also annoying and
upsetting city residents, because they see Labor’s
no-new-dams mantra as robbing Melbourne of its very
valuable reputation as one of the most livable cities in
the world and turning it into some sort of Los Angeles
desert because of its failure to properly plan for
Melbourne’s future water supply. The government
really has the tiger by the tail when it comes to water. It
is the issue that can bring down the government. It is an
issue on which the Minister for Water, despite all the
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promises when he took over the job in 2002 about how
great he was and what he was going to achieve, has
turned out to be a failure. The government of which he
is a part stands condemned.
Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — I am very pleased to
speak on behalf of the government this morning against
the motion The Nationals have brought before us. I am
pleased to have the opportunity to speak about what the
government is actually doing to tackle the biggest issue
confronting our state — that is, the sustained drought
that has been going on for approaching a decade in
Victoria.
We all know that this drought has been a hard time for
Victorians. When I was first appointed as Parliamentary
Secretary for Environment nearly four years ago
farmers used to tell me that this was the worst drought
in the last 10 years. Later they told me it was the worst
drought in their living memory. Now farmers are
saying it is the worst drought in the history of white
settlement in Victoria. There is no doubt that Victoria is
seeing the first ravages of climate change, as indeed is
the rest of Australia. Last year was the hottest year on
record globally, and the five years preceding that were
the hottest years ever. The global climate is certainly
changing, and the government has to tackle that issue
across the state. At the moment we are debating a bill
about renewable energy.
We have been working incredibly hard to tackle water
issues across the state. The CSIRO predicts that there
will be about an 8 per cent loss in stream flows by
2020, which is very alarming, and up to a 20 per cent
loss by 2050. We know that the way we have manage
our water resources historically in our state is
unsustainable. We commenced a process three years
ago — the Our Water Our Future consultation
process — to critically examine how we managed
water in this state and to put proposals to the Victorian
community as to how it could be managed more
sustainably into the future. We wanted to engage in a
conversation with Victorians to encourage them to
believe and know that they have a role to play in water
conservation no matter where they live or work.
We released a green paper — a discussion paper — and
received more than 600 submissions in response. We
held public forums around the state at which we
engaged with all stakeholders and consumers —
irrigators, farmers, domestic consumers, industry, and
specifically people from the water industry. We
engaged with all of them and asked them what their
views were on water, because we knew that if we were
to tackle this very hard issue of water conservation and
the management of our resources more sustainably we
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had to take Victorians with us on the journey. We had
to work with them, take them with us, to lead to a more
sustainable outcome.
This culminated in the release of Our Water Our Future
some two years ago, the Bracks government’s vision to
secure Victoria’s water supplies for the next 50 years.
The huge consultative process bore fruit, because we
have had incredible support for our vision from
irrigators, from environment groups, from the Victorian
Farmers Federation, from catchment management
authorities, from water authorities, from the industry
and from the Victorian community in general. I
consider the way in which the government has tackled
this critical environmental issue for our state to be the
hallmark of its second term in government.
I would like to take the house through some of the key
initiatives that are part of the government’s vision. We
have established for the first time an environmental
reserve for rivers ensuring that rivers have rights to
have water flowing in them. This is a challenging
concept for some people in this chamber who
historically have seen rivers purely for their own
purpose and extractive rights. We have made sure that
water authorities are in public hands. We know that the
previous coalition government was going to sell off
water authorities, privatise them, just as it did electricity
and gas. We have ensured that water authorities are
retained in public hands.
Our blueprint also contains the outlines for the
commencement of a process to establish regional water
strategies. Those consultation processes are under way
at the moment. I know that the region in which I live,
the central region, has had a consultative process
undertaken by the water authorities and by the
government to determine the central region water
strategy. We are looking forward to the outcome of that
process.
We have established the nation’s first permanent water
conservation measures, an idea that started in my home
town of Geelong where people, after being on water
restrictions for four years, had come to believe they
could do more to conserve water. Geelong had the first
permanent water conservation measures put in place.
Those measures have now been rolled out across the
state. Victorians have taken those up very well and
consider them to be sensible. Geelong has already
saved 5 per cent of supply through water conservation
measures in relation to water consumption in the state.
We have an aim of reducing Melbourne’s drinking
water consumption by 15 per cent by 2010. We also
aim to recycle 20 per cent of Melbourne’s wastewater
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by 2010. We have already increased that to 12 per cent
since we have been in government. When we came to
government the recycling of wastewater was 2 per cent.
Last time the coalition was in charge recycling stood at
2 per cent in Melbourne — it is now at 12 per cent. We
are also working to improve the efficiency of our
irrigation systems and want to increase their efficiency
by 25 per cent by 2020.
We are looking at and working carefully with
catchment management authorities to improve the
health of our rivers. A quarter of the state’s rivers are in
poor health.
Hon. David Koch interjected.
Ms CARBINES — I thank Mr Koch for his
interjection, because that displays his ignorance. I am
disappointed in someone who used to be a member of a
catchment management authority not seeming to
understand the link between the health of rivers and the
health of the catchment and how they are inextricably
linked. I thought he would have understood that better
than he has just displayed by his comments.
We are working with all Victorians to change not only
the way they think about water but the way they use it.
We have introduced a rising block tariff in the payment
for water so that people who use more water pay for it.
This has been predicated on a model based on the
average family’s consumption of water. That is another
way in which the government is tackling water
consumption across the state.
We heard Mr Baxter talk about a so-called secret tax on
water authorities. The levy on water authorities, which
was debated and passed by this chamber — some
$225 million — is invested back into the health of our
rivers.
Last year I visited the Goulburn Broken Catchment
Management Authority with Stephen Mills and Bill
O’Kane, and announced that $1 million would be
provided to improve the health of the Goulburn and
Broken rivers. That came directly as a result of that
levy. The money is being spent across Victoria.
We have introduced rebates for water efficient
appliances. Mr Baxter pooh-poohed the idea of the
shower roses that was announced this week. We will be
supplying 180 000 AAA shower roses across Victoria
which will save up to 2 billion litres of water every
year. Victorians are ready to embrace that sensible idea
of having water efficient appliances in their homes.
Last year I was out with staff from Barwon Water in
Geelong asking people to return their old nozzles from
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their hoses in exchange for a water efficient trigger
nozzle. We had a queue a mile long. People were very
happy to exchange their inefficient hose nozzles for
efficient trigger nozzles. I am firmly convinced that all
Victorians want to play their part. We know from the
uptake of the rebate system that we have supplied
130 000 rebates so far. It is a fantastic outcome.
We have set up the Victorian Water Trust — I
understand that a former member of The Nationals is
on that trust — which has some $320 million-worth of
funding to invest in water saving projects across the
state. It is doing an absolutely fantastic job.
We need to look no further than the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline to see Bracks government investment reaping
rewards for country Victoria. The Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline will replace 16 000 kilometres of open
channels with 9000 kilometres of pipes which will save
93 000 megalitres of water every year. The Bracks
government was the first government to have money on
the table for this project. The federal government, the
mates of the opposition and The Nationals, had to be
dragged kicking and screaming to the table to provide
funding for this project. Only two weeks ago I was in
Horsham at the opening of the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline office, which is the community information
point for farmers and people who are interested in
accessing water through the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline.
We are already implementing recycling schemes across
the state, such as the eastern irrigation scheme, which
recycles 5 billion litres of water, and the Werribee
recycling scheme, which also recycles 5 billion litres of
water every year. We are examining a proposal to pipe
to Gippsland all of the water that is currently put out to
sea at Gunnamatta. The proposal is to pipe that water to
Gippsland for use in the electricity generation industry,
replacing drinking water which is currently used in the
electricity generation industry with recycled water. Yet
The Nationals have been reported in the press this
morning as condemning the government’s sensible
proposal to replace drinking water that is used in
industry with recycled water. You have to ask: where is
the consistency? This project would take Melbourne’s
recycling rate up to over 40 per cent.
This morning we heard Mr Baxter condemning the
minister over the return of flows to the Snowy River,
yet we know that Victorians wholeheartedly support the
government’s commitment and the work that has been
done to return those flows to our icon river.
We heard Mr Baxter talk about the decommissioning of
Lake Mokoan. This is again an example of the
inconsistent, flip-flop approach of The Nationals to
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water conservation in Victoria. Lake Mokoan is a
man-made lake and is highly inefficient. More water
evaporates from the surface of Lake Mokoan in one
year than the city of Shepparton consumes in five years.
Some 50 000 megalitres of water is wasted every year.
It is indefensible. from Lake Mokoan costs
Goulburn-Murray Water some $600 000 a year to
maintain. If it were not to be decommissioned, it would
need another $20 million spent on it to meet safety
regulations. It is a very inefficient drain on a natural
resource and the economy of the Goulburn–Murray
region. The Nationals want to retain it! In some silly
attempt to play a political game locally The Nationals
reckon it is defensible to keep it. They are criticising the
government for not doing enough about water
conservation, yet they want to retain Lake Mokoan,
from which some 50 000 megalitres of water evaporate
every year.
We are going to reinstate the Winton Wetlands, for
which some 40 000 megalitres of water will be saved
per year. It will go to improve the health of local rivers
like the Goulburn and Broken rivers as well as the
Snowy and Murray rivers. It is a fabulous project and a
demonstration of the government taking on and making
a difficult decision. It has been difficult locally, but it
has been made in an effort to attempt to conserve water
for all Victorians.
The Liberals and The Nationals talk about building new
dams. We heard Mr Baxter talk about that this morning.
They think the answer is a new dam. A new dam would
not make it rain any more. In the last few weeks a series
of articles have been published in my local paper, the
Geelong Advertiser, covering a tour of dams across
Victoria. Just about every dam is well below storage
capacity. Some in the Wimmera are down to about
6 per cent capacity. Building a new dam is not going to
increase the water supply at all; it will not make it rain
any more. Unfortunately, it would significantly ruin our
natural environment and of course damage one of our
rivers.
The Nationals have proposed a ridiculous policy.
Unfortunately, the Liberal Party also supports that
policy. In recent days the Leader of the Opposition in
the other place, Mr Baillieu, has been talking about
building a dam on the Maribyrnong River. That is a
very expensive proposal; it would cost some
$80 million and would save about 2 billion litres of
water for Melbourne. That is about the same amount of
water that we are going to be saving through the use of
more efficient shower heads, which will cost about
$6 million. There is no consistency in the argument and
no real understanding of how to manage our water
resources efficiently and sustainably.
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We have upgraded the Eildon Dam wall, which again is a
very important project for people in the Goulburn–Murray
region; some $26 million has been invested by the Bracks
government. We have invested over $50 million to
improve irrigation and farm water efficiency across the
state. We have done this by providing automated channel
control and infrastructure upgrades.
We are very pleased to see that Melburnians are playing
their part; we are consuming some 22 per cent less
water than in the 1990s. Everybody in this state is doing
their bit. It is not a matter of pitting one town against
another and saying the needs of one town are greater
than another. We are all in this together, and everybody
is playing their part.
I was very pleased that just last week the Premier
announced he was setting up a ministerial task force on
drought. In the past ministerial task forces have been
appointed in emergency situations, such as bushfires. I
am pleased the Premier is taking a proactive stance on
this issue. I know the announcement has been very
warmly received by some of the most drought-affected
communities across the state. Joining the Premier will
be Mr Brumby, the Treasurer and Minister for State and
Regional Development, Mr Thwaites, the Minister for
Environment and Minister for Water in the other place,
Mr Cameron, the Minister for Agriculture in the other
place, and Ms Garbutt, the Minister for Community
Services in the other place. These key ministers for our
government will work closely with drought-affected
communities and their municipalities to implement
projects which will address the severe impacts that are
already being felt by the lack of water across our state.
We announced in a white paper some two years ago
that we would be progressing regional water strategies.
The central region water strategy is a good example of
that. It is an attempt to show that the water future of all
of us is inextricably linked; no one town’s water should
be seen in isolation. The drought is very severe and
there is no let-up in sight. In fact next year’s predictions
are for weather that is virtually the same as this year.
We cannot look forward to increased rainfall next year.
We are actually showing a worsening pattern.
The Bracks government has led a huge consultative
process to establish a strategy to secure water supplies
for Melbourne and our regional cities of Ballarat,
Bendigo and Geelong. We know that climate change is
putting further pressure on our supplies. If we do
nothing to address this issue, we are going to run out of
supplies in some of these regional towns within the next
10 years. It is a critical situation and the government is
obliged on behalf of all Victorians to implement a
strategy to address it. Ballarat faces a shortfall of more
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than 7 billion litres by 2030. Bendigo is in its eighth
year of drought; it has had water restrictions since 2002.
Geelong is about to go to stage 2 water restrictions. We
have been at stage 1 since mid-year and on Saturday we
start on stage 2, which means no watering of any lawns.
Our storage capacity is hovering around 25 per cent, so
it is a critical situation.
The Bracks government has already announced plans to
connect Bendigo to the Goulburn system, for which
$30 million was allocated in this year’s budget. It will
provide greater reliability for the Bendigo system, by
providing some 20 000 megalitres per annum. That
announcement in May was extremely well received by
Bendigo residents. I understand that even the
Honourable Damian Drum thought it was fantastic for
Bendigo.
The Goulburn system is by far Victoria’s biggest water
system, with an annual entitlement of 1000 gigalitres.
The government is looking at taking 20 000 megalitres
for Bendigo and a further 18 000 megalitres for
Ballarat. The government’s proposal is to fund a super
pipeline connecting the Goulburn system with Lake
Eppalock. It will service Bendigo via a connection with
the Waranga channel. As I said, it will provide up to
20 000 megalitres of water to Bendigo every year and it
will provide certainty and the opportunity for further
economic growth. As I have also said, the proposal is
widely supported in Bendigo.
The proposal has also opened up another opportunity
for consideration — that is, the proposal to connect
Ballarat to the Goulburn system as well. That is the
topic of criticism this morning by some members of the
opposition. The proposal is to pipe to Ballarat some
18 000 megalitres of water from the Goulburn system.
Members must remember that the Goulburn system has
1000 gigalitres in it and that the government is looking
at taking out 38 000 megalitres, which equates to less
than 2 per cent of the annual entitlement. That would
give certainty to the cities of Ballarat and Bendigo,
which the opposition parties are clearly ready to
abandon. The water will be purchased from willing
sellers on the open market or it will be sourced through
investing in reducing losses in the Goulburn system and
transferring the savings. No irrigation water will be
given to Ballarat or Bendigo and there will be no cost to
irrigators.
This proposal is of course exciting and different. It is
giving members of the opposition what they think is an
opportunity to increase their political fortunes. They are
running around with a scare campaign in the Goulburn
Valley, trying to somehow beat up some concern
against the government’s proposal. As I will explain
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later in my contribution, they have no form because
when members look at what members of the opposition
are proposing they see that there is no consistency and
that some of the schemes are actually quite
harebrained — and I will turn to one of those now.
Mr Drum is a person I actually really like. He is at least
having a go, but I have to tell him it is a misguided go.
Mr Drum has a proposal to build a storage dam of 1500
to 2000 megalitres to capture stormwater from
Bendigo, then pipe it, recycle it and put into the Spring
Gully Reservoir. Coliban Water, which is the authority
in his area, estimates that this proposal would cost
about $100 million in capital expenditure — just to set
it up — and there would be ongoing operational costs
on top of that. Coliban Water advised the government
that they have no land available on which to build the
storage dam that Mr Drum is proposing. The size of the
land to contain that dam would need to be at least
50 hectares and Coliban Water would need to acquire
the land to build the dam on.
The problems do not end there. The proposal is
predicated on sufficient rainfall to generate the
stormwater. Bendigo has been on water restrictions
since 2002 and it is in its eighth year of drought. You
do not need to be Einstein to know that no rain means
no stormwater. That poses a significant problem for
Mr Drum’s proposal. I do not know whether Mr Drum
has thought about the fact that the area is a capped
surface water catchment. If, in some unlikely scenario,
there was enough stormwater, Coliban Water would
need to purchase water to match the capture and storage
of the stormwater which otherwise flows into the rivers
and into farm dams. So there is another catch in that
proposal.
Mr Drum gets 2 out of 10 for having a go. It is good to
see that at least he is trying. But it is a misguided
attempt and unfortunately it will not address Bendigo’s
problems. As I said, Mr Drum wants to capture
stormwater, recycle it — bring it up to potable water —
and put it into Bendigo’s water system. He wants
Bendigo residents to be drinking it. I am sure that is
news to Bendigo residents. I am not sure that they are
aware that Mr Drum is intending to have them drink
recycled stormwater. As I said, Mr Drum is having a
go, but both the Department of Sustainability and
Environment and Coliban Water do not think that the
proposal has sufficient merit to warrant further
investigation. Coliban Water regards the proposal as
very costly and extremely complex to implement. It is
simply not feasible. That is in stark contrast to the
government’s proposal, which will see the people of
Bendigo connected to the Goulburn system, providing
20 000 megalitres of good water every year.
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This morning members of The Nationals have been
criticising the government’s approach. Any
examination of the facts does not bear out their claims.
Let us look at some of the policies The Nationals are
putting forward. What we find is that members of The
Nationals — and the Liberal Party as well, surprise,
surprise, although I am not surprised — are running
around the state, picking out populist policies to suit the
particular town that they are in at that particular time.
The Nationals want new dams and they are prepared to
sacrifice the state’s rivers and cause environmental
damage in order to build the dams. The dams will not
make it rain any more. In fact the majority of the dams
and reservoirs that we already have across Victoria are
far below capacity, some of them being as low as 6 per
cent full.
A political campaign is being run against the
government’s very sensible proposal to pipe recycled
water from the eastern treatment plant for use in the
electricity generation industry. Currently that industry
uses billions of litres of drinking water. The Nationals
say, ‘That’s okay. That’s Gippsland’s water, so we
should be using it there’. They do not want to use
recycled water for the electricity generation industry,
yet they want people in Bendigo to drink water recycled
from stormwater.
A political campaign is being run in Benalla by
Dr Sykes, the member for Benalla in the other place,
against the government’s decision to decommission
Lake Mokoan. Lake Mokoan is the most inefficient
man-made lake in Victoria. I have already said that
more water evaporates from the surface of Lake
Mokoan in one year than the people in the whole city of
Shepparton drink in five years. The Nationals say that
that is okay because it is The Nationals territory. They
are running a populist campaign in an attempt to change
the government’s mind on Lake Mokoan. The
government will not change its mind. A number of
years ago we made a decision, which I announced in
Benalla, and we are moving towards the
decommissioning of Lake Mokoan. We know that is
the right thing to do. It will provide water back into the
Goulburn and Broken river systems, and also for the
Snowy and Murray rivers.
Now we have Mr Drum’s ludicrous proposal to capture
stormwater in Bendigo — despite the fact it has not
rained there for about eight years — store it, recycle it
and pipe it into the Spring Gully Reservoir for domestic
consumption by the people of Bendigo. According to
The Nationals, the people of Bendigo can drink
recycled water — stormwater that has been recycled —
but in Gippsland the electricity generation industry
cannot use recycled water but has to use drinking water.
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How ridiculous and inconsistent is that! It displays The
Nationals absolute failure to understand the
management of water resources and what needs to be
done to address the critical issue of drought in our state.
The government has been working on this issue for all
of this term. In fact we outlined it as a key issue
confronting our state when we went to the people in
2002.
On top of that The Nationals criticised the government
this morning. They said it is not spending enough
money on water infrastructure projects. We will be
spending — investing — over $1 billion a year for the
next three years on water projects and services.
Mr Baxter made some comments this morning about
the dividends returned to government from water
authorities. Last year water authorities paid
$200 million in dividends to the government. We are
investing $1 billion per year — five times as much as
we receive in dividends. It is yet another false claim by
The Nationals, whom I have to say have become
increasingly discredited on water. They run a populist
campaign in their electorates for their own political gain
across regional Victoria, but any analysis of their
policies across the state highlights the inconsistencies of
these policies. In Gippsland they are aghast that
recycled water could be used in the electricity
generation industry to replace billions of litres of
drinking water, yet in Bendigo they propose that
Bendigo people drink recycled stormwater. Where is
the consistency in that?
Instead of condemning us, The Nationals should be
applauding us and saying, ‘Good on you, Bracks
government, for getting on with the job of addressing
this severe issue that is affecting our state. Thank you
for working with all of us across Victoria — be it
people in Melbourne, Shepparton, the Wimmera or
Gippsland — to address this issue’. We care about this
issue. We know Victorians care about water and are
prepared to play their part. We have had
130 000 people take up rebates, and we have had
people embrace permanent water conservation
measures across the state — in fact they have called for
them. The Nationals are treating Victorians as fools.
Our government has placed Victoria at the forefront of
water conservation in Australia. We are leading the
nation. Instead of condemning the government this
morning, The Nationals should be congratulating it for
tackling the worst drought in our history — and
particularly congratulating the Minister for Water in the
other place, Mr Thwaites, for his leadership in this
matter. I urge all members to defeat this motion.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — I have
great pleasure in supporting this motion. We have just
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heard 35 minutes of the most incredible spin and drivel
from the Bracks government about what it thinks it is
doing to address the water crisis in Victoria. It has no
idea about the water crisis. In our contributions we will
highlight that it has no idea what it is doing about
water.
At the outset I advise the house that the Liberal Party
will be giving 5 minutes of its time to Ms Hadden so
that she can contribute to this debate.
I congratulate the mover of the motion for bringing it
before the house. There is only one problem with the
motion: it talks about the $1.6 billion the government
has extracted from water authorities, but that figure
does not include the 2005–06 figure, which, if it meets
the average, will be another $270 million, taking the
total closer to $1.9 billion. It also does not include the
competition payments that this government has
received from the federal government that were not
reinvested in the water industry. We are probably
looking at somewhere in the order of $2.5 billion to
$3 billion that this government has collected from water
authorities and the federal government.
I hope the Honourable Kaye Darveniza and the
Minister for Local Government, Ms Broad, who
purport to want to represent the new Northern Victoria
Region, will also contribute to the debate this morning.
If they really have consideration for their future
constituents in northern Victoria, I hope they will
support the motion.
To give the house an indication of the importance of
water to northern Victoria, I advise members that the
lever-arch folder I hold contains just a sample of some
of the articles on water that have been published in our
local papers over the last eight weeks. Most of those
pieces of paper have photocopied articles on both sides.
It gives an idea of how important water is to northern
Victoria that volumes of newspaper articles are written
about it every month.
The water crisis is not a new thing; it has existed for
many years. For the past seven years the Bracks
government has chosen to ignore it. It has failed to
implement any real solutions to the water crisis in
Victoria. There has been plenty of talk — we have had
a green paper and a white paper — but there has been
no real action and no real solutions to the water crisis.
The drought has been impacting on northern Victoria
for a very long time. I often refer to my early months in
Parliament as a baptism of fire, because I was elected
on 30 November 2002 and by January 2003 the western
side of my electorate was suffering the worst drought in
100 years and the eastern side was ablaze with the
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worst bushfires since 1939. It certainly was a baptism
of fire for a new member of Parliament.
You only have to look at the rainfall figures for the last
seven years to realise just how bad it is in northern
Victoria — how little rain it is getting and the extent of
the water crisis. If you look at Wangaratta you will see
it has a median rainfall of 658 millimetres per year and
that in only three years of the past eight years it has
achieved that median target. Shepparton has a median
of 498 millimetres, and it has reached that on only four
occasions during the past eight years. Rochester has a
median of 453.7 millimetres and on only one occasion
has it achieved that. In fact in 2002 its rainfall was only
200 millimetres — less than half its median. Echuca
has a median of 427 millimetres, which it has reached
on only two occasions in the last eight years, and in
2002 it reached only 189 millimetres. Bendigo has a
median of 490.9 millimetres, which it has achieved on
three occasions in the last eight years, and in 2002 it
received only 272 millimetres of rain. For Kerang the
figure is 369 millimetres. In 2002 it received only
175 millimetres and on only two occasions in the last
eight years it has achieved its median rainfall. It goes on
and on.
No matter where you are talking about in northern
Victoria — Mildura, Warracknabeal or elsewhere —
the rainfall is well below the average median for the
area. That is especially the case for the catchment areas.
The Hume Reservoir has an average annual catchment
of 702 millimetres. In 2002 it received only 398 and on
only four occasions has it received the median.
Mansfield, which is in the catchment area for Eildon,
has an average of 723.7 millimetres. In the last eight
years that was achieved on only three occasions, and in
2002 it received only 463 millimetres. This has led to
the situation where this year water allocations for
irrigators in northern Victoria are well below irrigators’
entitlements.
Irrigators in the Goulburn system started out with an
allocation of only 7 per cent of their entitlement. That
has recently been boosted to 17 per cent, but that has
only been achieved through the reduction of the
irrigation season by about six weeks and through about
86 000 megalitres being pumped out of Waranga,
which the Bracks government expects the irrigators to
pay for at an additional cost of about $4.5 million. Even
though the Goulburn irrigators are getting only 17 per
cent of their allocation, they are still required to pay for
100 per cent of their water right. This year irrigators in
the Goulburn system will pay about $35 million in set
water fees but receive only 17 per cent. Let us hope
they receive more than 17 per cent, but at this stage the
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figure is set at 17 per cent of the water they are
normally entitled to.

jobs from the Goulburn Valley and will cost our
communities greatly.

The outlook is even worse on the Campaspe system.
Campaspe and Loddon farmers have been given a zero
allocation. This year the cost to the Campaspe irrigators
will be about $1.3 million in set fees, and at this stage
they will not receive one drop of water. The water
entitlement of one irrigator on that system will cost him
$54 000. He already has the bill for $54 000, which he
has to pay Goulburn-Murray Water, but he has been
told that he will not get one drop of water. The
Campaspe system has been in a bad way for several
years now. In the last three years we have seen
irrigators receive only 39 per cent of their water, 32 per
cent of their water and this year have a zero allocation.
You can see that the drought is impacting extremely
hard on these areas within the irrigation district and
right throughout northern Victoria.

At the meeting in Bendigo a couple of weeks ago the
people of Bendigo were certainly not in the mood to
support taking water from irrigators. They supported
the pipeline being built to supply water to Bendigo but
supported the Liberal proposal of finding it from
savings. They booed Bob Cameron when he stood up to
speak, and he made an absolute fool of himself at that
meeting.

The government has now created additional stress for
the farmers through its knee-jerk reaction in
announcing that the pipeline from Bendigo will go on
to Ballarat. The government is obviously making this
up as it goes along. In March the Minister for
Agriculture, Minister Cameron, and the Minister for
Education Services, Minister Allan, announced with
much fanfare that the Waranga West channel would be
connected to the Campaspe system. Later the
government recognised that would not work, because
the plan was to take water down the pipeline to the
Campaspe irrigators and take the water for Campaspe
irrigators out of Lake Eppalock for Bendigo, but as the
Campaspe irrigators have a zero allocation there was no
water to take. So the government followed the Liberal’s
policy in backing the Don Erskine pipeline.
But there is a key difference here. When the Liberal
Party announced its policy to build the Erskine pipeline
it said that the water which went down that pipeline
would come only from savings and efficiencies in the
Goulburn system and that there would be an enormous
investment by Coliban Water and by governments in
infrastructure on the Goulburn system to find water
savings to supply Bendigo with water. The government
has just said, ‘We’ll buy the water from willing sellers’.
There is no such thing as a willing seller. The willing
sellers are people who are currently being sold up by
the banks. The Minister for Water said, ‘There is
always trade between irrigators’. Water that is traded
between irrigators goes back into production. The
government coming into the market and buying that
water for urban supply will distort the market, will
cause the cost of water to go up, will take water away
from production, will take away the opportunity for

The Bracks government is running a very divisive
debate on water. It is pitting communities against each
other. It is pitting the Goulburn Valley against Bendigo
and Ballarat, and it is pitting Bendigo and Ballarat
against each other. The Bracks government plan to take
water from the Goulburn Valley to Ballarat does not
acknowledge the contribution the Goulburn Valley
makes to this state, and that 40 per cent of the exports
from Victorian ports are from the dairy industry, much
of which comes from the irrigated agricultural areas of
the Goulburn Valley. Proposing to take water from the
north of the Divide, where water is scarce, and pumping
it to the south of the Divide, where there are areas of
high rainfall, has always been a no-go zone. The
government has also not taken into account the cost of
pumping the water such a vast distance and the
resultant high level of greenhouse gas emissions and
the effect that would have on the environment.
The mayor of Bendigo has been quoted in Shepparton
papers as saying that Bendigo will pay top dollar for the
water it takes from the Goulburn Valley. But in reality
that is not his decision, and the announcement was not
even discussed by the council. Coliban Water has come
out and criticised that. Gordon McKern said it was
irresponsible of the mayor to say that and called it a
green policy because it would not be the mayor’s
decision but Coliban Water’s decision as to what it
would pay for water out of the Goulburn Valley.
If we have a change of government and a Liberal
government is in power, it will not buy any water;
water would be provided through savings, and certainly
the pipeline to Ballarat would not be built. The Liberal
Party has a comprehensive plan that will provide water
for Ballarat and for Geelong without the need to tap
into the Goulburn system. The government should be
looking at our policy, following our lead and providing
water from other sources for those two cities.
As I said, this has created a lot of angst in the
community in the Goulburn Valley. There is an ad in
today’s paper from the City of Shepparton headed
‘Water Crisis’. It states:
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Greater Shepparton, like the rest of the Goulburn Valley is in
the grip of a major drought that threatens to devastate our
dairy and fruit industries, with a flow-on effect to the
transport and commercial sectors.

The council is opposing the Bracks government’s plan
to build this pipeline. In the notice the council says that
it:
… has written to the Minister for Victorian Communities
John Thwaites asking him to consider the implications for the
Goulburn Valley and look at other options before taking
productive irrigation water from the Goulburn Valley farmers
to be used on gardens in Ballarat and Bendigo.

I refer to a letter written to me yesterday from Rien
Silverstein who is a board member of Fruit Growers
Victoria. It is headed ‘This fear has to stop’ and says:
There are growers in the GV who are very upset about the
state government taking the water from the GV and sending it
to Ballarat and Bendigo.
I have had personal phone calls from members who are
extremely worried about this. They are confused enough that
this is possible when we have only 17 per cent water right.
What is water right if it can be taken away?
Why should we give away our water when we don’t even
have it?

That is the key thing; we do not have the water. The
minister may have announced that there is plenty of
water in the Goulburn system, but when irrigators are
only on 17 per cent of their water right it is obvious that
there is not plenty of water in the Goulburn system.
The Bracks government has failed to secure water for
Victorians, which is one of the most basic of all
services that state governments deliver. It is one of the
most vital requirements for human survival and
production of agriculture, and the Bracks government
has demonstrated its incompetence to manage
Victoria’s water resources and shown complete
contempt for its responsibility to the Victorian
community by failing to address this crisis.
In closing I invite Ms Darveniza and Minister Broad to
cross the floor and vote with the Liberal Party and The
Nationals to support this motion and to support the
people of northern Victoria.
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise to support Mr Baxter’s motion this
morning. There has been an awful lot said this morning
and only part of it is true. Unfortunately Ms Carbines
has been telling a few porky pies, but she will have to
live with that. Effectively I need to rewrite a little bit of
history here myself and go back and relay to the house
a certain turn of events that has led us to the situation
we are currently in.
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There has been about 10 years of below average rainfall
for the central Victorian region and Bendigo has
possibly been worst affected due to the fact that it was
built where the gold was and not where the water is.
For nearly all of that time the Labor government has
done absolutely nothing, and as the drought continued
to get worse the Labor government continued to do
nothing.
An idea was put up by the Campaspe irrigators that
brought the government to thinking about pipelines.
The Campaspe irrigators, who are Goulburn-Murray
Water customers, said that if a small pipeline could be
built to connect the Waranga channel across to the
Campaspe Weir, it would be a way to secure its water
through the same water authority, Goulburn-Murray
Water, but would effectively leave the water that it
would otherwise take out of Lake Eppalock for the
citizens of Bendigo and for Coliban Water.
On 6 March, with a rush of blood to the head, the
government, through its representatives in the other
place — the Minister for Agriculture, Mr Cameron, and
the Minister for Education Services, Ms Allan — said it
would build the pipeline; but it was talking about a
different pipeline. We have heard this morning that the
government has been working on this for years. It has
been working to address this problem for the whole
term of this government, and yet less than two months
before it came up with its current proposal, it was
reported on the front page of the Bendigo Advertiser as
talking about a totally different proposal.
The Minister for Agriculture, who would not know
what agriculture is, was up in Bendigo and said that the
government would build an 8 kilometre pipeline which
would cost $20 million and would solve all the
problems. He said the government had been working on
the proposal for years and that it was the answer to the
problem. Mr Cameron said that all those people who
were saying the government did not know about water
management were all wrong because the government
had the answer, which was that it would supply
20 gigalitres to the Campaspe irrigators and would keep
in Lake Eppalock the water it would otherwise supply
to the Campaspe irrigators from Lake Eppalock, and
supply that water to the citizens of Bendigo.
That is Mr Cameron’s plan and the plan of the Minister
for Water in the other place, Mr Thwaites — to build
the small Campaspe Weir pipeline. That was on
6 March and it came with all the usual froth and bubble
from this mob about how much work, background
research and data had gone into the government
formulating this plan which was going to save central
Victoria. The ministers describe this plan as the most
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significant water development for Bendigo since Lake
Eppalock was built — and that was in 1960 — and that
this channel would pump 20 megalitres of water to the
Rochester irrigators which would mean the Rochester
irrigators would no longer have to rely on Eppalock.
Coliban Water would then increase its share of the
Eppalock water supply. That is the plan the Labor
government came up with after doing nothing for a
whole term of government, not to mention the previous
term of government. It came up with this plan on
6 March and was trumpeting that it would save
Bendigo.
On 7 March the Campaspe irrigators were furious
because they had not been consulted. Then on
30 March the government suddenly decided it might
have to introduce a feasibility study into this plan
because it may have rushed into the plan a little bit.
That feasibility study went on into May.
In the meantime some of the Minister for Agriculture’s
statements have been something along the lines of, ‘Not
one official Nationals spokesperson has ever supported
the pipeline and none of them has publicly supported
Bendigo’s bid for federal funding’. I advise the minister
that I wrote a letter to Coliban Water when it was
dillydallying around with its feasibility study. My
suggestion was that providing we could support the
Campaspe irrigators with this project, we should look at
building the pipeline from Colbinabbin and putting it
into Eppalock directly. If we could then use part of that
water to service the Campaspe irrigators, again taking
Goulburn water for the Goulburn irrigators, and if
Bendigo could then benefit from that project, then
sobeit.
As it turned out, right throughout May — and this is all
documented in newspapers, by the way, where the
members for Bendigo East and Bendigo West in the
other place like to keep up their appearances — there
was a horrendous media campaign against the
government calling on it to support the Colbinabbin to
Eppalock pipeline. It was only then that Minister
Brumby rode into town, realising that ministers
Thwaites and Cameron were making a proper mess of
things. The Minister for State and Regional
Development came in with a cheque book and said ‘We
are going to build the Colbinabbin pipeline’. It was
admitted to us later on a number of occasions that the
only reason Minister Brumby rode into town to make
such a significant announcement was the pressure that
had been applied to him by the media and by the
opposition parties.
Again we had the government talking about its ability
to plan things properly. The government arranged for
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consultancy group GHD to do a three-month inquiry
into the feasibility of these pipelines. It let that
feasibility study get halfway through, and then Minister
Brumby came in and said ‘We have made a decision.
We are going to back the Colbinabbin option’. The
report that GHD put out mentioned that there were
three options that deserve merit.
In the course of the period from early March through to
late May, as we have found out, the government and the
Minister for Agriculture, Bob Cameron, had gone from
a position of wanting to build a pipeline that would
service the Campaspe irrigators to a situation where
they were saying the security of water allocations to the
Campaspe irrigation district was not even a part of the
original terms of reference for the study. The
government has changed tack 180 degrees in relation to
what it was actually trying to achieve for the people of
north-central Victoria. Effectively it now has no
concern about the Campaspe irrigators.
In response to another question I put to the Minister for
Local Government and the Minister for Water, they
said that the economic and social benefits of Bendigo
and the entire Heathcote region were not even a part of
the original terms of reference for the study. Again,
when the government was looking at setting up a study
into finding the best way to look after the water needs
of Bendigo and central Victoria, it did not even
consider the social and economic impacts it would have
on the Bendigo or Heathcote regions. That is an
example of a government that is simply making things
up as it goes along and making policy on the run.
Mr Baxter highlighted the fact that the government has
said, ‘The pipeline looks good for Bendigo. Let’s just
replicate it and run it out to Ballarat’. That is absolutely
staggering.
Labor Party members do not appreciate the dire
consequences that their policy is having in Bendigo.
While the government is flip-flopping from one project
to another, I heard Ms Carbines talking today for the
first time ever about securing water for the Colbinabbin
pipeline. For the first time ever, this government has
started to mention the word ‘savings’. Maybe now it is
realising it is morally wrong and irresponsible for a
government to simply buy water from willing sellers.
For every willing seller in the irrigation sector there is
also a willing buyer who buys the water on the
understanding that the purchase has to be economically
feasible and economically rational. You cannot simply
buy water at a rate that is unsustainable.
Everybody acknowledges that if you introduce a water
authority that has an urban clientele, you will distort the
market. It is not as though we have a whole heap of
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willing sellers and no willing purchasers. All that water
is allocated and put up for sale, and it is purchased. The
water is purchased in an environment where it then
turns around and creates wealth and productivity in
another area — it might be 10 kilometres or
100 kilometres up the road — and that productivity
creates a social environment for another community.
The water does not get taken away and put on gardens
in a city.
It is irresponsible for Minister Allan to say, ‘Now that
we have the pipeline plan, Bendigo can start getting
itself ready to become an oasis of green gardens again’.
That is another opportunity for a good front page story
for Jacinta Allan, but in Bendigo we have hundreds of
businesses — and, if it does not rain soon, possibly
thousands of businesses — that are now facing the
prospect of going to the wall. We have the Harcourt
apple growers — five-generation families — facing
ruin; we have the walnut industry, where some owners
are facing million-dollar losses; and we have the
vineyards, the hydroponic growers and the car wash
industry facing ruin. Only yesterday I was informed
that the racing industry is also under extreme doubt. All
these issues have to be looked at in relation to this
irresponsible management of water. The issue of
environmental flows also has to be looked at in this
current climate. We are still letting 5 megalitres of
water a day go down the Campaspe River to somehow
keep up an artificial stream of water, while these
businesses are effectively going to the wall with the
prospect of receiving zero water allocations.
I want to refer to the comments Ms Carbines made
about the stormwater plan I proposed. She has
obviously not been kept up to date, because our initial
proposal has been improved and we have made changes
to it because of the liaison we have had with Coliban
Water. Ms Carbines said the stormwater plan will not
work because you cannot make it rain. I agree you
cannot make it rain; however, I introduced this plan on
14 July, and on 15 July and 16 July it rained. Over
those two days, the water that flowed into our
traditional storages was about 200 megalitres —
100 megalitres flowed into the Upper Coliban and
100 megalitres flowed into the storages at Eppalock.
We had nearly 600 megalitres flow down the Bendigo
Creek to an area that was potentially not going to be
used.
People can say, ‘You cannot make it rain’ — and you
cannot — but if we are going to take a very general
view of the future of rainfall and say that rainfall is
going to be diminished, then surely we have to look at
putting our storages where we can actually capture the
rain that does fall. Our ability to capture water in our
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traditional storages may also be diminished. As a rule
of thumb, we catch about 15 per cent of the water that
falls in our paddocks, our hills and our valleys. About
15 per cent of that water finds its way into our storages.
However, we capture about 90 per cent of the water that
falls on our cities. We have an ability to do that, so
what are we doing with major provincial cities and
places like Werribee and Pakenham, which are growing
at an inordinate rate? We are creating all these new
catchments, effectively, by constructing tin roofs, tiled
roofs and bitumen roads. We have the ability to catch
water there.
If we have a plan to catch water into the future, why is
the Minister for Agriculture doing his utmost to
discredit the plan rather than coming on board and
saying, ‘I have some issues with your plan. We cannot
do this and we cannot do that, but you can work
through it with us’? The Minister for Water, John
Thwaites, will not even give the plan a hearing — he
does not even want to have a meeting. I was begging
the bloke! I was saying, ‘Have a look at this. Here is an
opportunity you might be interested in to catch
stormwater’. He said, ‘Catching stormwater — we are
already doing that. We just spent $5 million catching
9 megalitres at the Melbourne Zoo. We are going to
catch 9 megalitres every year’. It was unbelievable! I
said, ‘That is enormous — 9 megalitres! We are talking
about catching 10 000 to 15 000 megalitres’. He said,
‘We would rather spend $500 000 a megalitre at the
Melbourne Zoo, because it is sexy. We can tell all the
visitors who come to Melbourne that we catch our own
stormwater, that we treat it and pump it back in, and
that all the elephants and all the hippos love it’.
Seriously, this government has lost its way. This
government is too concerned about spin to even
acknowledge that there is merit in the plan. If you are
going to catch stormwater, of course there are issues.
There are issues with turbidity, with trying to treat the
water again, with transporting it back to the catchments
and with finding a site to catch it. There is a whole
range of issues, but if this government is going to
continue to thumb its nose at any plan that does not
happen to have its imprimatur stamped all over it, then
it is going to continue to force companies, industries
and families to go to the wall in an environment of
which the government has absolutely no understanding
and for which it has no compassion. This government
will be condemned in history for doing nothing while
Victoria went through its worst drought of all time.
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) — I
am pleased to contribute to this important debate, and
of course, I rise to speak against the motion put forward
by The Nationals. Mr Drum’s proposal has been looked
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at very carefully and along with my parliamentary
colleague Ms Carbines I congratulate Mr Drum for
giving it a go and putting forward a proposal, which is
more than the Liberal Party has done.
However, we have looked at Mr Drum’s proposal and it
just does not fly. It is not just the government that says
it does not fly, and I am happy to go through the
reasons why it does not fly. But in kicking off I say that
neither the department nor Coliban Water regard the
proposal as having sufficient merit to warrant further
investigation. Coliban Water has the experts who have
looked at the proposal and they do not think it warrants
any further investigation. Mr Drum can come in here
and thump his chest and say how he has begged for and
demanded meetings with this person and that person,
but the reality is that those people who are responsible
for looking at this issue and looking at the details of this
proposal say that it does not fly; it is not up to scratch
and does not warrant further investigation.
I understand the department also believes that it would
be a very costly and extremely complex project to
implement. The project proposed by Mr Drum is
estimated to cost closer to $100 million than the
$30 million he suggested. I know Ms Carbines has run
through some of the detail but I will run through it
again given I want to respond to Mr Drum who was the
speaker who immediately preceded me.
In relation to reliability and given the current drought
conditions in Bendigo, investing $100 million in a
project that relies on sufficient local rainfall to generate
stormwater would be a very risky proposition, and I
believe it would be irresponsible. You cannot get
stormwater if it is not raining, and those of us who live
and spend a lot of time working in that region in
particular know how dry and devastating the drought is.
We know the impact it is having on our rural and
regional communities, and we know — as does
Mr Drum given he lives in the Bendigo area — that
they are running out of water. That is why we have
come up with the proposition to build the pipeline to
guarantee water supply to Bendigo. I will not go into
the ins and outs of the project because Ms Carbines
very adequately ran through the details of how that
project would work, and I know members who are in
the chamber and participating in this debate understand
exactly what the project entails.
Land and storage is another issue of concern in relation
to Mr Drum’s proposal as it involves building a storage
dam of between 1500 and 2000 megalitres in Huntly to
capture the stormwater from Bendigo and then pipe and
pump it to the Spring Gully Reservoir. Coliban Water
does not have land available at the moment to construct
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such a storage facility, and buying the land would
obviously be a very significant additional cost. It is
estimated that the construction of a 3-metre deep,
1500-megalitre storage facility would require an area of
land — and I think Ms Carbines might have run
through this — of at least 50 acres, and the proposal is
premised on the storage being constructed on land
owned by Coliban Water at Epsom. Coliban Water
does not have any land available for such use and
would have to acquire land for the proposed storage. So
there are very significant issues just in the practical
application of the proposal.
The proposal is reliant on assets which are already fully
committed for irrigation purposes. Harvesting of
stormwater would normally occur in spring and
autumn. Harvested stormwater would have to be
pumped upstream for storage and then transferred to
Lake Eppalock via the Eppalock–Bendigo pipeline.
Under normal conditions the pipeline is in use
supplying irrigation water. There are considerable
issues in relation to how you would physically put
Mr Drum’s proposal into action. The stormwater
flowing from an urban catchment would require further
treatment to bring it up to a potable standard before
being accepted into the current system, which is also
used for urban water supply. We have real difficulty in
accepting this flawed proposal and, as I have already
said, it is one that has been deemed not to warrant
further investigation. There are impacts for downstream
water supplies and high levels of treatment would have
to be given to the water before it goes anywhere near a
main storage.
I understand why The Nationals have been keen to
develop a proposal. It is all about politics. Members of
The Nationals are trying desperately hard to
differentiate themselves from the Liberal Party. For
political purposes they need to be seen in the electorates
as being different from the Liberal Party. They have
been crucified at the polls in previous elections because
of their coalition with the Liberal Party which gave
them nothing; in fact it tore services out of rural and
regional Victoria. The Nationals sat back and allowed
that to happen under the previous government. It is
desperate to badge itself as being different from the
Liberal Party and I can appreciate that. But this
proposal is about politics; it is not about coming up
with something that members of The Nationals really
believe works — —
Hon. W. R. Baxter interjected.
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA — Your proposal.
Water is not politics; it is a real issue. We have a
drought and we have desperate — —
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The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Smith) —
Order! Mr Darveniza should address her comments
through the Chair!
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA — We have a
desperate set of circumstances out there particularly in
rural and regional Victoria. Our government — the
Bracks Labor government — is coming up with
programs and policies that will address some of the
immediate as well as the longer term issues. The
Liberals are all over the shop. They are again playing
politics with this. They go to one region, such as
Geelong, where they tell one story, and then they go to
Bendigo and tell Bendigo a different story. They are
like that. They are all over the shop. I could go into a lot
of things that they have said, but I am running out of
time and there are other things I want to talk about.
Let us take a look at the dam proposal for the
Maribyrnong River. The dam would only provide
something like 2000 million litres of extra drinking
water, which is less than 0.5 per cent of Melbourne’s
current annual bulk water consumption. There would
also be significant economic, environmental and social
impacts such as the flooding of surrounding land,
which includes farms and a national park. The impacts
would also include a reduction in the environmental
flows as well as the creation of all sorts of barriers to
fish and other wildlife. We absolutely reject that option.
The Liberals are trying desperately to be all things to all
people. They have even criticised the AAA shower
head distribution program, which will save something
like 2 billion litres of water per year at a cost of
$6.5 million. The Liberals proposal to dam the
Maribyrnong River would in a good year provide about
the same amount of dam water at a cost of $80 million,
on top of the environmental damage. Their policies are
all over the shop.
I want to say something about the drought task force
that has been set up, but before I do that I want to talk
about the projects and money that the government has
committed to the Goulburn–Broken environmental
project. There has been a lot of talk about irrigation in
contributions made in this debate, so I want to talk a
little bit about that. There has been $6 million put into
sustainable irrigation projects as part of the
government’s $13.9 million environmental package,
which has been just approved for the Goulburn–Broken
region for 2006–07. These are well-established,
ongoing projects, and they are all about working on
successful partnerships with land-holders. They are
about installing better drainage, water reuse and more
efficient irrigation, which will both benefit the
environment and protect the region’s farms.
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Some of the project funding includes $6.4 million for
sustainable irrigation, $3.9 million for river health,
$1 million to combat weed and pest animals, $650 000
for land management, $520 000 for second-generation
Landcare and $230 000 for native vegetation.
Hon. W. R. Baxter — So what? Get to the motion!
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA — Mr Baxter said, ‘So
what?’. The answer is that we are supporting irrigators.
We have put an enormous amount of money into
supporting our irrigation system. There is more work to
be done; there are more challenges there — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Smith) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — I have listened
to the rubbish coming from the other side for nearly
2 hours. Interestingly, after the adjournment debate last
night I went home and happened to turn on the tellie.
The time was 10.35 p.m., and the program being shown
was called Penn & Teller: BS. It was about
environmental hysteria, and that is exactly what I am
hearing come over from the other side this morning.
The guys in the program went to an environmental rally
and got thousands of signatures on a petition to ban
H2O. The petition said, ‘Would you like to see H2O
banned? It is in the food chain. It permeates everything
we use every day. Animals are affected as well as trees
and plants. They are all affected’. They got thousands
of people to sign this petition to ban H2O. As we all
know, H2O is water. It is actually pure water, yet these
stupid people, these environmentalists, were happy to
sign because somebody told them H2O was bad for
them. I know Ms Carbines is very passionate about her
environmental credentials, but passion does not and
should not replace commonsense. Sensationalism
always grabs headlines, but commonsense is usually
not a good news story.
Commonsense is what we are lacking in our water
debate today. I would like to talk about my region,
which is western Victoria. The Honourable Wendy
Lovell spoke well about the north of the Divide, but I
live south of the Divide. There was an old saying many
years ago that the rain in Spain falls mainly on the
plain. Well, the rain in Victoria falls mainly south of the
Divide, and one of the icons we look up to is the Snowy
Mountains hydro-electric scheme. Our forefathers, in
their wisdom, decided to turn water that fell south of the
Divide inland, and this government is talking about
taking that water, after it has flowed down our rivers,
and pumping it back over the Divide to Ballarat and
then on to Geelong into the future. That is absolute and
utter madness. Hopefully it will never happen because
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with a bit of luck the Liberal Party will be in power
after the election.
Today I would like to talk about the Newlingrook
aquifer. We all know it exists, but no-one is supposed to
know about it. It has been kept a dark secret, and I do
not know why. I have extracts of information on the
Newlingrook aquifer from the Department of
Sustainability and Environment document State Water
Report 2003–2004 — A Statement of Victorian Water
Resources. There is a map of the Otway Coast Basin on
page 248 of that document, and Newlingrook is the area
covering the mid to lower parts of the Gellibrand River,
flowing towards Bass Strait. It is endorsed by the
ground water management authorities.
Total ground water for the Otway Coast Basin is not
available. However, the Newlingrook information on
page 252 indicates that 75 000 megalitres per year of
permissible annual volume (PAV) could be taken out of
this aquifer without affecting it. It also says that in the
Otways we have total surface water of
892 680 megalitres available. At the moment we are
taking 3 per cent of that. That 3 per cent is basically
going to where the Newlingrook aquifer has been
plumbed into Timboon, Peterborough and Port
Campbell, and I think there is an irrigating licence on it.
But there is still 75 000 megalitres available.
I am not making these figures up — they are the
department’s own figures. Under the heading ‘Ground
water resources’ there is a table that indicates that you
can take 74 970 megalitres PAV from the Newlingrook
ground water management area. That is more than
double Geelong’s annual water needs just in this one
aquifer.
What makes me very angry is that this aquifer is sitting
about 20 kilometres from the West Barwon Dam,
which supplies Geelong. All the infrastructure from the
West Barwon Dam is already in place, as it provides
Geelong with nearly all of its water supply, yet
20 kilometres away this aquifer is pouring water into
the Southern Ocean. I could understand if this were an
enclosed aquifer, and therefore as you took water out of
it the aquifer would diminish over time — we would
then have to be careful not to waste it — but this
aquifer feeds springs into the Southern Ocean
continually and, as I said, its PAV is 75 000 megalitres
without affecting anything. It would still be flowing
into the bottom of the ocean!
The local fishermen in that area say that if you are
sitting over one of these springs in the Southern Ocean,
3 miles out to sea, you can dip a glass into the sea and
drink pure fresh drinking water. That is how much
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water is coming up out of this aquifer. Why, after seven
years in office, has this Labor government done
absolutely nothing about this? It has obviously
undertaken the investigations because the figures are
there, so why are we not talking about tapping this
aquifer?
This could growth-proof Geelong for the next
100 years. The infrastructure already exists over the top
of this aquifer, which supplies Warrnambool and most
of the Western District, right up as far as Lismore —
and Lismore is only 80 kilometres from Ballarat.
Instead of talking about taking water from the other
side of the Divide, where there is basically none to be
taken — the government will rip it off some other
people who badly need it — we should use this aquifer
water, which is going completely to waste. That is
where our water for Geelong, Ballarat and the western
region should come from. I find it interesting that
Ms Carbines, who lives in Geelong and is supposed to
represent Geelong Province, does not even know that it
exists and never mentions it. I recently went to Geelong
and spoke to people from the Greater Geelong City
Council, and they also did not know it existed. Yet
Barwon Water knows it is there, and the government’s
own papers show it is there, so why are we not tapping
this resource?
In the past it has always been said it would cost too
much money to pump it to the West Barwon Dam
because of the Otway Ranges, but in this day and age
you just bore through them, and if we cannot do it we
can get someone from overseas to do it. If we could do
it with the Snowy scheme 50 years ago, we can do it
now. It would not be hard to put a tunnel through the
Otways so that you do not have to pump water over the
top.
There is another use for this water, seeing as it is just
going out to sea at the moment and being completely
and utterly wasted. The pipelines that feed
Warrnambool go right across the top of the aquifer, and
I cannot understand why, in the winter months, we do
not take some water out of the Newlingrook aquifer,
without exceeding the permissible annual volume, and
inject it back into the Nullawarre aquifer as it goes
through the dairying country near Warrnambool.
Presently the Nullawarre aquifer supports about
106 dairy farming irrigators, and they use about
22 000 megalitres a year to irrigate this area. But they
are restricted. No more licences are being given out and
no more licences are allowed. We have dairy factories
all around this area. The Warrnambool Cheese and
Butter Factory, Nestlé, Fonterra and Bonlac are value
adding to the dairy product, so there would be very little
cost if some of this wasted water was injected into the
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Nullawarre aquifer during the winter months when it is
not needed in Warrnambool, or anywhere else, to
replenish that aquifer at Nullawarre.
When you put these propositions to the government, it
is all too hard. I do not think it understands. It is
interesting that this afternoon we will be debating
another bill concerning power. The thing that has made
Victoria the state it is over the years has been an
abundance of water and cheap power. They are the two
factors that have kept Victoria going. But under this
government we are basically out of water, and our
power bills are basically — —
Ms Romanes — Do you want the government to
play God?
Hon. J. A. VOGELS — No, you do not have to
play God. You are not listening. I am telling you there
is an aquifer called Newlingrook, which is pouring
water into the ocean. Unless you people can see a dam,
or stand on top of a mountain and see water, you do not
think there is any there. But this aquifer, which has a
mountain sitting on top of it, has a dam underneath and
it is there for use and should be used by the people of
Victoria. As I said before, if it was enclosed and you
were diminishing the total water in it every time you
used it, I would be wary, but that is not the case. It is
just going into the ocean. God has given it to us — let
us use it.
In conclusion, the Labor Party — and it is not just me
saying this, we all see it — stands condemned, as the
headline states in last week’s Weekly Times. This is
because it is going to rob Peter to pay Paul. We
obviously know where Paul lives. Paul lives in the
Labor-held seats. I have with me a fantastic cartoon by
Rule, which explains it all. It shows Mr Bracks and
Mr Thwaites, with the poor old farmer in the middle
getting bypassed. The pipes are going to the ballot
boxes at Ballarat and Bendigo, and the poor old people
in the middle are standing there with a look of
amazement on their faces.
This should not be the case in reality, but unfortunately
people living in those rural areas are represented by
Labor members of Parliament. I warn the people of the
Western Victoria Region that with an election coming
up they will have one from Preston and one from
Brunswick, supposedly representing the interests of
rural people in western Victoria! Ms Carbines at least
lives in Geelong, but even she does not understand the
water issues for Geelong.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — When it was the
turn of Nationals members to select a topic for today’s
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discussion there was never any doubt that we would
choose water. Not only is water a critical issue today,
but it has been the single largest topic raised with me
over the years as a representative of the Gippsland
region. It has been raised in relation to water
restrictions, water quality, ground water, marine water,
water storages, environmental flows, wastewater,
irrigation allocations, water pricing, floodwater —
believe it or not — water licences, drainage and, more
recently, fluoridation of water supplies.
The issue of water is raised on a daily basis in my
office. It is the single most important topic that I have
had to deal with as a member of Parliament. Some
believe the crisis is just emerging as Melbourne as
recently as only two weeks ago introduced water
restrictions. I might add that those restrictions impose
precious little inconvenience on people who live in the
metropolitan area, unlike the effect on those in country
areas who have been subject to water restrictions in
some cases for many years on a continual basis
throughout summer and winter.
I want to make the point that unlike people who live in
a large city like Melbourne, which has major
catchments like the Thomson Dam and some others,
people in many country communities have very small
catchment areas, and some divert directly from local
rivers to small holding stations where the water is
treated and then reticulated for town use. They do not
have the same capacity to store water, and that is why
many country communities are often under water
restrictions in both summer and winter and need
constant replenishing of their small, precious water
supplies to maintain reticulated systems. Many people
who live outside of Melbourne do not have access to a
reticulated system and are required to harvest and
collect water by way of tanks and dams.
What galls me and my colleagues in The Nationals is
that when the government decided to promote a few of
these so-called water saving measures, such as tank
rebates et cetera, they were not given to people unless
they were on a reticulated system, yet it is the people
who live in those communities which need to collect
their own water who are hardest hit by dry conditions
and need as much encouragement, if not more, than
those who rely on reticulated systems to save water and
minimise their use of it. The bonuses should have been
paid to those people.
I have little time to talk this morning. I will concentrate
a little on water harvesting but will deal mainly with
water recycling, because in my opinion the government
has done little in both of those areas. The single focus
on harvesting water in this state has always been taking
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it from our natural stream catchment areas. Little
prominence has been given to the harvesting of
stormwater, for example, except for the comments this
morning of my colleague Mr Drum and some
comments from the opposition benches. There is
absolutely no doubt that the concrete, the bitumen and
the tin roofs in our cities and towns provide an excellent
opportunity for greater levels of water harvesting, yet
we have failed to utilise that resource. There is
enormous potential in Melbourne, the biggest city in
Victoria, for the collection, storage, treatment and
reticulation around the suburbs of stormwater. It is a
tremendous opportunity but little has been done in that
regard.

It becomes quite evident who the extra drinking water
is for when you look at the further documents.

I particularly want to talk about recycling, which came
to the fore when it was highlighted on the front page of
the Age this morning. I am sure many members will be
aware that the government has a proposal to use
recycled water in places in Gippsland and in return
extract further fresh water from Gippsland for the
Melbourne area. We are talking about 115 billion litres
of wastewater each year being transferred from the
eastern treatment plant to facilities in Morwell. I turn to
talk a little about this issue because the government has
been less than honest about the whole proposal. When
you look at the period between when it was first
announced in 2004 until today you see a change in the
whole debate and that in the focus of it and the
terminology used the government has taken a
somewhat sideways slant on it in many regards. On
23 June 2004 the Minister for Water issued a press
release which says:

Again the press release from Melbourne Water says:

Mr Thwaites said one of the priority projects to undergo
further investigation would be the feasibility of the Gippsland
water factory recycling scheme.
…
The key elements of the recycling scheme are:
Recycled water transferred from Melbourne’s eastern
treatment plant via a 135 kilometre pipeline to the
Latrobe Valley;
A new water reclamation plant to treat water sourced
from the Latrobe Valley sewerage system;
The treated water would be mixed with recycled water
from the eastern treatment plant and supplied to industry
in the Latrobe Valley;
This would allow fresh water currently taken from
Gippsland rivers for use by industry to be ‘freed up’ for
environmental flows —

as a first priority —
and possibly extra drinking water.

Later that year, on 28 September, Melbourne Water
issued a press release which states:
The Minister for Water, John Thwaites, today launched a
major study into the feasibility of a water recycling scheme in
Victoria’s east which could reduce the effluent outflow near
Gunnamatta by 80 per cent.

The press release further states:
This proposal involves piping recycled water from the eastern
treatment plant to the Latrobe Valley for industrial and
agricultural purposes.

The proposal involves a new water reclamation plant in
Gippsland that would treat water sourced from the Latrobe
Valley sewerage system and from the eastern treatment plant
for use in industry.

I draw attention to the terms used. If you read that
literally it says it will also treat water from the eastern
treatment plant for use in the Latrobe Valley.
Events moved on. In April of this year we had the draft
for community comment of the sustainable water
strategy for the central region. With respect to
interconnecting water supply systems, that draft states:
Interconnections do not create more water, but they can
provide other benefits such as more flexibility to move water
to where and when it is needed, including the environment.

It further says:
The government proposes that water supply systems be
progressively interconnected and that water trading be
expanded.

At page 57 the draft shows very clearly that the
government proposes to not only build a 135 kilometre
pipeline linking the eastern treatment plant to the
proposed Gippsland water factory in Morwell but also
that it is proposed to build a connection between Blue
Rock Lake and Tarago Reservoir, both of which are in
Gippsland, to Cardinia Reservoir in Melbourne. People
in this place would know that Cardinia Reservoir is also
a major supply of fresh water for Melbourne. It is
evident that what we are seeing is a trade — that is,
effluent going to Gippsland and the fresh water coming
back to Melbourne. That is what has got up the noses of
the people of Gippsland, because it is an environmental
problem created by the City of Melbourne which is
being transferred to Gippsland.
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I turn to an article in the Weekend Australian of the 9th
and 10th of this month headed ‘Sewage swap to reclaim
city water’. It states:
A radical water recycling project that will add more than
20 per cent to Melbourne’s water supply and largely end the
need for restrictions is a step closer.
The Weekend Australian can reveal that a $1 billion state
government plan to divert 115 billion litres of wastewater a
year from an ocean outfall to the Latrobe Valley has passed a
feasibility study.

Later on the article states:
The drinking water now used to cool the generators — about
a quarter of the volume of Sydney Harbour — would be
retained in Melbourne’s water storages.

Melbourne’s water storages? Blue Rock Lake and
Tarago Reservoir are now being classified as
Melbourne water storages. As I said, it is no wonder
this project is getting up the noses of people in
Gippsland, because we are being absolutely dudded
again. An article on the front page of today’s Age
makes the same claims. It says:
Fresh water from Gippsland’s Blue Rock Dam would be used
to secure drinking water supplies in Melbourne, Geelong and
possibly Ballarat, according to government planning
documents obtained by the Age.

The government has been less than truthful in respect of
this. We in Gippsland do not mind there being a facility
to treat and reuse our own waste. We accept the
responsibility that as part of our community we need to
look after and care for what we create ourselves. We
are happy to do that. In its purest form, if this so-called
Gippsland water factory is designed to treat Gippsland
waste and reuse Gippsland waste then that is good and
well, but we say very clearly that it has become the
cornerstone project for a much larger agenda by the
state government — that is, to transfer dirty water from
Melbourne to Gippsland and take clean water back
from Gippsland to Melbourne. We therefore will not
have a bar of it.
The last point I want to make is this, and I quote from
documentation on the web site of the Gippsland Water
Factory:
The facility will treat up to 35 million litres of domestic and
industrial wastewater daily. It will produce around 8 million
litres of high-quality recycled water each day for use by local
industry at the completion of the first stage of the project.

‘First stage’ rings a bell. What are stages 2, 3 and 4?
We do not know. But 35 million litres of water will be
coming in daily, from which 8 million litres of
high-quality recycled water will be used for industry.
What happens to the other 27 million litres of

3351

wastewater a day? Can we not treat that to a level that
can be used by industry in the Latrobe Valley? Maybe
we cannot. Therefore one asks: what about the
115 billion litres of water that is going to be coming
every year from Melbourne’s wastewater treatment
plants? Are we somehow able to treat that water better
than we are able to treat Gippsland water? Are we
going to make use of the water coming from Melbourne
when we cannot make full use of recycled water in
Gippsland?
The whole equation simply does not add up. Something
stinks, and it is not just the effluent water that I am
talking about. The whole process stinks. The
government is on the nose on this issue. It is time it
came clean and told the people of Gippsland the truth,
because at the moment we are treated as second-class
citizens and the region is used as a dumping ground for
Melbourne’s waste. The people who will pay for this
are the members for Morwell and Narracan in the other
place at the 25 November election.
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — I commend The
Nationals for their choice of topic this morning. The
future of water is critical to us all and so it is timely that
we should engage in debate in this chamber about
water. However, I strongly oppose Mr Baxter’s motion
for a range of reasons.
Firstly, I contend that the government has not
mismanaged Victoria’s water resources and has not
failed to plan ahead for the water needs of this state in
the future. Since 1999 the Bracks Labor government
has led the nation in water reform by delivering its
blueprint Our Water Our Future, which outlines the
management of Victoria’s water resources for the next
50 years. That blueprint, after a long period of
consultation through the green and white papers, was
supported by farmers and environment groups alike.
Mr Baxter’s motion asserts that the government has
extracted $1.6 billion from water authorities by way of
dividends, but I have heard in response in debate this
morning the assertion that these funds have not been
directed to water projects. However, I remind members
of the house that the total figure of dividends that is
quoted in the motion represents around $200 million
per annum whereas the Bracks Labor government has
been spending well over $1 billion per year on water
projects. If I had time, I could begin to run through the
many different projects that are under way and
proposed in the water sector in the years ahead. But I
will concentrate on some other issues.
Our Water Our Future, the blueprint for managing
Victoria’s water for the next 50 years, has three key
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areas of action. The first area is farms; 83 per cent of
Victoria’s water consumption is for irrigation or stock
use. The plan and strategy is for smarter use of
irrigation water.
The second action is urban water and to find some
smarter ways to use water in our cities and towns. One
of the two key strategies is water conservation. The
government has seen some success in the water-saving
campaigns that have been initiated to the point that
Melburnians are now using 20 per cent less water per
head than in the 1990s. There are aims to increase that
figure markedly in the months and years ahead. A
second strategy for using our water in urban areas in a
smarter way is recycling. In Melbourne water recycling
has risen from 2 per cent to 12 per cent since Labor
came to government. The Bracks government has a
very clear target and that is to recycle 20 per cent of
Melbourne’s water by 2010.
Mr Hall said the government has not done enough for
recycling. I indicate that a lot has been done and there is
a lot to be done. As an example of what has been done,
new recycling schemes have included the eastern
irrigation and Werribee recycling schemes, both of
which are recycling 5 billion litres per annum. Recycled
water is being used by market gardens in the Werribee
area. Both of those schemes are now operating. There is
an investigation, as Mr Hall has indicated, of the eastern
treatment plant water recycling proposal, which would
increase Melbourne’s recycling rate to over 40 per cent
if in the end it is seen to be feasible and is implemented.
Before I talk more about the proposal for piping
recycled water from the eastern treatment plant to the
Latrobe Valley, I want to raise an issue that Mr Drum
expressed concern about earlier. He raised the issue of
irrigation water being traded from irrigation areas to
urban areas and he expressed his concern about that. I
would suggest to Mr Drum that this is something he
needs to sort out with the Liberal Party.
If after the election there were a coalition of the
Liberals and The Nationals, we would not want to see a
situation like that under Kennett, where The Nationals
were very much the junior partner and were pushed
around and their views disregarded. Mr Drum should
be reminded that the federal Liberal Party
parliamentary secretary for water, Malcolm Turnbull,
has said that Melbourne should be able to source water
from irrigators. That is a very serious statement that
The Nationals need to take up with the Liberal Party. It
is only the Bracks government that has ruled out taking
water north of the Great Divide for use in Melbourne,
because we understand the importance of the irrigation
industry in northern Victoria. We need The Nationals to
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sort out with their colleagues on that side of the house
whether the state Liberals rule this in or out.
Mr Baxter said that we need bold water-saving
measures. The government has many and various
measures and proposals in train. One is that relating to
Gippsland, in which it is proposed to swap grey water
for drinking water that is currently being used to cool
down the power stations in the Latrobe Valley. It is
looking at the 116 billion litres per annum — which is
equivalent to 25 per cent of Melbourne’s water
usage — which is coming out of rivers, principally the
Latrobe River, and is used to cool the generators in the
Latrobe Valley. The proposal is not to take any water
away from Gippsland but to replace that high-class
drinking water with class C recycled water from the
eastern treatment plant at Carrum. It is not, as Mr Hall
claimed, effluent. It would not be effluent but class C
recycled water and it would free up the river water for a
range of other purposes.
Just this morning on Jon Faine’s ABC radio program
the Minister for Water outlined the whole range of uses
that could take up that river water if it were free. They
include uses in Gippsland and Melbourne and in
environmental flows for the Gippsland rivers and lakes.
That high-quality water could be used across a range of
different purposes and the replacement water used for
industrial use in the cooling towers. Of course there are
issues relating to engineering, costs and reaching
agreement with power generators about what level of
treatment the recycled water needs to have had to be
acceptable for use in cooling the electricity plants. But
it has the potential to be a creative and very
commonsense solution. I am sure that people
throughout Victoria will see the sense of it. It has every
element of a win-win situation for the people of
Gippsland and the people of Melbourne.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. H. E. Buckingham) — Order! The honourable
member’s time has expired.
Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western) — Victoria is
currently facing a water crisis such as has not been seen
for decades. We have experienced eight seasons of
below-average rainfall with no surface run-off for
farms, urban supplies or irrigation storages both above
and below the surface. Water supplies are at a critical
level in many areas, including provincial cities and rural
cities and townships. We are seeing water restrictions at
level 4 in Bendigo, level 3 in Ballarat, level 2 in
Geelong and many other rural cities, and level 1 in
Melbourne. Why Melbourne remains on level 1 is
beyond most and many are concerned that it is more
about politics with the coming election than about
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careful management in these terribly dry times, when
storage levels indicate that better strategies should be
put in place.
Victorians are now conscious that the management of
this finite resource demands greater science than is
currently being employed and that indeed with the
onset of spring in some cases catchment dams across
Victoria may — heaven forbid — dry up. On these
grounds alone, Melbourne should have been on level 2
restrictions as from 1 June, and no significant falls are
forecast for the spring.
Many areas of the state are now in a perilous position,
especially those north of the Great Divide, be it
Horsham to the west, Bendigo in central Victoria or
towns further east, as no run-off has taken place for
more than four years. With the weather forecast for the
rest of the spring not indicating weather patterns needed
to gain considerable run-off, we are faced with a
terrifying position. It is not unreasonable to anticipate
that some communities, both large and small, will
simply run out of water completely. There is little doubt
that major water-carting programs will need to be put in
place, but beyond one in the Wimmera starting on
1 October, it would appear that further planning is yet
to take place.
Where is the government’s leadership in this planning,
or are we to see the ad hoc, knee-jerk decisions that
have been common in recent weeks, as we limp from
water crisis to water crisis? There is no doubt that now
we see this government limping from pillar to post as it
tries to meet the water challenges confronting many in
regional Victoria. Over the past seven years there have
been no strategic measures, financial provisions,
planning or costing done to put in place things that the
affected communities would have reasonably expected
to be done to combat these issues.
The Wimmera–Mallee piping program has been fought
and challenged at every opportunity, usually with the
Bracks government blaming the federal government in
one way or another. We have always known that this
great infrastructure development was to going to be
financially funded by a three-tier process at a cost of
$501 million, shared equally between local
beneficiaries and the state and federal governments, all
contributing approximately $167 million each. This is
the most significant Victorian water development
undertaken in the past 50 to 60 years but it continues to
be only stumbling along, due principally to this
government not making a priority of it.
The amount of water lost to evaporation and seepage
over the past five years alone has been enormous and is
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unrecoverable. The savings with the completion of the
northern section have been well recognised, but getting
the job done in the southern Mallee and the Wimmera
has been agonising and drawn out, to say the least. To
have expected a rural water authority, the principal
charter of which is to administer and deliver water to
users, to undertake this mammoth task was hardly
reasonable or expedient, as its expertise in this field and
in arranging contracts of this magnitude was always
going to be limited, irrespective of its willingness to do
so.
If the Bracks government were serious about putting
this infrastructure in place quickly, it would have put in
place a one-off Wimmera–Mallee pipeline construction
authority that offered greater expertise, efficiency and
technical capacity to undertake the works than we are
seeing currently. In recent months concerns have
continued to be raised as to when the community will
be informed about when the work will begin and what
construction schedules, costs and completion dates are
proposed.
In contrast to the government, which continues to
demonstrate its ignorance of how the water industry
works and the importance of water management for
regional districts, the opposition has put in place a
water policy that defines clear pathways that will
benefit regional communities, especially those of
Bendigo, Ballarat and Geelong. Our policy will not be
to the detriment of other water users and will not
burden irrigators with unrealistic expectations over the
longer term. The cornerstone of the Liberal’s water
policy is securing a better water outcome for Bendigo
and getting it off the restrictions that have now been in
place since 2002 by piping water from the Coliban
system.
We will also be drought-proofing and growth-proofing
both Geelong and Ballarat for the foreseeable future, by
bringing the Newlingrook aquifer, located in the
Otways, on stream to service Geelong’s needs, which in
turn will free up Geelong’s share of the Lal Lal
Reservoir, which can then be dedicated to Ballarat’s
needs. Not only is this the most plausible option but it
does not take water away from existing users and
irrigators, and it is far more affordable and can be
developed in a reasonable time frame.
The notion behind last week’s crazy government
announcement that it would pump water from the
Waranga Basin to Ballarat via Lake Eppalock is just
dumb. Not only has it rightly outraged irrigators and
local government bodies but it is fundamentally flawed
and ill-conceived. If water has to be pumped, it should
be from the higher rainfall areas in the south to the
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lower rainfall areas in the north, not vice versa. For the
government to use the taxpayers chequebook to enter
the water market and knock over irrigators’ water
entitlements on the grounds that cockies are willing
sellers ignores the fact that many are also willing
buyers.
The valuable agricultural industry of the Goulburn
Valley, which returns millions of dollars to our state
and local economies, seems to have become the fall guy
in the most recent of many ‘water fix-it’ outbursts from
the Minister for Water in the other place, Mr Thwaites.
The minister has no plans. He continues to limp from
pillar to post in the hope that it will rain and the
catchments will fill overnight — he is definitely a
dreamer.
The Weekly Times was correct last week in publicly
condemning Minister Thwaites on its front page. I
quote from the editorial on page 16, which reinforces
and captures the mood of regional Victorians:
Whatever happened to Premier … Bracks’ mantra that he
would always listen before his government acted?
During the last state election, it was Steve Bracks who said:
‘We will govern for every street, every suburb, every country
town in Victoria. We will continue to listen. We will continue
to govern for all Victorians’.
Yet Mr Bracks refused to even discuss his government’s plan
to rob Goulburn irrigators of their water before they threw the
Ballarat pipeline plan on the table last week.
The Premier and his water minister, John Thwaites, could not
have chosen a worse — more cruel — time to make their
announcement.
The Goulburn Valley is facing another summer without
water. Irrigators face record low water allocations.

The article goes on to say:
It is obvious that Mr Bracks and Mr Thwaites are drafting
policy on the run as they gear up for November’s election.

The article closes with this sentence:
It is increasingly evident the Bracks government is only
governing for every street, every suburb and every town in
Labor-held seats.

The government has had years to fix Victoria’s water
problems, but, as with so many other issues, it has
chosen to sit on its hands and hope it will all go away. I
urge the house to support the motion.
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — If any of
us who live in rural Victoria were asked about the three
most important issues in their electorate, they would
reply, ‘Water, water and then water’. I strongly support
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the motion moved by the Honourable Bill Baxter on
behalf of The Nationals.
In the very short amount of time I have to contribute to
the debate, I will talk about the Wimmera and Mallee
areas. The government seems absolutely determined to
tip 3000 megalitres of water down the river for
environmental flows, while farms and houses in many
areas will receive no more water. If the dry weather
continues, 2300 rural homes, or thereabouts, will have
to have water delivered to them — that will be about
28 000 litres every couple of months. That is a really
tough go, and anyone who has lived under those
circumstances will understand how difficult it is.
There are things that the government can do. Let us try
to be positive about the issue as this difficult time
continues. I was sent a paper the other day by Janine
Sounness, who is a drought community development
officer in the Wimmera. I reckon she has done a great
job. It is a great, positive paper, and it puts forward
some practical things the government could do. It puts
forward a proposed farm WaterSmart rebate scheme.
You might ask, ‘What for?’. It suggests a 50 per cent
rebate for the installation of water tanks for the
collection of rainfall or delivered water on farms and a
100 per cent rebate for the installation of Country Fire
Authority valve fittings for the rapid collection of water
for firefighting purposes. It also looks at the time from
which those rebates would be available. The paper’s
suggestion is that the conditions be a maximum of two
per customer and a minimum tank size of 3000 gallons,
to use the old terminology. Again, these are practical
and sensible suggestions. The paper also points out that
farmers could install the pipes and connections for the
tanks themselves to keep the costs down.
The benefits of implementing these suggestions would
be quite strong. The tanks purchased for this year’s
delivery of non-potable stock and domestic water
would have long-term benefits. When the pipeline was
installed water would flow only to tanks and not to
dams. The tanks purchased for the collection of
rainwater from farmhouses and sheds would capture
and secure more of our scarce rainfall.
The report also makes a very strong point about equity.
If the government would agree to it, such a scheme
would give the rural farming community access to a
similar opportunity to that enjoyed by city and rural
urban communities, who receive assistance through the
WaterSmart gardens and homes rebate scheme. I am
talking about people who are paying full tote odds for
water, but are likely to have no water for stock and
domestic purposes delivered through the channels into
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their dams. This proposal is something positive this
government could do about this issue.
Thank goodness for the vision and foresight of our
federal member for Mallee, John Forrest. He will go
down in history as a person who forced the issue along
with both state and federal governments to ensure the
completion of the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. I listened
to government speakers saying that The Nationals held
this up. If The Nationals John Forrest had not been
there, this project would not have been accepted and
would not be on the books now. I commend him for
that.
During the process of trying to get the money up for the
pipeline from the state and federal governments, the
Bracks government played politics with the whole
issue. We should have had that pipeline in place years
ago. If we had, we would not be having the debate we
are having now with respect to many areas of the
Wimmera and Mallee.
Ms HADDEN (Ballarat) — I rise to speak in
support of the motion, and I thank the Honourable Bill
Baxter for moving it in the house today. I also want to
record my thanks to both the Liberal Party and The
Nationals for giving up 15 minutes of their valuable
time to enable me to speak and make a valuable
contribution to the debate on this water motion, given
that as an Independent member of this place I have no
speaking rights on opposition business on a Wednesday
morning, which is a disgraceful state of affairs.
Certainly the Minister for Water, Minister John
Thwaites of Albert Park, stands to be condemned.
Thank goodness the Weekly Times had the courage to
publish on the front page of its 6 September edition a
photo of the minister looking rather smug, as he usually
does in his position as Minister for Water, with an
article under the subheading ‘Goulburn irrigators and
communities are reeling from another horrendous
drought. So what does water minister John Thwaites
do? Offer to pipe their water into crucial Labor
electorates’. The headline ‘Condemned’ is written
across the page, sitting above Mr Thwaites’s
not-so-blond hair. Mr Thwaites is the member for
Albert Park — —
An honourable member — There is plenty of
water there.
Ms HADDEN — There is plenty of water at Albert
Park, that is right, and last year the government
generously gave $4 million for the area of Albert Park
to be upgraded and beautified. We also need it in
country Victoria. There have been 10 years of drought.
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Ballarat, the Central Highlands, the Wimmera, the
Mallee and regions all around the state are suffering
from 10 dry years. Ballarat has been on water
restrictions since November 2002, as have some of the
other regions. We are used to restrictions. We are now
back on stage 3 restrictions, and so we should be. We
should have been on stage 3 restrictions a lot earlier this
year, but a political decision was made by the ALP
member who is also the chairperson of Central
Highlands Water Authority, John Barnes. He is a
member of the Ballarat East ALP branch. The decisions
on water restrictions of Central Highlands Water have
nothing to do with the environment or water, they have
everything to do with party political decisions. John
Barnes, Labor Party member and chairperson of
Central Highlands Water Authority, does as he is told
but has nothing to do with looking after the
environment.
People in my electorate of Ballarat Province are far
from happy with this crazy, stupid, nonsensical decision
of Minister Thwaites and his Labor government to pipe
water from the irrigation districts down into Bendigo
and Ballarat. The money is not there; we know it is not
there. The budget handed down in May allocated
$30 million to pipe water from the Waranga West
channel down to Lake Eppalock for Bendigo, but the
proposed project is estimated to cost in excess of
$77 million, and the bright Labor government of
Victoria thinks it will go cap in hand to the federal
government to top up the difference. I do not think it
will be successful there.
The current proposal to pipe water from the Goulburn
system up over the Great Dividing Range through to
Bendigo and then on to Ballarat is, quite frankly, crazy.
It is clueless, does not make sense and is something that
I expect only from the latte set, which is the Labor
ministry. No-one in their right mind would suggest
such a stupid, crazy proposal to divert water, especially
when we have had 10 years of drought. Lake
Eppalock’s capacity is at about 4 per cent and all those
regions are in dire trouble with water. All Minister
Thwaites can think of is having hundreds of kilometres
of expensive infrastructure and pipeline. How he will
get it up over the Great Dividing Range is beyond me.
Perhaps he will fly it over, perhaps he will have it
suspended by air balloons — goodness knows!
Ballarat is very angry, too, that the minister has created
a great division between country communities. That is
what is happening now. People are saying to me, ‘Why
is this government proposing to pit country
communities against Ballarat city?’. Ballarat city can be
smarter with its water. There is no money from this
government for real reusable systems in Ballarat.
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Ballarat is not encouraged to reuse water or have water
tanks, and there is discrimination between reticulated
and non-reticulated areas of the Central Highlands
Water Authority. Those in reticulated areas can apply
for a $150 subsidy for a water tank. Whoopee! It will
cost them nearly $1000 for a planning permit,
connection and a plumber, let alone the cost of the tank.
People are just not taking that up in Ballarat city itself.
You need only look at the new housing estates. You
can count the number of water tanks on one hand, if
you are lucky. Reuse systems are where we should be
going. And the government should be giving subsidies
for them — and I mean real reuse systems, with proper
filtration systems.
These matters were discussed by the CSIRO two years
ago in a paper entitled The Economics of Water —
Taking Full Account of First Use, Reuse and Return to
the Environment. It looked at reuse. It is interesting,
because approximately 10 per cent of wastewater is
being reused across Australia. The estimates of water
reuse at table 1 on page 7 of the paper show for the
various regions and states the reuse of water from water
utility sewage treatment plants. Victoria is at the bottom
of the pile. We reuse just 6.7 per cent. Queensland
reuses 11.2 per cent, New South Wales reuses 8.9 per
cent, Tasmania reuses 9.5 per cent, South Australia
reuses 15.1 per cent and Western Australia reuses
10 per cent, yet Victoria is stuck on 6.7 per cent. That is
not good enough. The applications for reuse water
include amenity areas, commercial agriculture, forestry,
industrial applications and, as I have just mentioned,
residential use as part of third-pipe developments. Until
this government is serious about encouraging people to
put in filtration systems, which cost on average around
$10 000 for a home, including installation and permits,
the percentage of reuse in this state will not increase.
That is a great shame.
The government should also increase subsidies for
water tanks across both reticulated and unreticulated
areas. It needs to be serious about it, because at the
moment it is not serious. There needs to be great
encouragement and a great financial incentive for
people to install reuse systems and water tanks. The
government has offered 180 000 free shower heads
across the state, according to Monday’s newspapers.
The population of Victoria is just on 5 million, yet
Mr Thwaites’s great thought for the day was to issue
180 000 Victorian households with a water-saving
shower head. I do not know where he got his research
from or what studies he did on that, but he is reported in
the Herald Sun of Monday, 11 September, as having
said:
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This is one of the cheapest conservation methods and cheaper
than water tanks …

I say shame on Mr Thwaites. He should be putting in
place proper subsidies for water tanks across country
Victoria, especially in the regional cities, as well as
putting substantial subsidies into reuse filtration
systems — not water-saving shower roses, which most
of us already have in our bathrooms and have had for
the past 10 years.
I refer to Lal Lal. The water in Bungal Dam at Lal Lal
is Ballarat’s water. The government promised it would
come back to Ballarat after Geelong got onto the
Barwon Downs aquifer. That happened two or three
years ago, and that water should have been returned to
Ballarat then. It has not been returned because this
government is playing party politics and is pandering to
the Greens.
As we know, the Newlingrook aquifer in the Otway
Coast Basin has a permissible annual value of just on
75 000 megalitres each and every year, which can be
accessed by Barwon Water for watering the towns
along the coast and into Geelong. That is available now.
It is legal, and it should be accessed immediately. But
this government is not interested in doing anything
sensible and serious.
What this government did with Cosgrave Reservoir is
reprehensible. It stole, in an underhand way, the water
from Cosgrave Reservoir at Creswick. It proposes to
raise the banks on the reservoir to steal even more water
and pump it over the Great Divide into Ballarat’s White
Swan Reservoir. That will have a great impact on
Creswick Creek, it will have a great impact on the
Upper Loddon and it will have a great impact on the
Loddon–Murray water system. It will also mean that
Creswick will be in great danger of being burnt out by a
fire. It will also mean the drying up of St George’s
Lake.
This government has given permission to Central
Highlands Water to pump the entire environmental
flow into Cosgrave Reservoir, which is 1200 megalitres
a year — and that is what it is doing at the moment. It
spent approximately $4.5 million to build two
pipelines; one from White Swan out to Cosgrave, and
one from Cosgrave back into White Swan, which has
just finished. Cosgrave Reservoir was built from taxes
paid by the Creswick community in the late 1970s to
secure Creswick’s growth and to protect the community
from fire risk. Now Creswick cannot grow; it is stuck
on a 450-megalitre allocation of water a year and things
are at crisis point.
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Creswick has not forgiven Minister Thwaites; it has not
forgiven Central Highlands Water and its
Labor-member chairperson, a member of the Ballarat
East branch of the Labor Party, John Barnes; and it
certainly has not forgotten nor will it ever forgive Geoff
Howard, the member for Ballarat East in the other
place, because he has been missing in action. But then
that is understandable because Mr Howard cannot even
vote for himself at Ballarat East because he does not
live in his electorate. He is never seen in his electorate,
as his ex-wife has announced. He lacks vision and
no-one knows what he stands for. But then
Mr Howard’s ex-wife had the thumbscrews put on her
to withdraw from the race. She was well and truly
threatened, intimidated and harassed to withdraw, and
now he is very smug with himself. Watch this space, is
all I can say; watch this space.
As for this proposal to fill this pipeline — I call it a
pipedream — I do not know what Minister Thwaites is
on but it must be good. It is a cruel, cheap stunt; it is
pitting country community against country community.
The only person who is supportive of this so-called
pipeline pipedream is, as I said, the Labor Party
chairperson of Central Highlands Water, John Barnes,
who thinks it is a great idea because he has had the
thumbscrews put on him and he does not care about the
environment. The other person who thinks it is a great
idea is the Mayor of the Ballarat City Council who has
been charged with the unlawful assault of a community
submitter at a planning panel set up by the planning
minister. That is what we have got — and Mr Mitchell
can sit down, because he is wasting my time.
Hon. R. G. Mitchell — On a point of order, Acting
President, the motion is very specific. It would be in the
best interests of the house to bring the member back to
the motion and encourage her not go off on a tangent.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. H. E. Buckingham) — Order! Does the
member have a reply?
Ms HADDEN — On the point of order, Acting
President, there is no point of order. The member is
wasting my time and the Chair ought to acknowledge
that.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. H. E. Buckingham) — Order! I ask the member
to keep to the content of the motion and continue.
Ms HADDEN — I certainly am; I am talking about
Cosgrave Reservoir and Geoff Howard’s failure to
protect the community from fire and lack of water.
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I have been raising the water shortage crisis in my
electorate for seven years, but it has fallen on deaf ears
with Minister Thwaites, who has cotton wool in his
ears. The one thing that the Ballarat community needs
is its agricultural district. The Ascot area produces some
$60 million of agriculture and vegetables for use in
Victoria and for export. That is under risk at the
moment because the Ascot aquifer is over allocated. It
was over allocated six years ago, yet Minister Thwaites
saw fit to sign a planning permit to allow it to be over
allocated by 800 megalitres each and every year to
water Clunes when Clunes had access to Newlyn
Reservoir. That is what this government also proposes
through Central Highlands Water — to pipe all the
water from Newlyn Reservoir, which is used for
irrigation, up over the Great Dividing Range and into
Ballarat, because this government has not put the
thumbscrews on Ballarat City Council and Central
Highlands Water to come up with innovative reuse and
recycle ideas for the city of Ballarat, and subsidies for
reuse, for industry and residential areas, and for water
tanks, as I earlier alluded to.
What this Labor government proposes to do is to take
away country Victoria’s valuable resource during the
10th year of drought and force dryland farming. It will
force the closure of farm businesses, farm families and
small towns. This government ought to hang its head in
shame because it does not care, it does not act for all
Victorians, it does not listen to all Victorians. The only
people it listens to are the city-centric latte set that can
sit there thinking up harebrained ideas — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. H. E. Buckingham) — Order! The member’s
time has expired.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — I am
pleased to sum up at the end of this debate. It has been
an interesting debate. Members from all sides of the
house have acknowledged that water is the crucial issue
facing our community at the moment, and it is an issue
which all members need to give due attention. To that
extent I am somewhat disappointed at the response that
we have had from the government today. I am
disappointed that the Parliamentary Secretary for
Water, Ms Carbines, whilst she was in the house for my
remarks, was absent once she had finished her own
contribution and has just come back. That is not setting
up a very good position. If this is the major issue facing
the government and the community, it is extremely
disappointing if the Parliamentary Secretary for Water
cannot participate fully in the debate. I am also
disappointed that other members of the government
who represent country Victoria were not a bit more
forthcoming in their contributions today.
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We heard from Ms Carbines the usual diatribe of
attacking the opposition and The Nationals for policies
that we might both be espousing. Much of it was quite
erroneous, taken out of context or simply not true, and
Mr Drum exposed some of that. What I was most
disappointed about was that there was no analysis from
Ms Carbines of the Ballarat pipeline proposal. There
was no justification for it at all in terms of its
economics, or what it might do. The justification given
by Ms Carbines was that, ‘Goulburn Valley has got
plenty of water and we are just taking a little bit’; and,
‘They have got 1000 gigalitres; we are only taking a
tiny bit for Bendigo and we are just taking a little bit
more for Ballarat’. We all know where that sort of a
theory ends up. We will keep on taking a little bit more
and it will keep on going until the Goulburn Valley
completely loses critical mass as the great food bowl of
Australia. I completely reject that assertion of, ‘We’re
only taking a little bit’ as being a sufficient justification
for this Ballarat pipeline proposal, because we know
what the next step will be — a little bit for Geelong,
then a big bit for Melbourne, and on it will go.

Mr Drum gave a very cogent response to the criticism
by Ms Carbines of his proposal to at least look at the
capture of stormwater run-off in Bendigo. I thought it
was one of the most brilliant contributions we have
heard in rebuttal for some time. Given the comments
made by Ms Carbines and Ms Darveniza, Mr Drum’s
proposal must be really stinging the government. It is
good to see that a policy put forward by an opposition
member is cutting the government to the bone and
causing that sort of reaction, and I commend him for it.

Ms Carbines also said, ‘But they have 1000 gigalitres.
They can afford it’. She did not acknowledge that this
year, for example, the current water entitlements are
only 17 per cent, so there is nothing like the
1000 gigalitres available in the Goulburn Valley during
this season. Ms Carbines cannot have her cake and eat
it too. She was criticising The Nationals’ policy that we
might need to look at a new dam for urban supplies in
Melbourne, saying that would not make it rain. Of
course it would not make it rain, but on the other hand
she wants to assume that Lake Eildon is full of water
when it is not — it is down to less than 20 per cent of
capacity. She cannot say ‘I am just taking a little bit of
1000 gigalitres’; she has to say ‘I am taking a fair bit of
only 17 per cent’.

House divided on motion:

Then we had Ms Darveniza’s rambling speech. I think
everyone in this place would acknowledge that the
Ballarat pipeline proposal is the biggest issue in the
electorate which Ms Darveniza has been preselected to
contest at the next election. Did she mention the biggest
issue in her new electorate? No, not once! I believe this
issue will bring Ms Darveniza down. Not only is the
electorate very annoyed and frustrated that the Labor
Party is imposing two city-based candidates on the
northern region — Ms Broad and Ms Darveniza,
neither of whom has any empathy for country Victoria
at all — but now this Ballarat pipeline proposal is being
promoted by both those members. Ms Broad is on top
of the voting ticket and I suppose she is guaranteed
election, but I would not put any money on the
re-election of Ms Darveniza. I think this issue will be
the cause of her demise.

Mr Hall exposed what the government is up to with this
so-called water factory in Gippsland. All the hype we
have heard has now been completely exposed by what
Mr Hall had to say today, and I commend him for that.
It is quite clear, as has been said by other members on
this side who spoke during the debate — Ms Lovell,
Mr Koch, Mr Vogels and myself — that this
government is making it up as it goes along, and it
stands condemned for its mismanagement of water in
this state.

Ayes, 19
Atkinson, Mr
Baxter, Mr
Bishop, Mr
Bowden, Mr
Brideson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr P. R.
Drum, Mr (Teller)
Forwood, Mr

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

Noes, 20
Broad, Ms
Buckingham, Mrs (Teller)
Carbines, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eren, Mr
Hilton, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Lenders, Mr
McQuilten, Mr
Madden, Mr

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

Pair
Davis, Mr D. McL.

Argondizzo, Ms

Motion negatived.
Sitting suspended 1.01 p.m. until 2.03 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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DISTINGUISHED VISITORS
The PRESIDENT — Order! Before I call question
time, I wish to acknowledge in the chamber the Deputy
Speaker of the House of Commons, Sir Alan
Hazelhurst, who is visiting us today with his wife, Lady
Hazelhurst. Welcome.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Minerals and petroleum: exploration
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I direct my
question without notice to the Minister for Resources. I
refer to the Australian Bureau of Statistics data released
today on petroleum exploration in Australia for the
June quarter, and the fact that oil prices have been
hitting record levels over the last year. I therefore ask: is
it a fact that investment in petroleum exploration in
Victoria in 2005–06 was only $69.7 million, compared
to $162.5 million in 2004–05, an extraordinary fall in
exploration activity over the last year?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Resources) — The honourable member always comes
in here and provides distorted figures for what is
actually going on. He knows there is a boom in the
resources sector in this state. He knows that when we
came to power 4000 people were working in the
resources sector and now there are 8500 people
working in that sector. That is 4500 extra families in
regional Victoria who have a job and are able to
contribute. In addition, we have brought on additional
supplies of petroleum through the further exploration
which has taken place and which has been brought to
market from locations out of the Bass Strait, something
that was never even dreamed about under the previous
government. I look forward to getting a sensible
question about the issues surrounding the growth in the
resources sector. If I get a sensible question on the
growth in the resources sector I will be very happy to
answer it.
Supplementary question
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I thank the
minister for his invitation, and Perhaps he will share
with us some of his expert knowledge as a
consequence. I therefore ask: given Victoria’s share of
petroleum exploration in Australia has crashed from
15.6 per cent to only 5.5 per cent in just one year, what
is the minister doing to rescue the industry from this
disastrous trend?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Resources) — I reiterate the point: the member has a
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habit of distorting the statistics he brings into the house
in order to present a negative image of this sector. Let
me inform the member opposite that in fact this sector
is booming and providing jobs in regional Victoria.
When I get a sensible question about the Australian
Bureau of Statistics figures I will be very happy to
answer it.

WorkCover: reforms
Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — My question is to the
Minister for WorkCover and the TAC. Will the
minister advise the house of any recent reforms in
WorkCover that will assist employees and employers in
Victoria?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for WorkCover and the
TAC) — I thank Mr Viney for his question, and for his
ongoing interest in how this state can get the balance
right between bringing WorkCover premiums down to
encourage job growth, but also getting injury rates
down and looking after injured workers so we have a
good, stable and safe work force. This house passed the
Occupational Health and Safety Bill at the end of 2004,
and that act has come in in phases, in mid-2005 and
mid-2006. It is bringing down injury rates in
workplaces.
But above and beyond the legislation I am delighted to
inform the house that in collaboration with New South
Wales — the two states together form 60 per cent of the
Australian economy — and together with my New
South Wales colleague John Della Bosca we have
announced a series of reforms to streamline and
harmonise the significant administrative portions of the
two WorkCover administrations. They tackle issues
such as common guidance materials for business,
common forms for workers compensation claims across
jurisdictions, common payment options and sharing
advertising campaigns to improve workplace safety.
These are but some of the areas. By collaborating with
another jurisdiction and by having the two WorkCover
authorities and the agents sitting down together, they
are areas where we have been able to cut red tape
without taking away a single worker’s right or benefit.
It is good for business, it is good for workers and it is
good for the scheme.
It is not just me saying that. Heather Ridout, the chief
executive officer of the Australian Industry Group said:
The announced changes will have a positive impact in a
number of areas and especially in terms of compliance and
encouraging an improved focus on safety in the workplace.

An editorial in the Australian Financial Review of
29 August welcomed this announcement with the
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headline ‘WorkCover move a good first step’. Richard
Marles from the Australian Council of Trade Unions
echoed the words of Heather Ridout by praising them.
Hon. Bill Forwood interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Forwood gets excited,
because the only defence the opposition has is
uninformed rhetoric. I am deeply disappointed: I
thought Mr Forwood would have understood more.
Unlike the states of Victoria and New South Wales, the
commonwealth, going on its ideological path, creates
red tape. The latest venture of Kevin Andrews, the
federal Minister for Employment and Workplace
Relations, has meant that if a truck pulled up to a Coles
store in Mr Forwood’s electorate, to use an example,
you would have one occupational health and safety
regime on the truck, with a commonwealth inspector,
another occupational health and safety regime in the
shop and another on the loading dock. The loading
dock would be a grey area; it might have the
commonwealth regime or it might have the state
regime. If someone were to take a bag trolley from the
shop into the truck, would they be under the state
regime or the commonwealth regime? If someone was
using a forklift, would they be under the state regime or
the commonwealth regime? If they were sitting on the
fence, as Mr Forwood often does, they would be under
both regimes!
With his ideological obsession of destroying
WorkCover, Kevin Andrews is setting up a duplicate
system, with commonwealth and state inspectors who
will be in the same workplace. In Mr Forwood’s Coles
store, as I mentioned, we will have gone from a simple
regime, which is bringing down injury statistics and
premiums, to having two systems. There will be no
improvement for business. It will be harder for small
business and more complicated for workers. Kevin
Andrews is drowning us in red tape. If he would open
his eyes, look, and work with the states, we would have
a better system.

WorkCover: Sentencing Act
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I note the
announcement on the harmonisation of the WorkCover
system, and I welcome it. Industry says the jury is still
out. The minister has not yet cut away any red tape, he
has just issued a press release.
The Sentencing Act 1991 allows a victim of crime to
seek compensation on the basis that they are not
required to endure further trauma and anguish in
seeking that compensation. The Sentencing Act — —
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An honourable member — Who is the question
for?
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — The Minister for
WorkCover and the TAC. The Sentencing Act allows a
victim of crime to proceed with their compensation
claim on the basis that they simply have to tender
evidence of a criminal conviction. Was it intended by
the government that the Sentencing Act provision
should also be used by employees in making
WorkCover claims for post-traumatic shock or stress
claims — in other words, is this a legislative anomaly
or government policy?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for WorkCover and the
TAC) — Mr Atkinson was uncharacteristically reading
from a document, which we assume was prepared for
and given to him to slavishly read. I assume the
question was to me as Minister for WorkCover and the
TAC, and under those terms I will happily answer it.
First I will refer to Mr Atkinson saying in relation to
my last answer that it was but a press release. I say to
Mr Atkinson that when you have the WorkCover
authorities of the two main jurisdictions covering 60 per
cent of the economy, and when you have the Australian
Industry Group — and Heather Ridout is a hardly an
ALP branch stacker, as Mr Forwood seemed to be
calling her before — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Forwood says it is a piece of
paper. I say to Mr Forwood that it is a piece of paper as
the Constitution Act is paper or as any piece of
legislation is paper.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LENDERS — I say it to Mr Atkinson.
Mr Forwood speaks more sagely than Mr Atkinson!
This plan put forward by the two states will have
results, which makes it unlike the plans Mr Atkinson’s
government put in place. Mr Atkinson was part of
Mr Kennett’s shameful government during those seven
long, dark years. The present government does not
over-announce. This move has been announced only
once. It is actually happening, so if Mr Atkinson goes
and talks to the WorkCover agents and authorities and
to industry, he will welcome this. I take on board his
issue of graciously welcoming it.
In regard to the issue he referred to of the Sentencing
Act, if he wants to ask for an opinion as to what the
intention of the Sentencing Act was, he should ask that
question of the Attorney-General. I will happily take it
on notice for the Attorney-General, who is the minister
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responsible for the Sentencing Act. What I can say to
Mr Forwood, to Mr Atkinson — President, I am getting
confused!
An honourable member — No you’re not. You’re
not really.
Mr LENDERS — I guess I was just dazzled by
what we would have in Baillieu land. I thought that the
Treasurer, in referring to Baillieu land, was talking
about la-la land, but obviously in Baillieu land, where
the trees grow tall and hang with money, anything is
possible. So I admit my confusion today. Mr Forwood
and Mr Atkinson have confused me. I was bedazzled
by the money from Baillieu land.
Hon. B. N. Atkinson — He wouldn’t get a gig in
the House of Commons either.
Mr LENDERS — I take up Mr Atkinson’s
interjection, Mr Baillieu certainly would not get a gig in
the House of Commons.
I have probably been answering this question for long
enough. I will just say to Mr Atkinson that the
Victorian WorkCover Authority is designed to assist
people who are injured by providing compensation for
their injury in an environment where premiums can go
down and safety can improve. Mr Atkinson knows that
WorkCover claims are down by 4 per cent this year
because we have a better occupational health and safety
regime. Mr Atkinson knows that premiums are down
by 10 per cent this year because of better compliance
and the better occupational health and safety regime. I
welcome his supplementary question, which I am sure
is designed to further enhance the reputation of the state
of Victoria in a bipartisan manner.
Supplementary question
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — The
investigation of a murder involving the collection of
evidence, the onus of proof, the determination of
culpability and prosecution beyond reasonable doubt
has a much higher threshold than an occupational
health and safety prosecution, which, for example, can
hold an employer responsible for an accident
notwithstanding that an employee has deliberately
ignored the employer’s directions on safety procedures.
An employer has recently advised me of a WorkCover
compensation claim for post-traumatic shock involving
an accident seven years ago that relies on the
Sentencing Act conviction provisions. I ask if the
minister is prepared to legislate to disallow the use of
the Sentencing Act as a basis for pursuing future
WorkCover claims?
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Mr LENDERS (Minister for WorkCover and the
TAC) — Mr Atkinson is trying it on. He knows that he
cannot call for legislation in a question. He raises a
legitimate public policy point — that is always part of a
balance — but as he well knows, one, he cannot call for
legislation in question time, and two, this is the
second-last week of the 55th Parliament, and even if
legislation were to come — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LENDERS — The main point is that it is a
public policy issue that needs, as always, to be part of a
balanced debate. Mr Atkinson normally errs on the side
of not doing things rather than doing things, but I
welcome his contribution to a debate.

Hazardous waste: Nowingi
Mr SMITH (Chelsea) — I direct my question to the
Minister for Major Projects, Mr Lenders. Can the
minister inform the house of any further progress on the
government’s proposal to locate a long-term
containment facility at Nowingi?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Major Projects) — I
welcome Mr Smith’s question on what is a very
difficult area of public policy where the Bracks
government has sought, after exhaustive consideration
of the report of the Coleman inquiry, which was chaired
by a former Liberal minister, to pass criteria — —
Hon. Philip Davis — Fine man!
Mr LENDERS — Mr Philip Davis says he was a
fine minister, so I assume Mr Davis is endorsing the
decision to take up the recommendations based on the
Coleman report and move the long-term containment
facility to Nowingi. It is quite interesting that Mr Philip
Davis appears to be praising the chair of the Coleman
inquiry and its report, under which criteria Nowingi
was found. In Baillieu land, where money grows on
trees, we seem to have discovered that some people in
this state, particularly the Leader of the Opposition,
seek to be all things for all people.
Mr Smith asked me whether there has been any further
progress on Nowingi, and I can tell the house there
have been 56 days of hearings now, with 24 substantive
reports, 9 supplementary reports — —
Hon. D. McL. Davis interjected.
Mr LENDERS — It is interesting that Mr David
Davis is now joining the fray, because I was reading
about this in a paper just recently.
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Hon. Bill Forwood interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Forwood asks me which one,
and the paper I was reading was the Hume Weekly. A
spokesperson for Mr Baillieu told the newspaper:
At this stage, the Victorian Liberal Party has ruled out a new
toxic dump in Mildura.

At this stage! I would certainly say to Mr Bishop, who
will go into a coalition with those opposite if the
electors give him the opportunity in November, his
potential coalition partner is saying that at this stage the
Liberal Party will not rule out a toxic dump at Nowingi.
It begs the question: at what stage will it rule out a
long-term containment facility at Nowingi? And it begs
a bigger question of this flip-flop attitude of being all
things to all people in different parts of the state. When
the residents of Tullamarine are upset with Mr David
Davis’s half-baked policies about putting waste
somewhere, what does the Leader of the Opposition
say? In Baillieu land you say in Tullamarine, ‘At this
stage we have no proposal to build a dump in Mildura’,
because obviously it is an avenue so it does not go to
Tullamarine. When it goes to Gippsland, the opposition
has a view that, ‘We will not build it in Gippsland, we
will build it somewhere else’. In half of rural Victoria It
says, ‘We will build it in the other half of rural Victoria,
within 100 kilometres of Melbourne’. That is from
Ms Asher, the member for Brighton in the other place.
Then Mr Davis denies what Ms Asher is saying, but the
Leader of The Nationals, the prospective Deputy
Premier, says it will be within 100 kilometres of
Melbourne!
The Bracks government has made the hard but fair
decision to deal with long-term waste, the
89 000 tonnes of waste in Victoria. We propose to store
it in a world-class facility where it will not leach into
the water table, where it will not be put into landfill, but
where it will be put in the safest, most appropriate
place. It has gone through an exhaustive environment
effects statement process where those who would want
this state to become Baillieu land, where money grows
on tall trees, would suddenly say different things to
different people at different times but be all things to all
people.
I hope The Nationals, the would-be allies of the
Liberals in a future coalition government, say now and
publicly that they will not be part of any team that ‘at
this stage’ rules out a dump in Nowingi, because that is
what Mr Baillieu said. The Bracks government has
made the hard decision, and we have done what we
needed to do to make Victoria a better place to live,
work, invest and raise a family.
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Water: Latrobe Valley feasibility study
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — My question
without notice today is directed to the Minister for
Energy Industries, the Honourable Theo Theophanous.
Does the government intend to introduce legislation
requiring Latrobe Valley power stations to use recycled
water?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — On a point of order, President, I seek
your direction on the question. I am happy to answer
the question, but I seek the Chair’s direction in terms of
the request of me in relation to legislation and whether
that is in line with the standing orders.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On the point of order,
the question of calling for legislation is prohibited in the
adjournment debate but not in questions without notice.
He did not call for it, he just asked whether you were
going to introduce it, so the question is in order.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Thank you,
President, and I am happy to answer the question put by
the honourable member. I should begin by saying that I
am not the Minister for Water but the Minister for
Energy Industries. However, any water proposal which
has elements contained within it that would affect the
energy sector and the power stations in the Latrobe
Valley is of course of interest to me as Minister for
Energy Industries.
The project floated has been the subject of a feasibility
study, and that feasibility study has come up with some
proposals. It is certainly not the case that the
government has made any decisions in relation to this
project. I would also say that the government
recognises that the project is, if it were to go ahead,
very complex and a number of issues would need to be
carefully examined, including of course whether the
power stations and the industry can use recycled water
and what the cost of that water might be.
This project is one which of course has some benefits
on the water side in relation to the provision of clean
water to Melbourne, Ballarat and other areas, but it also
has some other issues associated with it. It is in the
early stages of a feasibility study, and it certainly is not
at the point where I can say a decision by the
government has been made in relation to it.
The only other thing I can add is that we have discussed
the possibility of the project with the Latrobe Valley
generators and we will of course work fully with them
in relation to any scoping or implications of this project
for their operations.
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Supplementary question
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — The minister
indicated that a feasibility study had been undertaken
into this issue of the use of recycled water. I ask the
minister: is that feasibility study completed and, if it is
completed, will it be released?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — What I could say to the honourable
member is that, yes, there has been a feasibility study.
The government obviously would have to consider that
feasibility study before any such decisions were made. I
am not sure that has occurred.
Hon. B. N. Atkinson — It is an election stunt!
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — One of the things
that we do as a government is carefully consider
policies before we put them out, which is not something
that you can say about the opposition. In fact, to quote
Prime Minister John Howard, one of the problems with
the state opposition is that it does not invest enough
time and energy into working out an alternative policy
blueprint over a longer period of time. That is the real
problem.

Consumer affairs: ABC Learning Centres
Mr SCHEFFER (Monash) — I refer my question
to the Minister for Consumer Affairs. There have been
several recent reports of the effect of rising interest rates
on Victorian families, and increasing household debt
levels are a big concern. Given the Bracks
government’s commitment to helping Victorians with
credit and debt issues, could the minister advise the
house of any current credit or debt issues that Victorian
families should be aware of?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — I thank the honourable member for his
question. As the member noted, the Bracks government
is committed to addressing concerns around credit and
debt issues, and members will recall that in July of last
year I warned in this place about a new offer being
made by the largest private child-care provider in the
country, ABC Learning Centres. ABC Learning was
offering to lend parents 30 per cent of their child-care
fees up to a maximum of $4000 per child per financial
year, to be recouped when the parents received their
child-care rebate in their tax return.
Each week when these fees are paid the amount is
added on to the family’s loan. ABC Learning called this
loan a ‘deferred payment plan’ and marketed it by
telling families, ‘Don’t wait for the child-care rebate’.
This marketing, together with the loan amount itself,
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clearly paints the loan as simply an advance on the
moneys that the family will get back through the
child-care rebate.
But I warned families then that the loan contract only
allowed them until 30 September each year to repay the
loan. The loan contract states that if you are late —
even by one day — in repaying the loan you have to
pay 8 per cent interest on any overdue amount.
While these concerns are still valid, I am now aware
that there are even more concerns about this loan. The
federal government has announced that families will
not be able to claim their child-care rebate for the last
financial year until the following year’s tax return is
filed. This means that no family will receive last year’s
child-care rebate before 30 September this year — not
in time to repay their ABC Learning loan.
Dr John Costella has recently written to me, after he
saw my warnings and checked the loan contract. Filing
their return in time would not be a problem for his
family, but he is concerned about other families. Even
so he will also be out of pocket through no fault of his
own.
ABC Learning should do the right thing by families and
waive the 8 per cent interest for late payment by at least
12 months. This will give families the time to get their
rebate, especially as marketing used by ABC linked the
loan to the child-care rebate.
Dr Costella also pointed out that ABC Learning
continued to market its loan after the federal
government announced its decision about how you
would claim the child-care rebate. It did not warn
families already on the loan plan, enabling them to
reconsider if they wanted to continue adding to their
loan each week.
I have asked Consumer Affairs Victoria to investigate
Dr Costella’s complaint further. Of course ABC
Learning is not entirely to blame here. The federal
government is deliberately withholding families
child-care rebates by an extra year rather than paying
them the year the actual tax return is filed.
Further, the federal government is conning families by
calling it a rebate. If financial circumstances change for
the family, they might not earn enough to claim the tax
offset, but would still have to repay the ABC loan.
I am urging consumers who are concerned about their
ABC Learning contracts, or how they are marketed to
them, to contact Consumer Affairs Victoria and seek
advice. Unlike the Howard government, the Bracks
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government is committed to making Victoria a great
place to live and raise a family.

Local government: funding
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — I direct my
question without notice to the Minister for Local
Government, Ms Broad. The minister, along with the
Premier, the Honourable Steve Bracks, the Treasurer,
the Honourable John Brumby, the Minister for
Agriculture in the other place, the Honourable Bob
Cameron, attended the Small Towns Victoria launch
this morning. The rural councils network has lobbied
long and hard for extra funding from the Bracks
government, particularly for local road infrastructure. A
Liberal government, as members would know, will
match the federal government’s Roads To Recovery
funding by injecting an extra $127 million into local
roads and bridges across Victoria. I ask: did the
minister promise to deliver any real support today to
our 38 rural councils? Will the minister provide funding
assistance for these councils for local road
infrastructure or will she not?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
welcome the question from Mr Vogels on the very
important matter of funding, particularly for our smaller
rural and regional councils. I was pleased to participate
this morning in the first meeting of Small Towns
Victoria, together with the Premier, the Treasurer and
the Minister for Agriculture in the other place.
At that meeting the government was in a position to
discuss with the small town rural and regional councils
the Provincial Victoria statement and the very large
investment this government has already made and
which we are now working, through the Municipal
Association of Victoria and the councils, to implement.
Unlike the former Kennett government that told local
government what was good for it and whether it would
get it or not, as the case may be, this government
actually believes in working in partnership with local
government and implementing those initiatives in a
partnership with councils.
Members opposite know full well what the actual
arrangements are for road funding in Australia,
including Victoria. Those road funding arrangements
mean that grants funding for local roads is clearly the
responsibility of the federal government. Guess why
those opposite want to talk about what the Bracks
government is doing in relation to something which is a
federal Liberal government responsibility! Why are
they not talking to their colleagues in Canberra about
what they should be doing to support the financial
viability of local governments across Victoria?
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As I again related today at the Small Towns Victoria
inaugural meeting, the Bracks government has
increased its grants to local government by 50 per cent
in this year’s budget. That is after allowing for
commonwealth grants, which have actually gone down
this year when you take into account the withdrawal of
$200 million from Victoria in national competition
payments.
The Bracks government has the runs on the board in
terms of its demonstrated financial support and its
partnership with Victorian councils, particularly the
smaller rural shire councils. It is about time Liberal
opposition members started talking to their colleagues
in Canberra about the federal government meeting its
responsibilities to properly fund councils through,
amongst other things, local roads funding and financial
assistance grants which are untied and which are also
used for roads funding.
Supplementary question
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — From that spiel
and spin I gather the answer clearly is no. I heard from
a couple of councillors who came all the way from rural
Victoria to the meeting this morning that they are going
home empty handed. They told me it was a waste of
time to listen to anybody, including the Premier, the
Treasurer and the minister, because they offered
nothing which they have not heard a million times
before. There are 21 rural councils in Victoria with a
population of less than 20 000 with a rate base under
$10 million each. They are responsible for a vast
majority of Victoria’s local roads and bridges. Can the
minister confirm that the Bracks government accepts no
responsibility for Victoria’s local roads and bridges? I
want one answer, yes or no. Does or does not the
minister accept responsibility for local roads in
Victoria — just yes or no?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
have already advised the members opposite, including
Mr Vogels, that the Bracks government has increased
its funding to local government through grants by
50 per cent in this year’s budget. I do not know which
part of that Mr Vogels does not understand, but 50 per
cent in anybody’s language is a very substantial
amount, and it is a further demonstration of the Bracks
government support for councils right across Victoria,
especially our smaller rural shire councils.
It is about time the Liberal Party produced some
policies in which it can demonstrate how it will pay, out
of this Baillieu land magic pudding, for any promises or
any policies it might care to produce this side of the
state election.
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Minerals and petroleum: exploration
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — I refer my
question to the Minister for Resources, the Honourable
Theo Theophanous. I am pleased to provide the
minister with a sensible question for which he has been
waiting. Can the minister advise the house of any recent
statistics that highlight the massive boom in mining and
petroleum exploration that Victoria is experiencing at
the moment?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Resources) — I am very pleased to be able to answer a
sensible question from a member who understands the
importance of this industry to Victorians. I am pleased
to inform the house that the latest Australian Bureau of
Statistics and Australian Bureau of Agricultural and
Research Economics reports have again highlighted the
extraordinary boom that Victoria’s resources industry is
undergoing at the moment. Indeed the latest
publications from ABS on mineral and petroleum
exploration and ABARE on Australian mineral
statistics released today, as well as recent ABS
statistics, paint a picture that suggests the resources
boom in Victoria continues unabated.
I want to mention two areas: one in minerals
exploration and the other in petroleum exploration,
which was also raised with me by the Leader of the
Opposition in his attempt to distort the facts. Let me
give the house what the real facts are on petroleum
exploration. In 1999–2000, which was the last year of
the Kennett government, $34 million was spent on
exploration in the petroleum sector. Guess what? That
was its best result over the period. According to
statistics, last year we had approximately $170 million
of exploration. Beyond that, over the last three years the
average expenditure on exploration in the petroleum
sector has been $100 million a year. That is our record
compared to the Kennett government’s record of
$34 million. Everything else over the seven dark years
was less than that.
Let me just give the house the statistics on minerals
exploration. Last year expenditure reached
$74.1 million, which is the highest on record and
represents an incredible 44 per cent increase over the
previous year. Consider the fact that Victoria has 3 per
cent of the land mass and is attracting 6 per cent of
mineral exploration expenditure across the country.
That is our record. It translates into real investment in
projects in this state.
Private capital expenditure in mining in Victoria soared
in 2005–06 by 146 per cent over the previous year to a
massive $1.7 billion of investment in this sector. That is
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why we are getting projects up like the Iluka Douglas
minerals sands project in western Victoria, Woodside’s
massive Otway gas project at Port Campbell, Bendigo
Mining’s project and the Costerfield project. The list
goes on of investment in this sector, which is creating
real jobs in regional Victoria.

Commonwealth Games: financial reporting
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
My question is for the Minister for Commonwealth
Games. I refer to the minister’s evidence before the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee, when he
stated in relation to the games that the environment
report card would be released in July–August, the triple
bottom line report would be released in August and the
economic impact statement would be released in
August. Will the minister confirm that he has failed to
meet all three of these deadlines?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Commonwealth Games) — I welcome the member’s
question, because all of those reports with be released
shortly and every one of them is good news. We know
the opposition has been miserable when it comes to the
Commonwealth Games. It has been miserable because
they were such a spectacular success. We know it was
desperately waiting for the games to not deliver, but we
delivered the games. The interesting thing, which was
not lost on me and should not be lost on the
opposition — —
Hon. B. N. Atkinson interjected
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — I say to Mr Atkinson that
it was in the fortnight after the games that a number of
shadow ministers resigned. Why did they resign in the
fortnight after the games? The only chance they had of
getting a promotion was if our games went off the rails
in some form. They were desperately hoping the games
would not be delivered properly. Unfortunately for the
opposition, the Commonwealth Games were an
absolute and outstanding success, as was endorsed by
the Commonwealth Games Federation president, Mike
Fennell. They were simply the best. It is not lost on this
side of the chamber that a number of the key shadow
portfolio holders in the opposition from the other
chamber were desperately waiting for light at the end of
the tunnel. There was not any light at the end of the
tunnel, as the games were an outstanding success.
Hon. Bill Forwood interjected.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — I know the opposition is
miserable because of that, but I say to Mr Forwood that
everybody in Victoria had a wonderful time at the
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Commonwealth Games. They celebrated and had a
tremendous time — all, I suspect, except for the
opposition.
Supplementary question
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
I note the minister’s response that these reports will be
released soon despite his commitment back in June that
they would be released in July–August. We can only
assume that the turf war with the chairman, Ron
Walker, over who has the more prominent photographs,
is delaying the release of these reports. Given that the
minister has failed to meet all three of these deadlines
to date and that his promises have proven to be
worthless, how can Victorians have any confidence that
he will deliver the end-of-games report before the
election?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Commonwealth Games) — Let me just say: watch this
space. First, it is going to be terrific when we make the
announcement and release all those documents.
Second, Mr Walker and I have a marvellous
relationship — as I am quoted in the paper, we have a
beautiful relationship. As Mr Walker is quoted as
saying, he is happy to do a dance with me in Federation
Square at any time — and he said he would provide the
fish-net stockings and the red dress! I think I
commented to Mr Walker, because we do have a good
rapport, that whilst I am happy to take him up on that
offer on my dance card, I am also happy to take a
raincheck on the fish-net stockings. I might comment
that I think that when it comes to fish-net stockings it is
the conservatives, not people on this side of the
chamber, who have a tremendous reputation for that
sort of thing!

Mining: investment
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) — I
refer my question to the Minister for Resources. Can
the minister advise the house of any recent decisions
taken by the Bracks government that will lead to more
jobs and investment in the central goldfields and lead to
better outcomes for water usage in the region as well?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Resources) — I thank the member for her question. I
know she has a very strong interest in that particular
region.
In the resources sector the good news for regional
Victoria just keeps coming. Recently I visited Bendigo
Mining’s new Kangaroo Flat mine site and announced
that the company’s Eaglehawk proposal, one of
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Australia’s largest gold projects, has passed all potential
planning processes and will only need approval for
mining works to go ahead. Bendigo Mining Ltd’s
revised proposal for the Eaglehawk mine will not need
a further environment effects statement (EES), provided
the northern wall bund of the mine site does not exceed
17.5 metres in height. The proposal also does not
include an open-cut mine. I can assure the house and
the people of Bendigo that the new mine will also be
carefully regulated through a work plan that reflects the
conditions in the original EES process and takes into
consideration the fact that the mine will operate in an
urban environment.
This is yet another example of a booming industry in
that region. It should be contrasted with what was there
when we came to power. We had in Victoria one
languishing gold mine, producing about 80 000 ounces
of gold. Now we have 250 000 ounces of gold coming
out of that region and projections put us on track for
producing 1 million ounces of gold per annum by 2012.
This is a phenomenal achievement and in this particular
instance the project we are talking about has an
additional benefit. Currently Bendigo Mining is treating
some of its excess ground water at its New Moon plant
to produce approximately 62 megalitres of
irrigation-quality water each year for public use.
I can report to the house that as part of this proposal
Bendigo Mining is building another treatment plant to
increase water available for public use up to
1800 megalitres a year from early 2007. So a huge
increase in the water available to the Bendigo region is
also part of the outcome of good planning on this
proposal and working with the industry to create the
hundreds of jobs that are involved and the prosperity
that this project is bringing to Bendigo.
These sorts of projects, on which I have reported
consistently to the house, and the progress and
prosperity that are occurring are partly because of the
hard work of the industry and also because of the work
that officers of the department do in producing
geophysical and geological information. Ultimately it
also involves hard work and real policies and real
direction by government.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Listen to the
Prime Minister: to get results you have to do the hard
work on policy. That is the problem. Not only the
Prime Minister said that. Brian Loughnane, the federal
director of the Liberal Party, had this to say:
You can’t just turn up on election day, as we say in the trade,
you can’t expect to fatten the pig on market day.
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The Leader of the Opposition should listen to those
words.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I have
answers to the following questions on notice: 5910,
6009–19, 6549, 6886–96, 7447, 7461, 7490, 7532,
7616, 7658, 7700, 7742, 7784, 7826, 7868, 7893, 7910,
7952, 8080, 8117–22, 8125, 8128–30, 8162, 8163,
8209, 8502–5, 8517–19, 8563–82, 8586–8, 8601, 8612,
8613, 8640–2, 8644, 8645, 8654, 8679, 8722, 8728.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
I seek an explanation from the Minister for Consumer
Affairs with respect to questions 8136 through 8144,
which were directed for the attention of the Minister for
State and Regional Development in the other place. The
minister responded on 24 August that she would seek
answers from the Minister for State and Regional
Development. Can she provide the house with an
update as to where they are?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — We have raised the matter with the Minister
for State and Regional Development to provide
responses to those. Unfortunately I cannot give a timing
as to when that might occur, but we will follow that up
again to ascertain a timing.

SURVEILLANCE DEVICES (WORKPLACE
PRIVACY) BILL
Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated for Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister
for Sport and Recreation) on motion of Mr Lenders.
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I move:
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All workers deserve to be treated with dignity in the
workplace. Workers should feel secure when they are in a
work change room or bathroom. They should feel safe in the
knowledge that they will not be observed by prying eyes.
The government recognises that some employers rely on
surveillance to protect their property and staff. However,
surveillance of workers in private areas such as workplace
toilets is generally unacceptable to the community. These are
areas where workers expect, and are entitled to, a high degree
of privacy and which are deserving of special protection.
I now turn to the details of the bill.
The bill amends the Surveillance Devices Act 1999 to
prohibit employers placing workers under surveillance, using
an optical surveillance device or listening device, in
workplace toilets, washrooms (including shower and bathing
facilities), change rooms and lactation rooms.
It is not intended that the bill affect the existing prohibitions
on the use of optical surveillance devices and listening
devices in the Surveillance Devices Act but to enhance them.
The bill applies to all Victorian employers, whether they are
partnerships, businesses or companies. It applies across the
public and private sectors.
The government believes that all workers are entitled to
privacy in private workplace areas. Therefore the bill not only
protects the privacy of employees in these areas but also other
people who may be engaged by an employer, such as
volunteers and independent contractors. However, the bill is
not intended to cover domestic arrangements where
householders engage babysitters or tradespeople. The existing
provisions of the Surveillance Devices Act would continue to
apply to protect people engaged by householders from
unwanted surveillance.
The Surveillance Devices Act currently offers some
protection against unwanted surveillance in limited
circumstances. It does so by prohibiting third parties from
using a surveillance device to observe or record a person’s
‘private activities’ or ‘private conversations’ without the
person’s consent.
While these prohibitions may apply in the workplace, the
nature of the work relationship between employer and worker
can make it difficult for workers to withhold their consent to
surveillance.
The bill clarifies this position by making it an offence for
employers to conduct surveillance of workers in private areas
in the workplace, even with a worker’s consent.

That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
In October 2005, the Victorian Law Reform Commission
(VLRC) delivered its final report on workplace privacy. The
VLRC’s report was the culmination of the first
comprehensive review of workplace privacy laws undertaken
in Australia.
This bill implements a key recommendation of the VLRC’s
report. The VLRC recommended that the surveillance of
workers by their employers in areas such as workplace toilets
and change rooms be prohibited.

The government recognises that there may be very limited
circumstances when surveillance in private areas of the
workplace is necessary. For example, an employer may
suspect that a worker is involved in some kind of illegal
activity in a work washroom or toilet and wishes to use
surveillance to gather evidence. In such cases, the bill permits
an employer to seek the assistance of the police to conduct
surveillance under a warrant or emergency authorisation.
The information obtained from surveillance in these
circumstances is ‘protected information’ which must be
handled in accordance with part 5 of the Surveillance Devices
Act. The bill makes it an offence to communicate or publish
this information in other ways.

VICTORIAN RENEWABLE ENERGY BILL
3368

COUNCIL

The bill also permits surveillance in accordance with a law of
the commonwealth, such as a law dealing with national
security issues. Subsequent publication and communication
of any information obtained in this way must also be
authorised by the relevant commonwealth law.
Finally, the bill takes account of existing liquor licensing
arrangements. Liquor licences may require surveillance to be
installed anywhere in hotels, clubs and other ‘high risk’
licensed venues. Venues which trade late at night are
generally regarded as ‘high risk’. Surveillance in these venues
is for the protection of staff and patrons and to combat
problems associated with drug and alcohol abuse. For this
reason, the bill allows for surveillance in accordance with the
conditions of a liquor licence. The information obtained from
the surveillance must be used in accordance with licence
requirements.
The bill is the first stage in developing a more comprehensive
regime to protect privacy in the workplace. It seeks to achieve
a balance between protecting the privacy of workers in
private workplace areas and enabling employers to operate
their businesses and protect their interests.
The Standing Committee of Attorneys-General will be
considering a nationally consistent approach to workplace
privacy. If SCAG cannot agree on an approach, this
government will consider how best to protect the privacy of
Victorian workers.
I commend the bill to the house.

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

VICTORIAN RENEWABLE ENERGY BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 12 September; motion of
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries).
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — Let me say at
the outset that the opposition does not support the
Victorian Renewable Energy Bill, not because we do
not support funding renewable energy sources for
Victorians but because this piece of legislation is
flawed. This bill is here today to prop up wind
generation, the most expensive and unreliable source of
power generation that we know of today.
Let us consider in megawatts where Victoria’s power
comes from and the cost per megawatt hour. I got these
figures from the Age, which has been quoted
extensively in this debate. Brown coal produces
6396 megawatts, at a cost of between $32 and $40 per
megawatt hour; gas produces 1505, at between $42 and
$47 per megawatt hour; hydro produces
2325 megawatts, at between $45 and $55 per megawatt
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hour; and wind produces 238 megawatts, currently at
between $70 and $80 per megawatt hour. Of the
approximately 10 643 megawatts that are available,
wind power produces 0.238 per cent, and at least twice
the cost per megawatt hour of the other sources
available today.
Geoff Strong explained it very well in the Age of
5 August, when he wrote:
While a stick-figure army of windmills is set to invade the
landscape thanks to the state government’s new renewable
energy policy, there is growing evidence that wind power will
have little impact on the greenhouse crisis.

This is a very important argument in this whole debate.
The article continues:
Richard Elkington, general manager for power at the state’s
biggest generator, Loy Yang Power, admits that as brown
coal stations reduce output, they start emitting more
greenhouse gas in proportion to electricity generated.
‘Brown coal stations are at highest efficiency when they are
running flat out, that is also when they produce their least
greenhouse gas.

Coming from country Victoria, I can understand that.
We have a Heatcharm heater, in which we burn wood.
When it is burning flat out on a cold day it produces
clean heat, with basically no smoke coming out of the
chimney at all. Looking at the glass window at the front
of the heater you can see the flames and you see that it
is clear. Everything looks as clean as it could be. Before
we go to bed we turn it down — we do not want it to go
out, but we turn it down. When we get up in the
morning, we cannot see through the glass any more, as
it is full of soot. If you go outside during the evening
for any reason you see smoke pouring out of the
chimney. The claim that wind energy will reduce
greenhouse gas emissions is one of the big furphies. It
will not do so, because you cannot turn a power station
off. If wind is blowing everywhere and producing the
238 megawatts that are available at present, you would
turn the power station down a smidgeon, which means
it would be burning less efficiently and producing more
greenhouse gases.
The other question that has been raised is why we do
not invest more energy — excuse the word, I mean
people’s energy — into finding better technology for
brown coal power stations. Presently about 98 per cent
of power comes from coal. Even if the Victorian
renewable energy target kicks in and everything works
the way the government wants it to work, the most it
will ever be at this stage is 10 per cent of our energy
needs. Brown coal will always supply 90 per cent of
our power, and there is nearly 500 years supply of
brown coal. So we should be working as hard as we
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can — no doubt with other countries in the world — on
geosequestration. That is happening where I come
from. There is a pilot geosequestration project at
Miranda. I think about $3 million is proposed to be
spent there to see if we can get some of the carbon out
of the atmosphere by capturing it as it comes out of the
chimneys and injecting it into the ground. This is
obviously the path we want to go down.
I think the government is on to this. I quote from a
Sunday Age article headed ‘Secret to cheap fuel is coal’.
It states:
A $5 billion proposal to turn some of Victoria’s abundant
brown coal into diesel moved a step closer after the state
government revealed it was about to grant a mining licence to
the company behind the project.

The article says Mr Theophanous talked about
geoequestration. We can get carbon out of the
atmosphere and inject it into Bass Strait or wherever the
gas came from originally. These are the things we need
to look at. This is where we should be spending our
money in the future.
I found a very interesting article in yesterday’s
Warrnambool Standard. We have heard the
government talking about a new gas-fired station at
Mortlake, which will produce 1000 megawatts. To my
surprise and the surprise of everyone from the Western
District, the pin has been pulled on it until at least the
middle of next year. The article says:
The future of a $1 billion power station in Mortlake will
remain undecided until next year, according to the company
behind the plan.

Why is this happening? Being a bit of a cynic, I would
say it is because we have an election coming up. I
honestly believe this gas-fired power station at
Mortlake will never go ahead. We know in the Western
District that Alcoa wants to put in another potline at
Portland, which will require an enormous amount of
power. Aluminium is basically frozen electricity which
we sell overseas, and an enormous amount of power is
used to produce it. Another potline would require 500
or 600 megawatts of power. Alcoa has already told the
government it will not use wind power, because it is
exempt from this bill and does not have to accept wind
power. All the poor consumers do have to use it, and
they will have to subsidise Alcoa, the biggest user of
electricity in Victoria, which will not have to pay. If it
puts in another potline it will want cheap electricity —
because that is what they are selling, frozen
electricity — and the only way to get cheap electricity
in Victoria is from brown coal.
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Reading between the lines, I believe if it wins the
election this government will build another brown coal
power station in the Latrobe Valley as soon as the
election is over, which will instantly mean the proposed
gas-fired power station at Mortlake will not get up,
because its energy would be too expensive and would
not be used. Some members from south-west Victoria
are meeting with Origin Energy at 4 o’clock this
afternoon. It is coming here to give us a briefing on
what is happening. Reading between the lines, I do not
believe the Mortlake power station will get up. Two
gas-fired power stations have been proposed, one in
Queensland and one in Victoria. It is the one in
Queensland that will go ahead, not the one in Victoria.
Queensland has no mandatory emissions target scheme.
Before the Queensland state election I saw Peter
Beattie, the Queensland Premier, acknowledge on
television that wind power is pie in the sky. Queensland
will not be going down the wind energy path because
the power is too dear and unreliable. Wind power is
divisive, and it just will not work. But apparently
Victoria will go it alone.
The Liberal Party is not anti-wind farms. If people want
to use wind energy, let them use wind energy. If people
want to build wind farms and can sell wind energy into
the grid, good luck to them. But wind farms should not
be forced on people or communities who do not want
them. They are so divisive that everywhere in my area
where wind farms have been constructed we have
father against son, neighbour against neighbour and
community against community. It is sad to see people
who have been together in footy clubs or surf clubs, on
hospital boards or wherever, and who have been great
mates for years, not talking to each other any more
because a wind farm has been put on a neighbour’s
property and it has disrupted their lives. There is a lot of
anger out there. I think that is very sad, and it should
not be happening.
Surely in a state in a country the size of Australia we
could put wind farms somewhere where nobody would
object. I refer to Challicum Hills at Ararat. I think the
majority of the people of Ararat wanted Challicum
Hills to go ahead as a wind farm, and it has done very
well. There is another one at Codrington, which is
basically supported by the local community and the
local council. Presently a company called Acciona
wants to build a wind farm on the Newfield ridge
between Port Campbell and Timboon. If it gets the
go-ahead, I think 15 turbines will be put there. The
community down there is completely and utterly
divided because of the 15 turbines. We hear the
government talk about the amount of power wind farms
will produce being enough to save the pollution created
by 100 000 cars on the road and that sort of rubbish. It
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can use figures, but in the old days it was called lies,
damn lies and statistics. You can make anything out of
that you want to.

just Victoria but for the planet with the current amount
of emissions that are sent into the air. We know that
global warming is happening.

The Liberal Party does not support this bill. It will
transfer about $2.3 billion out of consumers pockets
into the pockets of multinational companies. We think
there is a better way to go. Let us have some wind
farms, but the whole renewable energy policy should
not be put into one renewable resource — that is, wind.
We should also be looking at tidal power and solar
power. Tidal power is one of the best ones to look at for
the future. You do not even know the infrastructure is
there, because it is under the ocean. There is a project in
Portland where a company is trialling tidal power. The
future for that looks very good, but it might be a few
years down the track. In the meantime let us put our
resources and the millions that would have gone into
wind farms to where the problem is — that is, gas-fired
power stations at Loy Yang. Let us have better
technology so that less and less greenhouse gases come
out of those chimneys. That would be a real answer.

The arguments about what is causing global warming
to happen are many and varied. What is interesting to
me is how many intelligent people can get information
by reading, researching and listening to all the issues on
global warming and decipher them so totally
differently. By way of example, currently a
documentary — I imagine you would call it that — by
Al Gore called An Inconvenient Truth is being shown.
It is getting some strong reviews and is proving to be
quite popular with a lot of people. Other people are
producing ample evidence to suggest that he is really
drawing a long bow in a number of areas. I am aware of
a professor at Massachusetts Institute of Technology in
Boston who is a research scientist in the area of climate
et cetera. He put some very strong arguments that
counter what Gore and a significant number of
scientists claim to be the case. I think Gore indicates
that some 928 scientific papers have been written on the
issue that support what he is claiming. I am also aware
of another survey of 17 000 environmental and climate
scientists around the planet, some of whom have
suggested that they disagree that man is totally
responsible for global warming.

In closing, there is a proposition for a renewable energy
park in Ararat in my electorate. If there are wind farms
in the area, the community would love to build the
blades et cetera that will be needed for the towers. It has
put a very good proposition to the government for the
renewable energy park. I support that proposal if the
wind farms and turbines are placed in areas where they
will not divide local communities. The opposition will
be opposing this bill.
Mr SMITH (Chelsea) — Environmental issues are
not a particular strength of mine; however, I am pleased
to make a contribution to this debate on renewable
energy. Initially I was almost reluctant to do so, but
then I heard some of the waffle coming from the other
side — the hot air almost — and I decided that I would
contribute.
An honourable member — The turbines started
turning.
Mr SMITH — No, they were not that powerful, but
I thought I would make a contribution to this debate.
The reason for that principally is that this is an
extremely important issue for all of us — and the fact
that I have a daughter who is an environmental scientist
who applied some pressure on me. I thought that if I did
not make some contribution here I would really get it in
the neck at some stage. The reality is that this
government has embraced the fact that we have to do
something for the long term that is in the best interests
of our people in terms of the environment and sourcing
renewable energy. We know coal is a problem for not

A non-scientist lay person like me can only get
confused when trying to assess the arguments on both
sides and come to some position. For example, I am
aware that this planet has had at least two ice ages.
An honourable member — Seven.
Mr SMITH — I am not sure. Someone in the
background indicates there were actually seven. I did
say ‘at least’, and I am pleased to hear there were seven
because that only helps my view that we did not cause
them at all and that the planet warmed of its own
volition somehow X number of times and the ice
melted. I am also aware of significant research going on
by some Russian scientists — I cannot pronounce the
field that they are in — which is the same research as
the research being conducted by some Israeli scientists
into some sort of electromagnetic field that emanates
from the sun. Their research is indicating that this is
having a significant bearing on the weather or
temperature or climate of the planet. That is extremely
interesting.
I am aware that people are claiming our ice caps are
melting, to the point that we are all going to drown. But
then again, I have been hearing for I cannot remember
how many years that Tuvalu is sinking, but I know it is
still there. When I put some ice in a glass of water, it
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melts, but the glass does not overflow, so I am a bit
confused by it all. But what I am not confused about is
that we are using natural resources for energy that will
not last, that cannot last, and I think it is now accepted
that they are not in the best interests of our
environment. I talk of course about brown and black
coal emissions, oil, petrol et cetera. We simply have to
find other ways. As the global economy kicks in and
economies around the world develop increasingly,
more pollution will be generated and the amount of
gases going into the atmosphere will only increase.
I try to balance this argument, this commonsense
position, with our overall economy. I think to myself,
‘If Australia — more importantly, if Victoria —
embraces wholeheartedly these changes, it will not
make any difference to our position globally as far as
Kyoto is concerned simply because the federal
government has not signed off on Kyoto’.
No matter what we do in terms of improving our
position with regard to our pollution or climate control
measures in line with Kyoto, we will not benefit from
the financial gains that can be had because we are not a
signatory. I note that Greg Hunt, the federal member for
Flinders, proudly says, ‘We do not have to bother about
signing Kyoto, we just deliver the outcomes’. That is
great, but we do not get the benefits. What is the point?
If we are doing it to the extent that we are required to
under Kyoto, then just sign it; sign it and get the
benefits.
When I talk about benefits, I refer to a windmill centre
in New Zealand that is being paid for by the Danes or
the Dutch — —
Hon. J. A. Vogels — The Dutch!
Mr SMITH — I accept Mr Vogels’ comments that
it must be the Dutch; given he is a Dutchman, he would
know. It is getting credit under the Kyoto scheme for
producing these windmills to the extent of some
$5 million or $6 million. Japanese companies, for
instance, who are polluters are willing to plant forests
or timber plantations in Australia for credits and we
would benefit from that financially, but we cannot
because we are not a signatory to Kyoto, which to me is
just an economic nonsense. It is just pigheadedness on
behalf of the Prime Minister, Mr Howard, and I would
like to think that some of his colleagues would pressure
him to review that. At the end of the day we can go
to-and-fro about the cause and effect — —
Hon. E. G. Stoney — Acting President, I draw your
attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
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Mr SMITH — I take it as a compliment that the
opposition called for a quorum because it indicates to
me that at least I was cutting through with my
contribution to the debate on this bill.
As I was saying, there are many arguments for and
against in terms of who is responsible for global
warming, but I am not hearing any argument that says
global warming is not occurring. I had this discussion
with a colleague yesterday when I raised my concerns
about not jumping automatically one way or the other
and becoming fully supportive of one side or the other.
Simon Schama is a famous British historian who wrote
a history which covered 5000 years of British history
and which was featured in a 15-part television
documentary. He started at the very north-eastern tip of
Scotland in the Shetland Islands where an excavation
discovered a village in pristine condition which had
been buried in sand for some 5000 years. Those experts
could clearly see that this village had been built at a
time when the climate and the environment in the very
northern part of Scotland was subtropical. That goes a
long way to proving that we should not automatically
assume that we know everything about climate changes
that have occurred during the course of history of the
planet.
The main reason I rise to support the bill is because the
Minister for Energy Industries, the Honourable Theo
Theophanous, has worked with great alacrity, over the
time he has held the responsibility for this area, to find
ways and means of improving our energy output and
our environmental impact upon the state. We have
looked at things like geosequestration, for instance,
which in my view provides a clear reason for
maintaining our reliance on brown coal. It deals with
the emissions that are the price we pay currently for
mining or using brown coal. It makes absolute sense to
put it into holes that already exist, where we have
drilled and extracted oil from the seabed. If we can find
a way to put it back down those holes, it sounds good to
me. However, there are people who automatically jump
up and say, ‘No, there could be problems here’.
No matter what you attempt to do there will always be
some people who will be opposed to it, for whatever
reason. Principally that opposition comes from the fact
that they do not want brown coal used in any way,
shape or form, or mined. They are entitled to that
opinion, but I highlight the fact that the minister is
working with experts from all fields to find ways and
means of using renewable energy or finding better
sources, or cleaning the current sources of power
energy, at the same time as maintaining the significant
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advantages we have in Victoria of that cheaper power.
Naturally we wish him well.
I was fascinated to hear the Honourable John Vogels,
who has unfortunately left the house, bagging some of
the government initiatives on this issue. Given that he
resides in the far west of this state and that he will be
standing for a seat in that region at the next election, I
would like to ask him — I will of course ask him
personally later — if he has doorknocked or intends to
doorknock employees of Keppel Prince, Vestas or
indeed Alcoa in Portland, as they are the people whose
jobs and livelihoods he is putting at risk. I wonder
whether he has the bottle to confront them face to face
and tell them that he wants to put their livelihoods at
risk. We have already heard comments made on this
side of the house about how important it is to our
economy to pursue these alternative energy sources and
to maintain what we currently have. It would be a
disaster if progress in these areas was curtailed as a
result of some of the mindless opposition we are
hearing from people opposite. To demonstrate how
mindless that opposition has been, I look at — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. Andrew Brideson) — Order! The honourable
member’s time has expired.
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — It gives me
great pleasure to rise to talk on this important issue
before the Parliament this afternoon. As detailed by the
Leader of The Nationals in this house, Peter Hall, we
will not be supporting this piece of legislation. I will be
confining my comments to the process of renewable
energy called gasification, which is a form of
waste-to-energy production.
I am a member of the Environment and Natural
Resources Committee, which is currently looking at
some of the issues surrounding ethanol, biodiesels and
biofuels, and some of the evidence given to the inquiry
has been very interesting. As Mr Hall said in his
contribution to debate, The Nationals believe the
solution to the problem of greenhouse gases is very
much centred around technology gains and technology
advancements. We have seen the technological
advancements that have taken place in a very short
space of time with diesel-powered vehicles, which are
now getting down to fuel consumption figures as low as
2.2 litres to 2.3 litres per 100 kilometres. That sort of
figure was totally unheard of two or three years ago.
We now have diesel-powered sedans that are producing
better fuel efficiencies and a more economical means of
transport than vehicles using liquefied petroleum gas.
That has happened because of advancements in
technology, and if we can keep improving our
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technologies along those lines then we will make some
giant strides towards diminishing the emissions that are
impacting on our environment.
That leads me to the topic of gasification. I was initially
introduced to the concept of gasification as an
alternative to the toxic waste dump proposed for
Hattah-Nowingi. I have been contacted by companies
in Western Australia that produce gasification plants for
sale and installation in European countries and also in
various states around the United States of America. The
plants will effectively burn a whole range of waste
products and create a range of gases, and I will go into
the actual process in a little more detail in a moment.
Not one government in Australia has been prepared to
have a debate on gasification, based on the
perception — which is some two decades old — that
gasification plants are just another form of
high-temperature incineration and that
high-temperature incineration produces a whole range
of dioxins and toxins that are bad for the environment.
That argument has effectively banned discussion and
debate about gasification plants and waste-to-energy
systems.
The gasification process was developed in the 1800s to
produce gas for town lighting. The process we are
currently looking at is called pyrolysis, which is the
chemical decomposition of a substance by heat in the
absence of oxygen. This process results in various
hydrocarbon gases and a carbon-like residue. The
biomass and the waste is converted in a combustible
chamber. The gas mixture in that gasification chamber
is known as syngas, and it is the combustion of those
gases that effectively lead to the ability to produce
electricity.
Many benefits can be derived from using the
gasification process, which effectively converts waste
by-products into energy. The breaking down of the
waste substance with heat creates the gases.
Gasification systems address four key environmental
concerns, and I would like to put them on the record.
Firstly, gasification avoids landfill. This is of increasing
importance because society is generating unsustainable
amounts of waste to landfill. Whilst landfills are now
being lined, it has been proven overseas that even the
best lining system can leak, and obviously with the
nasties that are present in the proposed toxic waste
facilities, this could cause substantial environmental
damage. Whilst landfill appears at first glance to be a
cheap option, the cost balloons out substantially when
all the associated factors are considered. When we
factor in the cost of transporting the waste to landfill,
the cost to society of the environmental damage that
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will take place as a result, the diminished value of the
land surrounding landfill sites — which is very much
the case up at Hattah-Nowingi — and the future
liability associated with the landfill, we see that the
initial outlay for the building of a landfill site is dwarfed
by the total cost to the community. It is very important
that we look at the total cost of landfill to the
community.
In relation to the proposed Hattah-Nowingi toxic waste
dump, estimates calculated for the last six months,
which have not been rebuked by the government,
indicate that Victoria is likely to lose 270 effective
full-time jobs if this toxic waste dump is built in the
Sunraysia. There are also concerns that the region’s
clean green image for overseas markets could be
substantially damaged, culminating in the loss of many
tens of millions of dollars in lost exports each year.
There are also health and ecological benefits associated
with gasification, as the combustion associated with the
gasification process destroys various pathogens and
infectious diseases that are sometimes evident in
standard landfill sites.
Obviously another benefit of gasification is that it
reduces harmful emissions that are sometimes released
from damaged landfill sites. I have noted that should
methane, for instance, ever be released from a
long-term containment facility, it would have an effect
24 times greater than any CO2 emissions released from
combustion in a gasification plant. Additionally, the
gaseous emission from the gasification process can be
controlled and treated, unlike the gaseous emissions
from a standard landfill site.
Another benefit of gasification is that because the gas
created from the gasification process can be used to
generate electricity, we have the ability to reduce the
reliance on virgin fossils fuels which are currently used
for energy production. That is where this gasification
process fits neatly into the bill we are debating today.
Even opponents of gasification acknowledge that the
ash that remains after gasification amounts to between
only 8 per cent and 15 per cent of the original volume.
The reduction in the volume of the original waste via
gasification, combined with the ever-decreasing
quantity of original waste due to consumer awareness
and improved recycling methods, will see society well
on the way to dealing with the current problem.
That background information paints a very strong
picture of the reasons why we should at least be
debating the benefits associated with gasification. There
is in fact quite a lot of opposition to gasification, and,
according to all the research we have done, that
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opposition is effectively based, as I have said, on some
pretty old and tired arguments about the nasties that are
supposedly produced by the process.
Opposition to the gasification process has denounced
any form of waste destruction by thermal processes
based upon perceived levels of high emission. These
opponents of gasification refuse to compare gasification
with other forms of energy production. So if you want
to compare gasification with simply storing the waste in
a toxic waste facility and doing nothing with it rather
than getting rid of it, then hazardous air pollutants will
be produced in getting rid of it. But if you want to
compare the hazardous air pollutants that are produced
by gasification to the hazardous air pollutants that are
produced when we make other forms of energy then
gasification is at least twice as clean in emissions as any
other form of virgin fossil fuel energy production, and
that is something that is very important to note in this
debate.
Opponents of gasification are silent about the methane
emissions from landfill sites around Australia. We all
know that methane escapes from landfill sites around
Australia and we all know it causes serious damage to
the environment, but opponents of gasification are
silent about that. They refuse to compare gasification
with other forms of energy production such as fossil
fuel-driven energy production.
The United States of America Environment Protection
Agency has released reports that prove the
waste-to-energy process is environmentally superior to
any other form of fossil fuel energy production. So
while it is true that hazardous air pollutants are
produced from thermal waste processing, these
pollutants are significantly lower than every other form
of energy production fired by fossil fuels. It is also
worth noting that the Greenpeace ship Rainbow
Warrior under full power produces 100 per cent more
dioxins and 3600 per cent more hazardous air pollutants
than a 10 megawatt gasification system.
In the specific case of the proposed toxic waste dump at
Hattah-Nowingi, the emissions of hazardous air
pollutants from the diesel trucks transporting the waste
500 kilometres up to Hattah and then returning
500 kilometres back to Melbourne will be many
thousands of times greater than any hazardous air
pollutants emitted from any gasification plant built
anywhere in the world.
We should not debate renewable energies without
including gasification plants and waste-to-energy
production, and we should be looking at a whole range
of renewable energies which will help to alleviate the
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current system. The scheme which the government has
proposed needs to be reworked with a more practical
model. Having seen where technology has the potential
to take us in our fight to improve our environment, The
Nationals believe this government has got it wrong.
Mr SCHEFFER (Monash) — The Victorian
Renewable Energy bill is a critical element in Victoria’s
effort to reduce the production of greenhouse gases
through encouraging the increased use of renewable
sources of energy. The legislation was foreshadowed in
the government’s environmental sustainability
framework and introduces practical measures to
promote renewable energy generation by establishing
the Victorian renewable energy target scheme.
This market-based approach will increase the
production of renewable energy in Victoria and help cut
greenhouse gas emissions. The scheme will encourage
electricity retailers and wholesale buyers to take a
quantity of their electricity from producers who derive
the energy from renewable sources such as hydro, solar,
wind and biogas. The scheme will also require
electricity wholesale buyers to contribute towards the
additional generation of renewable energy.
Hon. Richard Dalla-Riva — Acting President, I
direct your attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Mr SCHEFFER — The need for a practical
scheme of the kind contained in the bill is now urgent.
In April last year the Saturday Age carried a feature
article by journalist Melissa Fyfe. She reported on
calculations made by the Environment Protection
Authority demonstrating that Victorians lead the nation
in the size of their collective ecological footprint. The
EPA says that, ‘The ecological footprint is a tool to
measure our ecological performance. It tracks how
much individuals, organisations, cities, regions and
nations, or humanity as a whole consumes and
compares this amount to the resources nature can
provide’. A table on the EPA web site shows that
compared with the United States of America whose
citizens consumed even more recklessly than Victorians
at 9.5 hectares per person, the United Kingdom
consumed 5.4 hectares per person, Japan 4.3, Italy 3.8,
China 1.5 with the world average coming in at
2.2 hectares per person.
The EPA web site also states that, ‘Compared to the
average Australian, Victorians use three times more
natural gas and one-tenth less electricity, although the
predominant fossil fuel in Victoria used for electricity is
brown coal which is more emissions intensive.
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Victorians also eat more seafood, drive further and our
houses use more energy’. Melissa Fyfe said in her
article that, ‘At this rate it would take four planets to
sustain our hungry lifestyle’.
The government’s recently released sustainability
action statement states that Victoria’s environmental
sustainability performance has gone backwards in some
areas. It says that while Victorians are good at
recycling, the amount of waste produced continues to
increase and water remains a problem, as is the increase
in greenhouse gas emissions. This is why the reduction
of non-renewable energy consumption provided for in
this bill is critically important.
The provisions contained in the bill are consistent with
work being done across the world. Last year the
Swedish government announced it was planning to set
itself a 15-year target to become an oil free economy.
Mona Sahlin, the Minister for Sustainable
Development, wrote that Sweden is aiming to create the
conditions necessary to break her country’s dependence
on fossil fuels by 2020. She said that being free of the
need for fossil fuels would shield Sweden from the
dramatic increases in oil prices which have trebled
since 1996.
The Swedes are looking at developing biofuels as well
as wind and wave power. The Swedes are investing in
renewable energy research, giving tax incentives to
those using fuels that are free of carbon dioxide,
exempting drivers of fuel-efficient vehicles from
paying their congestion tax, increasing energy taxes
while reducing payroll tax, funding local governments
to research climate change and investing in new
sustainable technologies. They have also set 70 national
indicators to measure progress. These approaches
sound very familiar to us, and the target of being an
oil-free economy in 15 years is admirable. Of course
Sweden has less than half the population of Australia, is
a fraction of the geographic size and is not a federation,
all of which makes the implementation of reform a
whole lot easier. Nevertheless the vision and
determination is inspiring.
There is a debate about biofuels — ethanol and
biodiesel. The ABC’s science news online ran a story
late last year saying that not everyone agrees that
biofuels are the magic bullet alternative to fossil fuel.
The web site’s article reports on the findings of Robert
Niven, who is an environmental engineer and pollution
expert at the University of New South Wales. He is
quoted as saying that ethanol:
produces higher volatile emissions through evaporation and
more nitrogen oxide emissions compared with fossil fuels.
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The article continues:
Together these produce photochemical smog, or ground level
ozone, the cause of the ‘brown haze’ that sometimes shrouds
Australia’s most populous city Sydney.

CSIRO low emissions transport leader Dr David Lamb
is quoted in the same ABC article as saying:
Ethanol may help society ‘escape from the tyranny of oil’, but
its benefits in terms of reducing greenhouse gas emissions, in
particular carbon dioxide (CO2), are small in the scheme of
things.

While Robert Niven says that biodiesel is ‘less of a
problem’ than ethanol, British environmental
commentator, George Monbiot, wrote in the Guardian
last December that biodiesel has considerable negative
impacts that make it worse than fossil fuel. Monbiot
believes that the only real way of achieving genuine
environmental sustainability is to reduce demand. He
does not believe in what he calls ‘techno-fixes’ and
believes it is futile to try to meet the ever-increasing
demand for energy.
Monbiot’s main worry about biofuel is that it will set up
a competition for arable food-producing land that
would and should be used for food production, and that
the industry ‘has accidentally invented the world’s most
carbon-intensive fuel’. Monbiot does not say that
biofuels themselves contribute more to greenhouse gas
emission than fossil fuels but that the deforestation and
burn-offs to clear land for palm oil production in
Malaysia, Indonesia and Nigeria, for instance, release
high levels of carbon dioxide into the atmosphere.
Monbiot believes that we should be reducing the
demand for travel — to take another example — rather
than simply finding new supplies of energy to exploit.
The Victorian sustainability action statement takes on
board the critical issue of reducing demand — of
reducing our environmental footprint. Melbourne 2030
and the urban growth boundary encourage
medium-density urban environments, reducing the
consumption associated with more and more greenfield
development and the consequent rollout of services that
in turn places further pressure on the environment.
Smart metering is another way of reducing demand,
because energy consumers will know exactly how
much energy they use and what it costs. This will
enable them to reduce power demands in peak periods.
The statement says that the system could be used for
future tariff pricing structures that reward people for
saving energy. Similarly, large energy users will be
required to put together plans for energy, water and
waste reduction.
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The key driver of renewable energy development in
Victoria has been the commonwealth’s mandatory
renewable energy target (MRET) scheme. MRET
requires electricity retailers and other large electricity
buyers to collectively source an additional quantity of
electricity from renewable sources by 2010. Failure to
achieve the targets will attract a tax. Tradeable
renewable energy certificates are created on the basis of
eligible renewable energy that has been generated.
The Victorian renewable energy target (VRET)
scheme, introduced in the present bill, is necessary
because of the commonwealth government’s decision
to cap the target, a decision it has made believing that
increasing it could not be economically justified. The
Victorian government has argued to the contrary, that
the target should be dramatically increased to give the
Australian renewable energy industry support to
compete internationally.
The introduction of VRET is necessary to fill the void
created by the commonwealth’s failure to extend
MRET. The provisions of the bill will enable the
renewable energy target to be lifted from the current
4 per cent up to 10 per cent by 2016. As well, the
provisions of the bill are estimated to deliver more than
27 million tonnes of greenhouse gas abatement by
2030, up to $2 billion of new investment in renewable
energy projects over the next 10 years and up to
2200 new jobs in the renewable energy industry — and
most of these will be in provincial Victoria.
The technical issues relating to energy and the
environment are complex, and the political and
economic implications of such policies warrant careful
consideration. But it is abundantly clear that
governments should do everything in their power to
ensure that renewable energy technologies are
supported. I commend the bill to the house.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) — I
am pleased to rise on behalf of the Liberal Party to
make my contribution to debate on the bill before the
house. I indicate that the state opposition will be
opposing this bill. We see this as another example of a
form of taxation on the people of Victoria. I think it is
important to put it in that context. We have just seen the
National Australia Bank’s verdict on the Victorian
economy. The bank has classed the economy now as
fragile. We now face a very dangerous position in
Victoria where we have had what could be classed as
relatively prosperous years, which this government has
squandered.
Now before us is this legislation which will put further
pressure on businesses and on the economy in Victoria.
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We know that Labor has an appalling track record of
financial mismanagement. We know that this is a
government that has been keen on spending taxpayers
money over seven years and on telling everyone how
great it is, but we also know that it does not deliver. We
could talk about the farce rail project that cost over
$1 billion when it was intended to cost $80 million.
The legislation before the house is intended to add
something in the vicinity of $2.112 billion that will
have to be absorbed by the Victorian economy and by
consumers and businesses alike. That is a frightful
position to be in when we have verdicts coming from
organisations such as the National Australia Bank
saying that Victoria’s economy is fragile.
There has also been the recent survey of business
confidence across the Victorian industry, including
most parts of the manufacturing industry — for which I
have shadow responsibility — as well as the retail and
wholesale industries. Just last week the Australian
Bureau of Statistics released the June quarter national
accounts figures which showed that under Labor, public
sector investment had dipped, while low private
investment and weak exports have dragged Victoria’s
economic performance to well below the national
average.
I will give members an example. Private sector
investment in Victoria rose by only 0.5 per cent over
the year. How does that compare nationally?
Nationally, the figure was 6.4 per cent. What has the
government done? It has now introduced a piece of
legislation which is going to further screw down
investment opportunities in this state. Members should
be under no illusion, Victoria is a significant
manufacturing state.
Mr Viney interjected.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — I advise
Mr Viney that it relies substantially on the use of
electricity to supply its services right across the world.
When you add $2.112 billion over the life of this
scheme businesses are going to say, ‘Goodbye
Victoria’, and, ‘Hello New South Wales, hello
Queensland, hello South Australia and hello Western
Australia’, which is what they are already doing. The
government has introduced a piece of legislation that is
essentially designed to grab the Greens vote. That is
what it is about. This is about ensuring the Greens vote
is supported and gives Labor its preferences at the next
state election. The government is prepared to sacrifice
the thousands of jobs that will be lost — and there will
be thousands of jobs lost.
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Access Economics, which did a report on the Victorian
renewable energy target (VRET) scheme, said the
scheme would push the price of electricity in Victoria
up to $3.79 per megawatt hour, meaning a 5 per cent
rise in the cost of electricity for Victorian consumers
and business. If members opposite understood exactly
what happens in the manufacturing base, they would
know that in motor vehicle manufacturing, for example,
continual savings are expected to be made. A 3 per cent
reduction in the cost of production of a particular item
is expected from the first year to the next and a further
3 per cent reduction in subsequent years. It will be
pretty hard for manufacturers and the economy to
continually absorb the 5 per cent increase in costs that
is expected under the scheme.
As I said before, the report also says it is estimated that
the scheme will cost Victorians more than $2 billion
over its life. It also says it will trim the gross state
product of Victoria by $106 million by 2016 and by up
to $829 million over the following 10 years of its
operation. The other frightening fact is that the report
says the VRET scheme will impact on Victorian
employment over the short to medium term, peaking at
a loss of 1400 full-time equivalent jobs by the year
2010. This is not good news for Victoria. I understand
the sentiments that have been expressed in the debate
about ensuring sustainability and ensuring that we do
not continue to pollute with greenhouse gases.
Mr Viney — Encouraging it.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — But let me
point something out to Mr Viney about his
government’s lack of capacity to understand that.
Hazelwood power station should have been closed, but
as I understand it the government has now deferred that
closure and is allowing it to continue to operate until
2031. For those who do not know, the Hazelwood
power station is the highest polluting power station in
Australia — and it is located here in Victoria. We have
a government that could do something about it, but it is
doing absolutely nothing. We have this tokenism about
the VRET scheme and about the wind farms, but
meanwhile Hazelwood power station is polluting the
environment.
To put it into some context, for every megawatt of
electricity the power station produces, it produces
1.54 tonnes of greenhouse gas. A more efficient power
station produces 1.2 tonnes of greenhouse gas. A
gas-fired plant produces 0.45 tonnes of greenhouse gas.
I will turn to something else I found in my research,
which I thought would be interesting to mention to put
the debate into some context and would show the
ludicrousness of the impost the government is
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proposing to put on Victorian manufacturers and the
Victorian economy. My understanding is that in
Australia if every household replaced just one 75-watt
globe with a more efficient globe that would save more
energy per year than is generated by the whole of the
Molonglo Ridge wind farms. I looked that up to see
what it was about and found that 60, 125-metre towers
are being put in place — —
Mr Viney — Maybe we should do both.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — Maybe we
should do both, but I do not see this government doing
anything about ensuring more energy savings. Instead
the government is just lumbering 1900 public servants
into a building that is probably churning up more
energy than the whole VRET scheme will save. It has
just loaded them all up there. It has empty buildings
over here. It has no idea. What it is doing is just
proposing to dump down on businesses in Victoria,
which means a $2 billion transfer across the businesses.
Mr Viney interjected.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — The
government does not care about the environment. What
it cares about is its Greens votes. It is about getting
preferences for the Greens votes. It should be bringing
in a policy on what it is proposing to do with
Hazelwood. What is it doing about delivering more
efficient energy use? The other thing that fascinates me
is that we in Victoria are trying to deal with greenhouse
gas emissions while to the north we have a couple of
communist comrades, Vietnam and China, which are
churning out greenhouse gas like you have never seen.
Mr Viney interjected.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — They are
absolutely, Comrade! They are churning it out.
Mr Viney — Look, there are reds everywhere.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — There are
some reds under the bed. But in Australia we have a
ratio of one car per 5 persons whereas in China there is
one car per 500 persons. The way that China is moving
in developing its economy, the government should be
more worried about it and other developing countries
and their greenhouse gas emissions. In the next
communist meeting Mr Viney has he should be talking
to his communist mates up in China about reducing
greenhouse gas emissions there.
Mr Viney interjected.
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Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — No, it is not,
because it is a fact that Victoria accounts for a very,
very small amount of the overall greenhouse emissions
in the world. What the government is proposing to do is
send every opportunity for business investment out of
Victoria and drive down the economy. That is the
connection I am trying to get through Mr Viney’s thick
head so he actually understands what I am getting at. It
is about Greens preferences and ensuring that the
government looks after its Greens mates so that it can
actually work with them in here. This is not about real
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions. We still have
the most polluting power station in Australia, and this
government has done nothing about it.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — What are you
going to do about Hazelwood? Nothing! What are you
going to do about energy efficiency and savings?
Nothing!
But what are you going to do? The government is going
to screw down businesses and screw down the
economy. I have already said in my introduction that
Victoria’s economy is fragile, and we are at grave risk
of going back to the days of the Guilty Party. That is
what worries me. We are rushing through legislation on
this matter which is ill thought out and has no logic
attached to why it is being done when there are other
opportunities for energy savings in Victoria. What the
government is doing is taking the state down the road to
ruin.
The manufacturing and industry base in Victoria is one
of the things we have held strongly, because we have a
strong energy base that supplies cheap energy to that
manufacturing base. When you start to screw them
down they will make a business decision that in the
longer term will impact on the economy of this state.
Mr Viney may say that is not true, but I will tell him
that will happen. The reality is that that is why we are
opposing the bill and that is why we are also giving
notice that we will repeal it. So those people proposing
to develop wind farms need to be put on notice that the
Liberal Party in government will look at ways of
clawing this back and look at other opportunities and
other ways of saving energy, not through the
ill-conceived ideas from this mob across the chamber.
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — It is very, very
clear that we would not be debating this bill in the
house today if Prime Minister John Howard had not
withdrawn support for the national mandated renewable
energy target (MRET) that was in place previously. It is
a direct result of the myopic federal government, which
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has withdrawn its support for the MRET program, that
the Victorian government is putting before the
Victorian Parliament at this time a bill for a Victorian
renewable energy target (VRET) scheme.

negative and short-sighted approach, along with the
Liberal opposition. By not supporting this legislation
the opposition is turning its back on one of the major
problems that we face in the world.

As other members have said, the proposed scheme will
require, as the national program had, 10 per cent of
energy to be sourced from renewable sources such as
wind, solar or biomass. I emphasise that, despite even a
favourable evaluation of the mandatory renewable
energy target scheme, the Prime Minister withdrew
support for ideological and short-sighted reasons and
has left a large gap in the energy sector in this country
and this state. It is the Bracks government’s preference
that we be part of a national scheme or part of a scheme
developed in conjunction with other states, but at this
time we will not walk away from the leadership
required to meet the challenges of climate change.
Victoria is showing leadership under the Premier in
providing incentives to change the energy mix in this
state away from fossil fuels.

Climate change is the greatest threat to our beautiful
coastlines, our alpine regions and our agricultural
regions. It is even a great threat to the orange-bellied
parrot, because climate change will destroy its very
habitat. The orange-bellied parrot recovery team has
made it clear in what it has said and written that
whether the wind farms be on King Island or at Bald
Hills the orange-bellied parrot can coexist with them
but will disappear if its habitat is destroyed. That is one
of the costs of climate change. We will see enormous
changes across the natural environment in Victoria and
Australia.

The Minister for Energy Industries has been working
on the development of the Victorian renewable energy
target scheme for the last few months in conjunction
with industry. This program is now embedded in the
bill we are dealing with today. No-one is saying that
this is a complete solution, but it is a step in the right
direction. It is Victoria showing leadership and meeting
one of the major challenges facing Victoria, Australia
and the world in the 21st century — that is, the growth
in greenhouse gases.
I do not think there are many people, apart from of the
Prime Minister, who are saying that climate change as a
result of the growth of greenhouse gases is not a major
problem. We are seeing that climate change is having a
direct impact on the weather, and we are seeing some
extreme weather events and the effect that is having
most markedly on water. This morning we dealt with a
motion moved by The Nationals highlighting the water
crisis we are facing in Victoria, Australia and the world,
and the fact that our reservoirs are low and we have to
look for other solutions.
The Nationals, who put forward that motion, take their
usual negative and divisive approach. It is notable that
they, along with the Liberal opposition, are opposing
the bill. This morning Mr Hall said that the Victorian
government should be doing more about recycling, and
then he proceeded to misrepresent the idea of recycling
water from the eastern treatment plant to the Latrobe
Valley for industrial purposes as recycling Melbourne’s
effluent. We have a negative, divisive approach that
aims to divide country Victoria from metropolitan
Melbourne. The Nationals continue to take a divisive,

As Mr Olexander said, there will be an enormous
economic cost with climate change. We cannot ignore
the potential impacts in those areas. It is not good
enough for the opposition to take this narrow myopic,
arrogant, sneering position directed at people and at
governments that want to take action to reduce
greenhouse gases. Action is part of an international
response to a global threat. This is seen to be a major
issue across the world, and we have to do our part in
beginning to tackle it. As I said before, it is not about
solving the problem overnight, it is about beginning to
take a step in the right direction.
The latest newsletter from Environment Victoria
highlights what can be achieved by individuals and
governments when they begin to take such action. That
organisation draws attention on the second page of its
July–August newsletter to the initiatives under which
solar power has grown markedly. Environment Victoria
gives an example of how solar power has grown by
over 60 per cent in the last year and says that there are
enough wind farms globally to wipe out over
36 Hazelwood power stations. That is not insignificant,
knowing what the impact is of a power station like
Hazelwood and its emissions.
In 1998 Australia and Germany had about the same
amount of installed solar energy, but because Germany
implemented laws that have provided incentives for this
clean energy source there is now a difference of more
than 114 times in Germany’s favour. They dwarf our
solar sector by that magnitude. We employ about
1200 people in our solar industry and Germany
employs over 30 000. Environment Victoria states:
International experience has demonstrated that once
governments mandate targets, industry adapts. The
development of this vibrant clean-energy economy will
benefit a business and the environment.
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I contrast this with the Honourable Philip Davis’s point
yesterday, when he made the comment that there is no
point in taking unilateral action at a state level without
working out where it fits into a global context. That
echoes the view the former Kennett government took
when it reduced funding for sustainable energy
programs, recycling and environment.
We know the reality is that in the global context we are
all in this together. We have heard from scientists who
visited Parliament House at the invitation of the
Speaker in the other place to tell us more about the
effects of global warming and likely scenarios for the
future. They are grim. People want to take action to find
ways to change the energy mix so that it is not so
heavily weighted towards fossil fuels. We know that
every single megawatt of electricity that is produced
from wind means that we do not have to obtain that
energy from gas-fired turbines, from our scarce water
resources being used for hydro-electric power or from
imported electricity produced by black-coal power
stations in New South Wales and Queensland.
Ninety five per cent of Victorians support policies to
increase renewable energy. I expect a similar number of
them understand that climate change is a real issue and
that governments across the world should be taking
steps to address it. If you look at what is happening in
areas like South Gippsland, despite the bullying by
anti-wind energy groups and vandals damaging two
wind-monitoring towers at Bald Hills at a cost of
$100 000
recently — —
Hon. D. McL. Davis — Even the Greens are now
opposed to it.
Ms ROMANES — There are others who are
beginning to find a voice. I would like to quote from a
recent letter to the editor of the Great Southern Star in
the Leongatha region. The letter from Christopher
Nagle states:
Mr Baillieu was reported asking a Grantville meeting after a
rousing anti-wind farm speech, ‘Hands up who loves
Wonthaggi wind turbines’ and, oops, an eager majority did
just that. Ted isn’t the only one to have completely misread
community sentiments on wind farms.
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position on supporting anything that even remotely threatened
to save our collective environmental necks.

This gentleman who declares himself a member of the
Greens goes on to talk about how the Coastal
Guardians group has hijacked and manipulated the
debate and how some politicians have fallen right in
behind them. I quote again:
The only beneficiaries of the myth of community division
over wind farms are a few myopic not-in-my-backyarders and
the hydrocarbon polluters who dictate Australian government
energy policy.

As I said, that comes from Christopher Nagle at
Grantville.
Another letter from Ms Wilma Western of Leongatha
that was sent to the South Gippsland Sentinel Times
says something a bit similar. She asks:
Why are the Tarwin Valley Coastal Guardians issuing media
releases attacking the Mount Gellibrand wind farm project
and the Bracks government’s renewable energy policies per
se? (Sentinel Times, August 29)
Do the local members endorse Tim Le Roy’s statements on
their behalf? Last I heard, local farmer members of this group
stated they were in favour of wind farms in less closely settled
districts where the community wanted them. The Mount
Gellibrand project fits those requirements.
It is time Tim Le Roy came clean. He first came into local
prominence as a spokesperson for those who opposed the
Bald Hills project for local reasons.
Now he seems to be travelling to panel hearings across
Victoria, writing submissions and media releases on projects
far and wide. He attacks subsidies for wind power, but will he
attack the handouts for ‘clean coal’? Will Mr Le Roy agree
that clean coal power, if and when it eventuates, will cost
more?
…
We have some idea who supports the candidates standing for
various political parties. How credible is it to claim that Tim
Le Roy merely speaks for a small community group in South
Gippsland?

This is a very important bill about the important global
issue of energy use and the need to reduce our footprint
on the earth through reducing our use of energy in this
developed part of the world and also to look for other
sources of renewable energy.

The Greens —

and this answers Mr Davis’s interjection —
have been equally guilty of this. Both Louis Delacretaz and
Jackie Dargaville speak as if there is a substantial reservoir of
community opposition to wind farms.
Even if this were true, as a Green myself, I would have
expected from them a less populist and more principled

Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — I am pleased
to rise to make a contribution to the debate on the
Victorian Renewable Energy Bill. It is an important
debate and one the community needs to have. I say at
the outset that I accept the issues surrounding
greenhouse. I accept that carbon dioxide is rising in our
atmosphere and that it needs to be dealt with as a matter
of real urgency. The state government, and indeed all
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governments, local councils, communities and
individuals have responsibilities collectively and
individually to take proper steps to deal with what is
perhaps the most significant environmental issue we
face.
There is no doubt about the impact of climate change
on biodiversity and water and sea levels. There is
significant debate about the scale of many of these
issues, but I take it as a given at the beginning of this
debate that these issues should be addressed and I
strongly support measures to address them. The
question before the house today, though, is the
Victorian Renewable Energy Bill and whether it
seriously addresses the issues of greenhouse in an
effective way. It is that question about which I have
concerns. The fact is that this bill will ensure there is a
significant subsidy from all Victorian consumers, both
domestic and industrial, across to a very small band of
energy suppliers. The fundamental problem with this
bill is it will not significantly address Victoria’s
greenhouse issues.
Mr Viney — And how are you going to do it?
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — Mr Viney will hear in due
course. I want to get the background of this very clear.
Mr Viney — You have not said a positive thing in
the entire debate.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — I have said a number of
positive things actually. I have been very clear about
this.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. J. G. Hilton) — Order! Mr Davis, through the
Chair.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — Of course, Acting
President. I accept your point.
I make the point that this bill provides a cross-subsidy
to certain types of renewable energy. The house and the
community should read ‘wind farms’ from this bill and
wind farms almost alone. There will be very little
assistance on any significant scale to other renewable
energy sources. A large part of this significant
cross-subsidy will be chewed up as a subsidy to certain
wind farm groups that at the moment are moving
around the state, snapping up land and putting
proposals that often are inappropriate and will do little
to address the greenhouse issues.
The fact is that Victoria has a significant challenge
around the issues of its reliance on brown coal. The
truth is that Victoria has had an historical economic
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advantage through the presence of brown coal that has
given us a very cheap source of energy. Brown coal is
of course a dirty source of energy that puts out a large
amount of carbon dioxide and the community will have
to deal constructively with it in the next period. There is
a need to move with pace to deal with the issues. The
Prime Minister has set out a number of mechanisms by
which technology solutions can be brought to bear. I
certainly support the approach of using technology to
assist in meeting the challenges that Victoria faces. It is
of course true that the technology solutions will take
time to come into place. In the interim we need to do a
great deal to address the greenhouse issue at a national
and state level.
Mr Viney interjected.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — Mr Viney asks how will it
be done. I suggest that the major approach in the short
term in Victoria should be focused on demand
management strategies. The government has had seven
years to do that and it has not done it very well. That is
the problem: over seven years we have seen greenhouse
output in this state go up and up and up. Now Victoria
is one of the greatest greenhouse polluters and it has got
worse under Mr Viney’s government. It was his
government, I hasten to add, that signed the contract
with Hazelwood. It was his government that failed to
get proper outputs and results out of the contract signed
with Hazelwood. I understand that a cabinet vote — —
Mr Gavin Jennings interjected.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — Mr Jennings was part of
the cabinet. I would be very interested to know which
side of the ledger he fell on when the vote was taken in
cabinet. As I understand it, it was a very close vote.
Mr Gavin Jennings — What do your instincts say
about me?
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — I know 60L, where your
office is. I have a very strong feeling about where
Mr Jennings might have been in the cabinet vote on
whether the Hazelwood power station would get the
renewed contract with very little countervailing
arrangement by the state government. This state
government stands condemned on its failure to provide
a proper arrangement for access to the coal seams.
When signing that contract the state government should
have provided a set of arrangements that would see a
more substantial improvement in the output than it
achieved.
Mr Viney interjected.
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Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — No, I did not say that at
all. I have said that what should have occurred is a
proper negotiation that got some serious outcome out of
Hazelwood before it got access to a community
resource — that is, the coal seams in the Latrobe
Valley.
Mr Viney — That’s what we did!
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — You did not, and no-one
believes you did, Mr Viney. I know Mr Viney was not
part of the cabinet decision making, as Mr Jennings
was — although I am not so sure how Mr Viney would
have voted on the cabinet decision.
In this next period demand management must be the
focus. The government must be focused on reducing
demand in many places, both industrially and
domestically. Co-generation arrangements must be put
in place. There must be options that use additional gas
and there must be a focus on other renewable energy
sources and support for those renewable energy sources
that will actually achieve something. In my view this
government is beholden to wind farm operators. I
believe wind does have some place in the equation but
it is a place that is totally blown out of proportion — if
you will excuse my pun — in the approach that the
government is adopting in the Victorian Renewable
Energy Bill.
Of the two major challenges that we face one is the
base-load power arrangements. Is wind a useful source
of base-load power replacement?
Hon. E. G. Stoney — No.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — The answer is no. The
other focus is peak demand. Is wind a useful source of
peak demand replacement?
Hon. E. G. Stoney — No.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — The answer is no. Every
year in the summer on the days of highest demand,
when the temperature is over 40 degrees and the
airconditioners are going, we hit new peaks.
Hon. J. M. McQuilten interjected.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — Solar has a significant
role, as Mr McQuilten says. In the long run solar is in
many ways more promising as a replacement source for
peak-load power than is wind.
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They are the ones in place and who will snap up the
cash. They will be successful in scooping up the
certificates issued under this bill. That is what will
happen, as Mr Viney knows. I understand that for all
sorts of reasons this government is very close to the
wind industry. The government has not focused on the
broader scope of things that it needs to focus on. I am
conscious I have a limited amount of time today and I
need to say something about wind.
Earlier in the debate Ms Romanes made comments
about Tarwin Lower and the coastal guardians down
there. They have done a fine job in trying to protect
their community from an imposition that is simply
unacceptable. The visual impact on that area of the
coast, along with other areas of the Victorian coastline,
is significant. I do not believe that the Victorian
community supports that impact. As I have said, there
is a place for wind farms but they should be located
with community, including council, support and they
should not be foisted on communities, as is occurring
around the state. Ms Romanes took a swipe at the
Tarwin Lower coastal guardians, which was
inappropriate. It was pleasing to see the Greens finally
come in to support that group and community in their
fight to stop the visual aspects of the coastal areas being
spoilt by wind farms. The government seeks to place
wind farms on other coastal areas where they will have
a high impact.
The government needs to think more carefully about
inland areas that are also significantly impacted upon.
Just a week or so ago I was fortunate to visit the
McHarg Ranges, a group of impressive hills. Many
who have visited them have come to the same
conclusion as I have, that it would be inappropriate to
place wind farms in that area of the state. This is part of
the problem: the state government has not put in place a
proper regime that enables arrangements to the benefit
of the community to be arrived at.
Ms Romanes also mentioned the Mount Gellibrand
wind farm proposal, which has community support. I
do not deny for 1 second that it meets that test.
Mr Viney — You’re mixing your shadow portfolios
of planning and environment.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — No, they go hand in hand,
as Mr Viney knows. It is impossible to see proper
planning arrangements — —
Mr Viney interjected.

Mr Viney — That’s why it’s included in this bill!
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — I have to say that the
money is going to go to the wind farmers, Mr Viney.

Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — The planning
arrangements also have requirements in terms of
environment effects statements and so forth. The
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planning panel that met to consider the environment
effects statement on the Mount Gellibrand wind farm
received a submission from the Department of
Sustainability and Environment. It was one of the last
honest submissions from that department before the
clamps came on. It is interesting to read that submission
about potential impacts of wind farms on brolgas in the
south-west of the state. In the short time I have now, it
is worth putting some of the document submitted by the
department on the record. As I said, this will be one of
the last honest submissions by the department because
many of the people in the department who have
knowledge and significant concerns about wind farms
and their impact on certain areas are increasingly being
clamped and pressured.
At point 13 the department makes the following
comments:
The department is of the view that the proposal may directly
impact on the local brolga population in two ways. Firstly, the
proposal may result in a loss of useable foraging habitat and a
reluctance of brolga to forage … secondly, and in the
department’s view more importantly, the proposal will
increase the likelihood of brolgas being killed or injured as a
consequence of collision with a turbine during flight.

It goes on to say at point 14:
While the impact of the presence of the turbines on brolga
behaviour, feeding and breeding activity is unknown, it is
reasonable to assume that in the short term the presence of
turning turbines will dissuade birds from wind farm sites.

At point 15 it states:
The department reports that there is no consistently gathered,
accurate data on the scale and range of movements of the
brolgas …

Point 17 deals with the 600 to 650 individual brolgas in
south-west Victoria, a distinct and important breeding
population that has not been impacted upon by
migratory birds in the way that other brolga groups in
this state have been. This distinct population is an
important reservoir. I quote from the conclusion of the
Department of Sustainability and Environment
document:
The department would like to emphasise the uncertainty that
surrounds the information available in respect of brolga
numbers …

The conclusion says the impacts from the proposed
wind farm are potentially significant. It goes on to say:
Active conservation measures conducted away from the wind
farm sites could result in enhanced recruitment levels …
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But it says in conclusion:
It is appropriate to consider the cumulative impact of multiple
wind farms on regional biodiversity. While the risk posed by
the current proposal may be proved to be acceptable —

and that is a question; it leaves that open —
future wind farms within the known range of the brolga in
SW Victoria are likely to add to that risk.

It is this cumulative risk that needs to be dealt with as
wind farms proliferate around the state. In particular
there have to be proper processes in place if this
Victorian Renewable Energy Bill goes forward. In my
view it would have a significant impact as it drives
wind farm investment with very little that is favourable
for the state in terms of greenhouse gas output.
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — The
second-reading debate on the Victorian Renewable
Energy Bill has been very interesting. I have been
listening to much of it here and in my office, and many
interesting issues have been raised.
First of all we need to ask why we are doing this. I
think it is because we need to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions. There is an acceptance that there is a
problem with greenhouse gases and global warming —
I certainly accept this fact — and therefore it is
necessary for us to act. I know there are some
greenhouse sceptics around, but I feel the weight of
scientific evidence makes it clear that the risks of not
acting to contain greenhouse gas emissions are too
great. I therefore cannot fault this bill on its concept of
moving to reduce greenhouse gases. That is something
we must do; as I said, the risks are too great to do
otherwise.
A lot of the debate has revolved around the cost of
replacement energy under this scheme. There has been
a lot of talk about the extra cost of delivering electricity
by wind and other alternative energy generation
methods. We have to briefly reflect on what wind
energy is, as a lot of the debate has been about wind
energy.
We all know that wind energy has been around for
several thousands of years. For many years the ancient
Romans and Greeks et cetera used wind energy. Why
do we not use wind energy as much as it was used in
those days, when it was the only source of energy? The
reason is that there are cheaper sources — this dirty
brown coal we burn that makes Victorians the worst
greenhouse gas polluters in the world per head of
population. If we want to go away from that, it will cost
us money, whatever way we look at it. The only reason
people will do that involves an element of coercion.
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The government says, ‘You must reduce greenhouse
gases, you must go to some other form of energy that
will cost more, and that cost will be borne by other
consumers for the good of the planet’. Once again I
cannot fault the bill on that score.
The concept behind the Victorian energy renewable
target (VRET) scheme has been around in many
countries for many years. A lot of the wind energy
generated in Europe and America has come from
VRET-type schemes. This approach of regulation and
coercion to force people to move away from a cheaper
alternative is necessary. Do not forget that all the
alternatives will cost money. We have heard about
carbon sequestration. That is going to cost a damn lot of
money; there is no question about that. We have talked
about solar and gas — that costs a lot of money. All
these alternatives to the cheaper source will cost
money. The arguments based on this costing money are
rather fatuous, because it does not matter how we go; as
we clean up energy an extra cost will be borne by
society. To argue against this bill on the basis of cost is
not valid.
If you look at the bang for the buck, you will find there
are better bangs for the buck than wind power. In terms
of making a significant greenhouse saving you will be
better off using gas, because gas generation produces a
lot less greenhouse gas than the alternative and also
produces a lot more energy in a stable, ongoing
situation.
If I have a problem with this bill it is that it is not wide
enough. It is picking winners in a way. It forces or
encourages people to go to alternative energy — wind,
solar and so on — which is a positive thing and
something we must do, but offers no incentive for
people to go to gas and other greenhouse-friendly forms
of electricity generation. That is the unfortunate thing
about the legislation, that it is picking winners. The bill
would be much better improved if it were broadened to
say that there is a reward or an incentive to move away
from the brown coal generation we now have to more
environmentally friendly versions.
The bill is heading in the right direction and I generally
support the thrust of where it is trying to take us in
every way, but it has that small fault that it tries to pick
winners. All of the alternatives will cost money, and we
should let industry and science work out the best
solution for the dollar rather than that it be directed to
only one. There should be significant rewards for
people who want to go to carbon sequestration;
likewise, there should be similar rewards, like in the
VRET scheme, for people who want to go to gas. This
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legislation has the bones of something that is extremely
positive.
There is something else I want to quickly comment on.
There has been a lot of talk about how wind generation
in particular will not save greenhouse gas emissions.
That is just simply wrong. If we have a significant
amount of wind power out there it will — without
doubt and without question — reduce greenhouse
gases. There is no question about that, and I think
people who argue the reverse are just plain wrong.
A more open question is about the extent to which it
will reduce the investment in conventional forms of
energy, because you still need a significant investment
in base load or gas for when the wind is not blowing.
But while the wind is there and is generating, it will
reduce greenhouse gases, and that will be positive. That
is simply another cost that would be borne by electricity
consumers for the benefit of having cleaner energy. But
that is something we simply must face up to doing.
I would like to put on record my strong belief that those
who say that wind and other alternative energy sources
will have no effect on greenhouse gas emissions are
plain wrong. They need to look at the facts.
In winding up I must say that I have a great deal of
sympathy for the direction in which this bill takes us. It
is inevitable that we must spend more money and that
electricity and other energy prices will go up as a
consequence of our trying to reduce greenhouse gases.
This bill goes in the right direction. My concern is that
it is picking winners and concentrating on just a few
technologies, when there are other technologies out
there. They may or may not cost more, we do not really
know, but let the industry, science and the system work
that out by rewarding them equally and letting the
VRET scheme take in these other alternative energy
sources, particularly gas. There has to be a significant
incentive for generators to switch over to gas, because
that is the energy source available to us today that will
give us the most rapid and biggest saving in greenhouse
gases.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — It is with a sense of pride that I enter the
debate, in the address-in-reply, on the renewable energy
legislation.
I begin my contribution by outlining what I think is the
Labor Party philosophy that is driving this initiative,
along with a range of other initiatives Labor has taken
with such things as energy efficiency, demand
management and a whole range of other issues to
address climate change. The philosophy can be
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encapsulated in a single phrase. That phrase is: we do
not believe that we inherit the earth from our forefathers
and can therefore do with it as we wish; rather, we
believe that we have the earth on loan from our children
and therefore have an obligation to pass it on in an
appropriate state.
This is the driving philosophy and the key difference
between the government and the opposition parties. The
opposition parties believe in the right to rule and to do
anything with the inheritance that has been passed on to
them. That is their position — it is theirs to be used,
irrespective of the future. The government does not
believe that. We think we have an obligation to our
children to pass on to them an earth which is
inhabitable for their children as well.
In the limited time I have I want to go to a few points
made by the Leader of the Opposition. Perhaps I should
start by saying that the Access Economics report the
opposition leader keeps quoting is a completely
irrelevant report. He knows it is, and it is dishonest to
keep quoting a report which looks at a completely
different model to the one that has been developed.
The McLennan Magasanik Associates (MMA) report,
on which we rely, is relevant to the program being put
up. It talks about a dollar per month for average
consumers. It also talks about the creation of 2200 jobs,
of $2 billion of new investment, and of saving 27 million
tonnes of greenhouse gases. That is the — —
Hon. Philip Davis — Is that the only modelling you
did?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — I noticed that in
his speech the opposition leader at least did not make
reference once again to his fictional claim that the
Victorian renewable energy target (VRET) scheme
would cost $80 per household. He knows it is not true.
The MMA report backs what we have been saying in
this area — the scheme will deliver significant
reductions in greenhouse gases. Another MMA report,
despite what the opposition has said, has concluded that
for every megawatt hour of wind energy that is
produced, around a tonne of greenhouse gas is saved.
That report puts paid to the claims by the Leader of the
Opposition that there is no reduction in greenhouse
gases as a result of bringing on board renewable
energy.
The Leader of the Opposition quoted from the
Australian Bureau of Agricultural and Resource
Economics report. I should say that, as we now know,
there are two ABARE reports. One ABARE report put
the impact of doing nothing on greenhouse gases very
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starkly. It said that if we do nothing and continue along
the same trajectory, greenhouse gases will be 142 per
cent more than they were at the 2001 level. That is what
we face with a do-nothing scenario. Imagine leaving
that to our children; just imagine it.
That is why we do not believe that taking no action is
an alternative. Let me go to the fact that there was a
second ABARE report which made a series of other
claims in relation to the economic impact of addressing
climate change. It is of interest to me that there was this
sudden turnaround and a second report within two
weeks of the original report which made completely
different claims about the impact of climate change.
One can only speculate about the pressure that was put
on ABARE following the first report that ABARE
made in order to come up with this second report so
that the Prime Minister could go out and make the
outrageous claims he did. There is evidence that
ABARE was nobbled following its first report, and I
again note that in recent times the executive director,
Brian Fisher, has decided he has had enough and has
resigned from ABARE completely. That is the kind of
situation that we face in this country from the Prime
Minister and from this opposition.
Let me recap on the CSIRO findings. We are looking at
a rise of between 2 degrees by 2030 and 6 degrees by
2070. We are looking at changes to the Great Barrier
Reef, with a substantial loss of habitat and species. We
can already see the pressure on our water supplies. It
has been said that China and other countries should be
doing something. Let me put another fact on the record.
If you ask the question, ‘Who is doing the greatest
amount in relation to renewable energy at the
moment?’, the answer is China, India and the United
States of America. Those are the three countries. China
has a target of 20 000 megawatts, which is three times
the size of the entire base load that is available in
Victoria, as the target for wind energy development. It
is going ahead at a rapid rate. India has a target of
5000 megawatts, and we in Australia are saying we
cannot do as well on renewable energy as those two
countries. That is what the Leader of the Opposition has
suggested.
The business round table, which was bagged by the
Leader of the Opposition, came up with what is the
central point that needs to be made — that is, that if we
start action in 2013 with a carbon trading scheme and
move forward in relation to that scheme to achieve a
50 per cent reduction by 2050, then the cost of carbon
in 2050 will be $186 a tonne. However, if we start
instead with action in 2022 the cost of carbon in 2050
becomes $614 a tonne. That is the legacy we will leave
our children. That is why I come back to what I said
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right at the beginning about the philosophy which
drives this initiative and the philosophy which the
Labor Party brings to bear on this important issue.
I do not believe that this opposition is fit to govern this
state just on the basis of its attitude to climate change. It
is very clear that the opposition leader has bagged the
98 per cent of scientists who all say that climate change
is occurring. He does not care about what our children
will face. He goes on about VRET when he knows that
VRET is a mirror image of the mandatory renewable
energy target scheme, which was a policy put out by his
own federal government.
The dishonesty in this and the approach of putting in
danger a whole range of projects, which the opposition
leader has done by claiming that the opposition would
repeal this legislation, is the most unforgivable part of
this. We should listen to the Prime Minister, who says
that you cannot just produce something in the last three
or four weeks of a campaign, that you have got to
develop an alternative policy and an alternative story
over a long period of time. The opposition has failed to
do that.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 22
Argondizzo, Ms
Broad, Ms
Buckingham, Mrs
Carbines, Ms (Teller)
Darveniza, Ms (Teller)
Eren, Mr
Hilton, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Lenders, Mr
McQuilten, Mr
Madden, Mr

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

Noes, 19
Atkinson, Mr
Baxter, Mr
Bishop, Mr
Bowden, Mr (Teller)
Brideson, Mr (Teller)
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D. McL.
Davis, Mr P. R.
Drum, Mr

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.

Forwood, Mr
Hadden, Ms
Hall, Mr
Koch, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Stoney, Mr
Strong, Mr
Vogels, Mr
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Committee
Clause 1
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — In rising to
speak to clause 1, I want to make the observation that
nothing we have heard in this debate over the last two
days has done anything other than confirm that all
members of this place are very attuned to the need to
address questions of public policy in regard to global
warming and greenhouse gas emissions. Despite all the
filibustering, point scoring and partisanship which
occurs in a debate like this, the fundamental issue is that
we all have an obligation to take these issues seriously.
I believe that without exception all members have
indicated that in varying degrees they support the
introduction of renewable energy and that renewable
energy sources will play an increasing part in the mix of
energy sources for our society. But I also believe there
is a general understanding — indeed I understand the
government is happy to acknowledge this — that
renewable energy sources will remain a fairly minor
player in the total fuel mix.
Those principles do not really undermine the position
the opposition is taking in respect of this bill, which is
that the bill fails as a mechanism to achieve the policy
objective of the government — that is, to have a major
impact upon the greenhouse gas emissions in this state
or indeed in global terms.
I do not intend to reprise the debate at all, but I will say
the reality is that this bill is a flawed mechanism. While
I could deliberate over every clause, it is not my
intention to do so. There may be other members of the
house who will seek to raise matters on each of the
clauses, but I intend to restrict myself principally to
clause 1, and I will also ask the minister to elucidate on
the basic intent of a few specific clauses.
I will outline what some of my concerns are. As I said,
we see a conflict between this bill and the objectives of
the government. This bill is basically an industry
development bill to develop renewable energy sources,
which is code for wind farms. The default certificate
cost of $43 in the context of 2007 dollar values is
clearly an amount set to support the wind industry.
When you do the comparators between the market price
of electricity and the price of generating wind energy,
that is the gap which has to be bridged to make the
wind farm projects viable. As I alluded to earlier in the
second-reading debate on this bill, we do not see that
conflict as being beneficial in terms of achieving
greenhouse gas abatement.
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Hon. T. C. Theophanous — On a point of order,
Chair, the Leader of the Opposition has indicated that
he wishes to have a discussion in relation to clause 1 of
the bill. Clause 1 relates to the purposes of the
legislation, and whilst it is appropriate for questions to
be put to the relevant minister in relation to the
purposes of the bill, it is not a forum to give another
speech indicating what the opposition believes are the
flaws in the bill and in the approach of the government,
and so on and so forth. The member had one hour to
give a second-reading speech on the bill, and I believe
what he is doing is simply using this clause in order to
try to give a further speech, which is really a
second-reading speech, rather than ask questions.
I further point out to you, Chair, that whilst in the past
we have allowed some leeway to the opposition in
relation to clause 1 of a bill, that has usually been on the
basis that during discussion of clause 1 a whole range
of issues that arise in later clauses would be raised and
that we would give that leeway on the basis that those
things would not be raised later. The opposition leader
has said he wants to ask questions and make speeches
in relation to clause 1 but then go on to raise specific
issues in other parts and other clauses of the bill, and I
think in that context he should be restricted either to
asking about the purposes of the bill or to giving me an
assurance, which I am prepared to accept, that this will
be the only clause in this bill that will be debated.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — On the point of order,
Chair, which was more like a speech, as I understand it
the point of order the minister raised is that in some
way members are restricted to only asking questions in
respect to a clause, and in this case clause 1. That is not
the practice of this house. A member may make some
comments, or indeed may invite the minister to respond
to a member’s comments. As I flagged in my
contribution the process of the examination of a bill in
detail through the committee stage is an opportunity for
matters to be clarified for the benefit of the house. I
indicated that I have a limited number of matters which
I intend to pursue, and I flagged that I would set out
what those were at clause 1, and clearly it is open to the
minister to respond at that point. If he fails to respond at
that point then obviously there will have to be some
detailed examination of further clauses.
The CHAIR — Order! On the point of order, the
minister is correct in that clause 1 is the purpose clause,
and it is incumbent on those speaking on clause 1 to
address the issue of the purpose of the bill before the
committee. However, in the past it has been the practice
in committee stages, again as the minister and the
Leader of the Opposition indicated, to provide some
leeway in order to canvass a range of issues that may be

Wednesday, 13 September 2006

either highlighted in the purpose clause itself, or in
order to facilitate an expeditious and efficient
committee stage, to allow the member posing the
question under clause 1 to incorporate some questions
and discussion.
The minister has raised a point of order, and it is
important for Mr Davis to limit his questions and
comments to the purpose clause. It is not another
second-reading speech and unless they facilitate the
expeditious movement through the bill before the
committee I ask him to keep them to the purpose clause
and we will address the issues that he has indicated he
wants to raise in more detail later on in the committee
stage. It does not stop Mr Davis from indicating which
matters he wishes to raise through this committee but I
ask him not to debate them at length.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — Frankly I do not intend to
waste the time of the house on a bill which we say is
flawed. Given that the government intends to progress
this bill, our view is that there are some matters which
need clarification. They include the following issues. It
appears to the opposition that notwithstanding the
policy objectives which are stated variously to develop
a renewable energy industry in this state, the regime
which is being put in place can be a regime which
incorporates other jurisdictions. For example, a
jurisdiction like Western Australia which is not part of
the national electricity market on the eastern seaboard
where schemes could be adopted to satisfy the
renewable energy certificate arrangements and satisfy
all requirements in respect to the Victorian scheme. We
do not understand how it is that the policy objective of
establishing a renewable energy industry in Victoria
can be assisted by that proposition.
Further, we are concerned about issues associated with
the practicality of the scheme before us. Clearly there
will be a requirement for the scheme to achieve its
objective of a considerable additional number of wind
farms, even if the minister is not willing to
acknowledge that the primary purpose of this bill is to
develop the wind farm industry. In practical terms that
outcome will lead to a requirement for significant
additional augmentation and connections to be made,
and we are interested in particular as to the analysis
which the government has made about the practicality
of that outcome, and the implementation costs and
system security so required. We are also interested in
the minister’s comments about the default shortfall
penalty and the payment of that penalty which is
determined to the consolidated fund, and whether it is
the policy intention of the government for any of those
funds that are so paid to meet the shortfall penalty to be
repatriated to renewable energy projects.
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We are also interested in the exemption provisions
which relate to the government’s acknowledgment that
for example, Alcoa, will be exempt from the scheme. I
note that the purpose of this scheme will have a
significant impact on the manufacturing sector. Just a
handful of companies in this state consume more than
20 per cent of the total energy production of Victoria
and, apart from Alcoa, they are manufacturers like
Amcor, BlueScope Steel, Boral, Coles Myer and
Woolworths as retailers, General Motors, Toyota, Ford,
Huntsman Chemical Corporation of Australia, the
Mobil refinery, Orica, Incitec Pivot and Smorgon Steel.
All of these businesses are major — —
The CHAIR — Order! I ask Mr Davis to move onto
the question of the purpose of the bill.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — Sure. So relating my
comments to the purpose of the bill, what I am seeking
from the minister is a response to some of the questions
that have been raised by stakeholders which appear to
be deficiencies in the way the bill operates. Not taking
issue with the government’s stated objective and the
purpose of this bill, what I am seeking is to have some
clarification on those particular aspects, and the
minister may well wish to respond now. Otherwise we
can progressively work our way through the bill.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I am happy to respond to the issues
which have been raised by the Leader of the Opposition
although I cannot guarantee he will be happy with my
responses. The Leader of the Opposition began his
contribution on clause 1 by suggesting that somehow
the opposition cares about climate change. I do not
believe that is the case, and any fair-minded person
who reads the speech made by the Leader of the
Opposition during the second-reading debate would
have to classify him as a sceptic in relation to climate
change. He is a sceptic, and any fair reading of the
second-reading speech would show that is the position.
The other point I make is that I do not know how a
political party can debate a bill of this sort and try to
suggest that it really cares about greenhouse gas
emissions and climate change when it does not support
a scheme such as this to do with renewable energy. It
does not support an emissions trading scheme; it does
not even support clean coal-type technology. The
Liberal Party policy of 2002 contained absolutely no
funding for that. We had never heard anything about
clean coal technology until the Labor government
started to work on solid proposals like the energy
technology and innovation strategy, which seeks to
address clean coal technology.
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As a political party the Liberals may seek to make that
kind of comment, but I am not prepared in this
committee stage to accept that particular argument put
by the Leader of the Opposition. I am prepared to
accept that the opposition does not support the bill and
that it intends to repeal the legislation, which is in its
gift. However, that does not in any way mean that the
government resiles from the reasons for this bill, which
we believe is very important.
The other point I would make, since the funding of the
bill has been raised by the honourable member, is to say
that this scheme virtually mirrors the mandatory
renewable energy target scheme set up by the federal
government. That scheme was designed to deliver
9600 gigawatt hours of electricity through renewable
energy. Our scheme is designed to deliver about
3300 gigawatt hours of electricity, so all the arguments
the opposition has put or intends to put during this
committee stage in relation to the costs on industry,
manufacturing, the community, consumers and so on
apply equally to the mandatory renewable energy target
scheme. Ours is an identical scheme in many respects,
yet we did not hear any suggestion from the opposition
leader that he did not support, for those same reasons,
the mandatory renewable energy target scheme. Of
course as I have indicated, we believe that scheme is
now non-functional from the point of view of getting
projects up.
The member asked me a question about other
jurisdictions. Yes, we have said that our scheme is open
to the possibility of other jurisdictions with
complementary kinds of schemes entering into
arrangements with us that would allow us to exchange
certificates across states. That is something for the
future, but it is allowed for in the legislation. The
member has talked about the practicality of the scheme.
We think the scheme is as practical as the mandatory
renewable energy target scheme and will work in the
same way that scheme worked. The member asked
about augmentation of the system. When the federal
government adopted the mandatory renewable target
scheme, it made no attempt to try and work out whether
augmentation of the system was an issue. We have in
fact examined this issue, and it clear to us that Victoria
can move to at least 15 per cent renewable energy
without having serious system management issues. So
the scheme is well within the capacity of our system; it
can operate with 10 per cent renewable energy.
The member asked about the default penalty. I might
say that we do not have any funding sources for those
funds, because it would be our hope, Chair, that we
never collect a cent. We do not want to collect any
money from that scheme. We want each and every
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business to fulfil its obligations by bringing on new
renewable energy. We do not want them simply to pay
a penalty; that is the last thing we want. I might say also
that we believe we have set the penalty at a level where
it will be a much more commercially appropriate
decision for companies to make to adopt renewable
energy rather than pay a penalty. The penalty is not
really designed ever to be used, and I hope that it is not.
The member asked about the exemption provisions in
relation to Alcoa. I can indicate to the honourable
member that, yes, Alcoa is exempted. He has agreed
with me in the past that there is no other way of doing
this except by the exemption of Alcoa in the years up to
2016.
Hon. Philip Davis — That is correct.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — The fact of the
matter is that the scheme runs from now until 2016. The
idea that after 2016, as the tail of the scheme comes in,
we would somehow impose a related penalty on Alcoa
is a nonsensical idea and not one that we support. I
suppose that the owners of Alcoa can decide for
themselves whether the opposition, which is
complaining about the exemption of Alcoa, is making
the right call on that issue.
The member has asked about the impact on
manufacturing and so forth. I have indicated to him that
we believe the scheme is very manageable from the
point of view of the additional costs on householders
and on business, and we have provided figures in
relation to that which show that to be the case.
However, one of the things that we do not look at when
considering these economic models is the economic
cost of doing nothing. We talk about the jobs —
2000 jobs and a range of other things of that nature —
but the cost of doing nothing on climate change is
absolutely enormous. It is not good enough for people
in here to say, ‘We do not care — —
Hon. Philip Davis interjected.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — You wanted to
ask the questions. The question is whether people care
about what legacy we leave our children. We do care
about that legacy, that is why we are acting.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — The minister
has been helpful, and that means we will be expediting
the committee stage. I do want to make the point in
response, though, that the minister conventionally tries
to misrepresent members in this place, and he
misrepresented me again just now by talking about me
complaining about the exemption for Alcoa. In fact that
is not the case at all. What I have been saying is that we
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want some explanation about the exemption for Alcoa,
because there are a large number of major
manufacturers in this state who are concerned about the
impact on their businesses. I am trying to clarify from
the point of view of the economic profile of Victoria —
the employment prospects — why it is that only Alcoa
is to be exempt from the purposes of this scheme and
why it is that none of those other businesses which I
have mentioned, which are major energy consumers
and which between them consume more than 20 per
cent of the energy load in Victoria, are being considered
for exemption within the policy of this bill.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — My response to Mr Davis is to say that I
reject his suggestion that I misrepresent people. I
believe I have fairly represented his position. In relation
to his specific question, I say in response that Alcoa is
the state’s single biggest export earner. It has an
agreement with the government which goes through
until 2016. Beyond that it employs a significant number
of Victorians, particularly in regional Victoria. Finally
it is part of what is called the trade-exposed,
energy-intensive sector on a world basis. When you put
all those factors together, the government does not
resile from the decision to exclude Alcoa from the
Victorian renewable energy scheme. If the opposition
wants to clarify that it in fact would like us in some way
to include Alcoa, if that is what its suggestion is, we
reject that as well.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I am just
dwelling on the minister’s last remark. I do not actually
understand what he just said in conclusion and what it
was he was suggesting he rejected, so I have some
difficulty with it. The reality is that there are a number
of significant employers in this state which employ
many more people than does Alcoa and which will be
affected significantly by this bill, but the minister seems
to have little sympathy for that position. That point
needs to be made. I think the minister has largely
covered most of the issues I had intended to raise in
detail in respect to most of the clauses I had intended to
speak to, so I suspect that at this point I can conclude
my contribution to the committee debate but for one
issue, and when I have the minister’s attention — —
The CHAIR — Order! Do you want to deal with it
as part of the debate on clause 1?
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — Yes, because I think I am
probably done. It relates to reviews. There is provision
for a review, but only one review, of the operation of
the act by 31 December 2011. I wonder, given the
length of operation of this act and its consequences,
why the minister has not made provision for a further
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review. And given that a statutory review is required —
one only — is there any reason it is limited to only one
review, and why is it to be held at that period in the
operation of the act?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — On the first point, from the list Mr Davis
read out before, I would say Alcoa is the most trade
exposed of all the companies that he listed, and that is
why it has been exempted. It also has a contract, and
that is another reason. But beyond that, the legislation
actually allows for other exemptions. Of course that
means that if a trade exposed company can put a case
which the government believes is compelling, then that
would be considered on its merits as well.
In relation to the 2011 review, again this is a balancing
act. If you have too many reviews you create
uncertainty and people do not know where the scheme
will finish up and so forth. Having a review in 2011 is
at about the mid point, and it allows us to then consider
whether the target is appropriate, how we are going in
the achievement of the target, what the impact is on the
industry and so forth.
Clause agreed to; clauses 2 to 64 agreed to.
Clause 65
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
I would like to get the minister’s interpretation of the
operation of subclause 65(4), which comes into effect if
the Governor in Council does not publish an order
setting or fixing the renewable power percentage in
respect of a year. Subclause (4)(a) provides that for
2007 the percentage is zero, and subparagraph (b)
provides a formula for determining the percentage in
subsequent years. Based on the table in clause 66, I
wonder if the minister could outline to the committee
what that calculation would be in respect of, for
example, 2008 in the event that that formula under
subclause (4) came into operation?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I can indicate to the honourable member
that the government’s intention in relation to this is to
actually make an order in council in relation to those
years. The reason for the default, which the honourable
member has asked about, is that in the event that an
order in council were not made in a particular year the
default would be to work out, on the basis of the
formula that is in the legislation, what the number
would be. However, I indicate that the orders in council
that would come into play would accord with what is
set out in clause 66 in relation to the amounts in each of
those years.
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Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
I accept the minister’s statement that it is the
government’s intention that an order be made under
clause 65, but the default clause has been put in place
for a reason. I am therefore interested to get to the
bottom of how that default clause would work in the
event that a future government did not set an order in
council under subclause (1).
The formula in subclause (4)(b) provides that the
percentage is worked out as such:
Required GWh of electricity
from eligible renewable energy
sources for the year
Renewable power percentage
×
for the previous year
Required GWh of electricity
from eligible renewable energy
sources for the previous year.

If we were to take the example I asked the minister
about for 2008 as the year for which this formula was to
apply, we would see that the renewable power
percentage for the previous year would be zero, as laid
down under subclause (4)(a), multiplied by the required
gigawatt hours of electricity from eligible renewable
energy sources for the previous year, which would be
193 megawatts divided by the renewable gigawatt
hours of electricity from eligible renewable energy
sources for the previous year, which would be zero.
I am sure the minister would realise that an equation
like that could not be solved if you were dividing by
zero as required by the formula. Will the minister
explain how that formula would work for 2008?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — The member has pulled out a technical
question and tried to make some political capital or
point out of it. The situation is that the government
intends, and I am happy to put on the record, to issue
orders in council in 2007 and 2008, so the question is
redundant because in 2008 the government would issue
an order in council for 193 megawatts. As the member
would also appreciate, for the years following 2008 the
maths in the formula work adequately and would be
able to be applied in the event that there was not an
order in council for that year.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
I take it from the minister’s answer that he concedes
that it does not work adequately for 2008?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — If a Liberal government came into
office — God help the people of Victoria — at the next
election, it might be able to try to use this particular
aspect of the legislation to not issue any orders in
council, but since the Liberal Party has said it is going
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to repeal the whole legislation, then I do not see what
relevance it has to the discussion. I have just given an
assurance to the committee that a Labor government,
when it is elected, will issue the order in council and
will allow this legislation, and the benefits of it, to
proceed.
Clause agreed to; clauses 66 to 117 agreed to;
schedule agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

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, 22
Argondizzo, Ms
Broad, Ms
Buckingham, Mrs
Carbines, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eren, Mr (Teller)
Hilton, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Lenders, Mr
McQuilten, Mr
Madden, Mr

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

Noes, 19
Atkinson, Mr
Baxter, Mr
Bishop, Mr
Bowden, Mr
Brideson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr (Teller)
Davis, Mr D. McL. (Teller)
Davis, Mr P. R.
Drum, Mr

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

Question agreed to.
Read third time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
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HERITAGE RIVERS (FURTHER
PROTECTION) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 August; motion of
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government).
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — The
first observation I should make about this bill is that it
really is just a political stunt. Having said that, the
opposition supports the bill because of the principle of
protecting our special rivers. All I can say about this
bill, along with a few others that have come before the
house recently, is that there must be an election coming
on. We must keep in with the Greens to attract those
very vital Greens preferences!
The long title of the bill states its purpose. It says:
to amend the Heritage Rivers Act 1992 to prohibit the
construction in heritage river areas of new impoundments,
barriers and structures that impede the passage of water fauna,
to amend the provisions relating to management plans for
heritage river areas and natural catchment areas in that act and
for other purposes.

The Liberal Party is of the strong opinion that this bill
actually waters down the 1992 Heritage Rivers Act, no
pun intended. Under that act management plans must
be prepared within five years. I will have a little bit to
say about that at the end my contribution to the debate.
With this bill there is no time frame required, which
means that these management plans may never be
developed. I wonder whether the government has failed
to prepare the original plans and has just decided to
change the legislation so it will not have to do that. It is
all too hard really. Once you have scored the political
point and got the preferences, managing the rivers does
not really matter!
The second-reading speech lists the heritage rivers. It is
important to note that the heritage status only applies to
sections of particular streams. The speech mentions
parts of the Glenelg, the Wimmera lakes and red gums,
the rainforests of the Aire, the dry forests of the
Lerderderg, the Goulburn, Ovens and Yarra
floodplains, the very steep valleys of the Howqua, and
the Big, Mitta Mitta, Aberfeldy and Thomson rivers. I
will say a bit more about the Howqua a bit later. The
second-reading speech mentions the Mitchell, Snowy
and Genoa gorges, the upper Buchan and the Suggan
Buggan, which are very remote places, and the
beautiful Bemm estuary, a place that I have been to.
Most of these rivers are already protected from dam
building and having impediments to fish and other
animal life in place. That is why I say this bill really is
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just a regurgitated stunt for the moment, which is of
course the lead-up to the election. It is almost comical
to watch the government thrashing around accusing the
Liberal Party of wanting to build dams on rivers like the
Mitchell when we have made absolutely plain that we
will not be building a dam on the Mitchell River. All
the Liberal Party has said is that it will keep all options
open and look at any proposal on its merit. With the
changes in climate and the incredible water shortage
that is with us at the moment the most sensible thing
Parliament can do is keep its options open. You just do
not know what is coming. We heard speakers in the
previous debate, one after another, saying exactly
that — that we must keep our options open. Several
speakers from all sides admitted that there is a big issue
with climate change, so the most responsible thing
parliaments can do is keep their options open and meet
whatever challenge comes along. We do not know what
is around the corner.
Hon. W. R. Baxter — And you could not build a
dam downstream of Wangaratta on the Ovens anyway.
Why is that included?
Hon. E. G. STONEY — There would be absolutely
no point in it. It really is a practical thing. Having said
that, we need to keep everything in the locker just in
case. As Mr Baxter just alluded to, there are very few
places left to build dams, especially north of the Divide
where the pressure is on our rivers and irrigators — and
more and more pressure now with the announcement of
the intention to take northern water to Ballarat, which I
think is appalling. Once again, agriculture comes last.
There might be minor opportunities to increase the
sizes of some storages. I note that Lake Nillacoote will
be increased in size. The Buffalo River Dam has the
opportunity to be increased. The land is there and it is
covered in blackberries at the moment, so it may as
well be under water. That is perhaps one place where
that could happen. We just need to keep our options
open on those types of things.
The debate about dams is quite interesting. I know
exactly what it is like to lose a family farm to a dam.
Our family farm went under Lake Eildon between 1950
and 1956. I know the personal angst of having land
taken that was selected by your great-grandfather, but it
was taken for the common good. We must not ever lose
sight of the fact that the Eildon scheme, for example,
was a balanced use of resources.
Some of the best farmland in Victoria — beautiful red
gum flats — was taken, but the wider benefits for the
wider community downstream were immeasurable and
have been ever since. Now it looks like even Ballarat is
going to benefit from the fact that our family farm was
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taken. If that is what should happen, it should happen.
In that case, I did not agree with it; it is just ridiculous.
You often muse on these things and wonder what the
government’s attitude would be if the Dartmouth Dam
had not been built and the opportunity was there. What
would the government do? Would it build Dartmouth? I
am not sure that it would. I do not think that its
members would have the internal fortitude to build
Dartmouth. I think it would have been left to the next
Liberal government to build it, but that is all pure
supposition. The Dartmouth has been built. It provides
a wonderful backup for the Murray system and it is
certainly one of the very good schemes done in Victoria
over the years.
The second-reading speech describes the Howqua
River as having steep valleys. They got that right. The
Howqua River is one that I have extensive knowledge
of. I have ridden it several hundred if not a thousand
times. I know that my colleagues Mr Philip Davis and
Mr Bill Forwood walked that valley many times when
they were schoolchildren. They talk about it ad
nauseam as a wonderful place to be. The upper section
of the Lower Howqua can be accessed only by a bridle
track and a rough four-wheel-drive track as far as
Sheepyard Flat. The Howqua track comes into
Sheepyard and becomes Brocks Road as far as the
Eight Mile Gap up the valley. It is really interesting to
note that even in 1964 or 1965 the timber company kept
well above the river so that the river would not be
impacted on by the road. Even then there is of course
some run-off and the river does discolour a little bit.
With the steep sides of the river between Tunnel Bend
and the Eight Mile the road is high up on the sides of
the valley and it has been kept right away from the
other two tracks that lead up the valley. That was done
at the behest at the time of the forestry commission and,
indeed, I think the timber company understood how
important it was to keep the road away from the valley
floor.
In that section of the river there are two other bridle
tracks, one a mining pack track, which is the actual
bridle track between Wonnangatta and Mansfield and
does not cross the river at all. It is very steep, about a
metre wide — it used to be a yard wide and it became a
metre wide. Horses have to go along it in single file.
When the floods were on strings of packhorses and
large mobs of up to 500 cattle were strung along the
track for miles. I have seen those strings of cattle. It is a
wonderful sight to see the cattle strung out for miles,
with drovers at every 100 or so head pushing them on,
making sure the cows do not turn around and horn
another beast off the track and down into the river.

HERITAGE RIVERS (FURTHER PROTECTION) BILL

3392

COUNCIL

Then there is the river track which crosses the river
36 times between Tunnel Bend and the 16 Mile Road.
As far as riding or walking go, that is the ultimate trip
up the Howqua River, with the steep sides towering
above it. Above the Eight Mile Gap the Howqua is a
very special place, with crystal clear water in large
pools where trout used to lurk but they do not any
more. The drought years reduced the trout numbers to a
critical level. The fly fishermen who came in huge
numbers no longer come because the government in its
wisdom refuses to stock that river although it was
stocked for many, many years.
It is very sad and silly that trout are no longer stocked in
some of the rivers because of a philosophy, really.
Trout have been here for well over 100 years and the
native species have acclimatised to them and are all still
there. The trout fishing provides an enormous economic
fillip for towns such as Bright and Myrtleford and, in
the Howqua’s case, Mansfield, Merrijig and Jamieson
River. The Howqua is the fastest flowing river in
Victoria. Canoeists love it. They put their canoes in at
Tunnel Bend and catch the snow melt right down to
Lake Eildon.
I am using the Howqua River as an example of what I
say is a true heritage river. Years ago there was talk of
damming the Howqua River at Tunnel Bend. There are
two high sides there and it would have been very cheap
to put in a dam. I am glad they did not do so. It was not
necessary. Lake Eildon is handling all the catchment,
especially these days, from that area of all the rivers
that flow into it, from the Goulburn, Jamieson, Howqua
and Delatite, and Ford Creek and smaller tributaries.
A little booklet, The Howqua Hills Story, written by
one Chris Stoney, has been put out. I declare that I took
part in compiling it, especially in correcting my son’s
Scotch College English and spelling, which was needed
because it was written before there was spellcheck on
computers. Right at the start of the book there is an
acknowledgment of the role of the Aboriginals and the
note that it is thought that the Minjambuta and
Tuangurang tribes visited the Howqua area. It says:
The Howqua area was an important economic one for the
tribe. Outcropping in the valley is Cambrian greenstone,
which was prized by the natives for its very hard qualities.
Tribes traded axe and spear heads with tribes from other
areas. Rock from the Howqua quarries has been found as far
afield as South Gippsland, central Victoria and in the
highlands north of the source of the Murray River.

I have some knowledge of those quarries because our
family, including myself, are guardians of two of those
quarries. A few years ago we had enormous pleasure in
taking representatives of the Tuangurang and showing
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them where the quarries are. We guard closely the
secret of where they are. We consider them to be two of
the very special places near the Howqua River. Only
our family and the representatives of the Tuangurang
and the National Museum of Australia know where
they are. That is the way it should be, otherwise
souvenir hunters will come along and, as members
know, axe heads will appear on mantelpieces and
eventually there will be nothing left but a pile of rocks.
That is how we see that we can preserve part of the
Aboriginal culture for posterity, and we are very proud
of doing that. We took over that responsibility from the
Ware family, who selected the property that I now live
on. In his final days Jack Ware showed me that quarry
and asked me to look after it for posterity. My children
will be doing just that when I move on to greener
pastures.
The book records that:
The first Europeans to set foot in the Howqua Valley were
probably servants of the Hunter and Watson pastoral
company.

It goes on to say:
The Howqua Hills run was to have many tenants throughout
the next 40 years — most of them were interested in what
was under the ground, not the feed on top!

It was a gold rush era and at one stage there were
5000 people in the Howqua Hills area. The book
includes photos of the tunnel at Tunnel Bend, which
was driven through solid rock to capture the river to run
the giant waterwheel. The water race ran for many
miles down the river and crushed a lot of rock but in the
end they got very little gold.
No mention of the Howqua River and surrounds is
complete without mentioning Fred Fry. This book
records that:
… Fred played a prominent part in opening up the area by
clearing pack tracks for the forest commission and packing
salt for the destruction of noxious weeds —

which is a very old-fashioned way of dealing with
noxious weeds. The modern way of dealing with them
is that the government just lets them grow.
However, in those days there was an effort to pack the
salt in and try to stop the spread of St John’s wort,
especially, and tutson, which I think was brought in by
the early miners. Fred also packed in fishermen and
built many huts in the valley. I quote from the book:
Fred was an excellent bushman, and with his own personal
style of workmanship he erected many huts in the region,
using split timber and the classic method of rolling roof poles
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into place over the centre ridge of the new hut, using a horse
and a long chain.
…
Fred was a friend and adviser to all who visited the valley —
especially the boys from G. G. S. Timbertop. ‘His door was
always open and the billy always on the boil’.
His obituary in the Mansfield Courier after his death in 1971
had this to say:
A man must be the possessor of many rare qualities if he
can live alone in comparative isolation for a great part of
his life and yet enjoy the love and respect of a circle of
friends in every walk of life numbering far above the
ordinary.

Another long-term family of the valley was the Ware
family — and there are not many, really, only the Ware
family and the Fry family. Jack Ware’s family were
prospectors and became the original mountain
cattlemen. They did it very hard.
This gives me a segue into grazing, because we cannot
possibly talk about the Howqua Valley without talking
about grazing. I quote:
For over a hundred years a number of graziers from the
Mansfield district have run their cattle on the High Plains
beyond the Howqua, Delatite and King valleys. Their mobs
are taken up in the late spring and left to graze on the Alpine
meadows over the summer months until mid-autumn when
up to a month is spent mustering and walking the cattle back
to their home properties. The leases covered a huge area in
the early days, and were often shared.

The book goes on to talk about how the families opened
up the bridle tracks along the rivers and up the spurs
onto the High Plains. It goes on to record that these
tracks are still used today by hikers and people riding
horses. Of course this book was written before the
cattlemen were removed from that area. I quote:
Many lost bushwalkers and skiers owe their lives to the early
cattlemen who in those days were the only ones who knew
the country — access was only by horse or on foot.

It amazes me that that history and contribution to early
Victoria was overlooked on purpose by the government
when it cancelled the leases last year. There was not a
word of official acknowledgment of the history and the
contribution the cattlemen made. Of all the incidents
that happened at that time, overlooking that history and
contribution was a disgrace and an indictment of how
the government operates.
The book goes on to talk about how the names
originated. There are a lot of theories about the origin of
Howqua. The most popular theory is that it was named
after John Hunter, who was nicknamed ‘Howka’,
possibly after a brand of Chinese tea. The book reports
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that the miners who ran out of grog resorted to drinking
Howqua tea and river water, which became known as a
bottle of Howqua. Others argue that it was named after
Howqua, who was a negotiator for the Chinese at Hong
Kong. A storekeeper called Howqua was based in the
Wimmera. It is not clear if he visited the Howqua area,
but a relative of his, Dr June Howqua, claims that the
Howqua River was named after him and the family. We
are not quite sure of the name’s origin — it could be
any one of several possible roots — but it is certainly an
interesting name.
In conclusion I refer the house to a paper titled
Freshwater Protected Areas in Australia — An
Overview. It refers to wetlands, drainage, wild and
scenic rivers and freshwater lakes. I was particularly
taken with this paragraph:
Victoria passed a Heritage Rivers Act in 1992, nominating
18 rivers to be protected. However, 13 years later, none of the
river management plans have been completed, and protective
regimes have not been implemented.

The original act was passed in 1992, before the change
in government. It covered 18 Victorian rivers, but the
management plans for those rivers have not been
completed. This government brings in a bill that it
claims strengthens the original act when it has not even
bothered to complete the management plans for that
original act. That is why I claim this bill is a stunt. It
should be seen in its political context, which is of
course attracting and shoring up Greens preferences.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — I am pleased to
make some comments on behalf of The Nationals on
the Heritage Rivers (Further Protection) Bill. As the
Honourable Graeme Stoney finished off by saying, the
Heritage Rivers Act was introduced in 1992. It defined
18 heritage river areas, as set out in schedule 1 of the
act. It essentially performed two functions relating to
these heritage river areas. First of all, it defined some
management functions, including definitions of
management arrangements by the management
authority. One of the functions of the management
authority was to develop management plans within five
years. I note that the Honourable Graeme Stoney
mentioned that no management plans have yet been
developed for any of the 18 heritage river areas.
It reflects poorly on governments since 1992 — and we
have had governments of both political persuasions in
that time — that despite that legislative responsibility,
despite the fact that they were asked or required to do
that by members in 1992 under an act of Parliament,
this has not been done in the 14 years that the act has
been in force. Secondly, it prevents the construction of
any new impoundments, artificial barriers or structures
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on all 18 heritage rivers without the approval of
Parliament. These are hardly momentous changes.
The bill waters down the management plan
requirements. In the original act there was a
requirement that plans be done, even though they were
not done; under the amendments they will not have to
be done unless the minister decides that they will be
done. The second-reading speech sets out that
discretion is to be used and the issues the minister needs
to take into account when requiring a management plan
for any particular heritage river area to be developed. In
some regards those matters referred to in the
second-reading speech make sense. The minister needs
to consider any management plans of adjoining areas,
and that is relevant. To use an example, if there is a
management plan for a national park surrounding a
heritage river management area, there is sense in having
a collective management plan for both the park and the
heritage river. There is not really any significant change
to management planning around heritage river areas.
The second issue relates to the consideration of any
new impoundments and a change from
Governor-in-Council approval to approval in
Parliament. If the government has the numbers in both
houses, as it does now, there is no difference anyway,
except that a piece of legislation goes through the
Parliament to authorise that change. If the government
has the numbers, it does not make any difference; it will
just use its numbers to get the legislation through, and
we have seen that.
With respect to this piece of legislation, the Labor
government in Victoria is no great environmental
saviour. Although a lot of spin has been attached to the
legislation, the changes it makes are hardly momentous.
One can suspect that the reason for it is to shore up
some Greens support leading up to the election of
25 November.
But when you look at the practical measures in this
amendment bill, you see they are not significant at all.
They are superficial, they are window-dressing, and
they do not do anything to improve the environmental
credentials of the government. When we are facing the
worst water crisis this state has faced in many years —
we have had droughts for the past 10 years, as we have
discussed extensively this morning — tinkering with
the Heritage Rivers Act is a pathetic and futile response
to addressing our current water crisis in this state. It is
for those reasons that The Nationals will be opposing
the bill. We do not believe it achieves anything, that it
is another attempt at window-dressing, and that the
government is not serious about protecting the heritage
river areas.
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The last point I want to make is that if the government
were really serious about protecting these heritage river
areas, it would have changed not only the original act
but also the Constitution Act, as it did to acquire a
three-fifths majority of the Parliament for sanctioning
any sale of water authorities. If it wanted to fully
protect heritage rivers under the Heritage Rivers Act, it
would have treated them exactly the same. It could
have included them in the constitution to require not
only a majority, but a three-fifths majority of
Parliament, to ensure that no new impoundments were
built across the heritage river areas. Any government in
the future, as long as it has the numbers in both houses
of Parliament, can build an impoundment or artificial
structure on any of these heritage rivers. The Nationals
say the government is hardly serious on this issue and
we therefore see no reason why we should support it.
I want to make a couple of comments about water
storages in this state. They very much relate to the
heritage rivers, because of the provision in the Heritage
Rivers Act that now the government of Victoria,
whoever that may be, will be unable to build any new
impoundments on the 18 heritage river areas unless an
act of Parliament is passed allowing it to do so. The
Nationals say that we should not cut off options in the
future. We are not saying that from our party’s
perspective we should go out and all of a sudden build
dams wherever we can on the new heritage areas — far
from it. We are saying that we should keep our options
open for fair and proper consideration of what water
storage needs the state may have in the future.
I remind the house that Melbourne is very fortunate to
have some major water storages, enough to last it for
many years through drought conditions. Seventy per
cent of Melbourne’s water comes from the Thomson
Dam, which is a natural river catchment that would
normally flow through the Gippsland river system and
ultimately into the Gippsland Lakes. Much of that has
now been curtailed to satisfy the needs of people who
live in the metropolitan area.
As I heard from Mr Matt Viney by way of interjection
during the course of debate today, no region of Victoria
should regard an asset as purely its own. That is so. We
are happy to share resources around. We should all
work together to share the responsibility of managing
and utilising our resources well and efficiently. We say
that is fine; we agree with that point of view. But do not
expect that cost burden to always be borne by people
who live in country Victoria, because that is the
perception and the reality that people now are
experiencing.

HERITAGE RIVERS (FURTHER PROTECTION) BILL

Wednesday, 13 September 2006

COUNCIL

I say again that most country communities have much
smaller water storage capabilities than Melbourne has.
Many country towns now only divert directly from
rivers into small storage tanks — or in some cases very
small storage dams — only enough for a matter of
weeks of supply for those particular towns, unlike
Melbourne, which has years of supply in some of its
major reservoirs. People in small country towns require
their streams to flow and their small storage areas to be
replenished on a frequent basis. Over the years people
in country Victoria have suffered more from water
restrictions than people in Melbourne, and that is
something that country people have found very
annoying, to say the least.
I want to repeat the comment that I made this morning
that in the whole concept of the water debate and our
demand for water in this state we need to recognise that
many people in country areas harvest their own water,
and are required to do so — that is, they have their own
rain tanks in which they collect water off their roofs and
they have their own, in limited cases, stock and
domestic dams in which they collect their own water
for stock and domestic purposes. They do not receive
any help from the government to meet their need for
water.
With respect to water storages The Nationals feel we
should not be cutting off our options because the
demand for water will increase in the years ahead.
There is absolutely no doubt about that; nobody argued
that during the course of the 3-hour debate this
morning. One way of addressing that is recycling water
and harvesting stormwater. But we would be stupid to
say that we will never build any new water storages on
natural catchments in Victoria. We need to keep the
options open. As I said right at the start, that does not
necessarily mean damming any of the 18 heritage river
areas, but that we need to keep the options open and, if
necessary, give them careful and thorough
consideration for future needs.
I want to comment on the East Gippsland situation
because a number of the heritage rivers, including the
Mitchell River, are in my area of East Gippsland.
People who know East Gippsland will know that it is
undergoing significant growth, particularly in coastal
communities such as Bairnsdale, Paynesville, Metung,
Lakes Entrance and some others. The growth in those
areas is quite prolific and as towns, cities and
settlements grow, their need for a reliable water source
also strengthens — for example, East Gippsland Water,
which does a pretty good job of managing water
facilities in East Gippsland, is currently constructing a
storage facility on a tributary to the Mitchell River. East
Gippsland Water diverts water directly from the
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Mitchell River into some holding tanks and small
pondages to meet the needs of the communities in the
areas of Bairnsdale, Paynesville, Metung and Lakes
Entrance.
Because of that increasing need they have had to
increase the storage capacity and are constructing a new
small storage facility on a tributary of the Mitchell
River. That is needed, but there are other needs in the
area as well, such as those of vegetable growers. We
have a number of vegetable growers on the Mitchell
River flats at Lindenow, and recent Australian Bureau
of Agricultural and Resource Economics reports,
including a report on the output of those growers —
there are only about 40 of them — suggested that they
generate some $35 million of economic activity
annually in that local area and so are a significant
generator of jobs and economic activity there. They are
efficient producers who have reduced their take from
the Mitchell River and currently use about
8000 megalitres from that river each year.
Again those irrigators are in most cases direct diverters
from the river itself. They can only take water when the
level of flows down the river are at a certain level, and
if the level of flows drop, as they do in some of the dry
summer periods, then their diversions cease. As those
of us who have a backyard vegetable patch know, there
are best times of the year to grow vegetables, and the
best time of year to harvest vegetables is over the
summer period. Indeed that is when water is at its
scarcest in river flows, and consequently there are times
when that window of opportunity is lost for those
vegetable growers on the Mitchell River flats. They do
not have access to their irrigation water because of the
low level of the river. What they are looking for is some
certainty of supply. That can be gained not by building
a massive dam on the Mitchell River — nobody has
ever said they need that — but by having small storage
facilities of somewhere between 10 000 and
20 000 megalitres off-stream, as East Gippsland Water
has done, to secure domestic supplies for those areas.
I am not 100 per cent certain, but I do not think this
legislation prevents people from building such storages.
However, in some cases it could make it harder to do so
and harder to get a planning permit to do such
operations. My understanding, and I am happy to be
corrected by members of the government in the debate,
is that to a large extent and in the very broadest terms,
although there are maps that define each of the heritage
river areas, generally speaking unless there is a natural
boundary most of the heritage river areas are defined as
being 200 metres either side of the banks of those
rivers, so I suspect that it is still possible to construct
small storages on tributaries of some of these heritage
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rivers so long as they are more than at least 200 metres
away. But obviously proper process is required and
permits must be gained for any such small storage. As I
said, I am not 100 per cent sure that this particular piece
of legislation will not make it harder for people like the
vegetable growers on the Mitchell River flats to
ultimately find themselves a secure water supply.
Those issues needed to be raised in the context of this
debate because this legislation inhibits the ability to
construct new water storages throughout the state of
Victoria. I could talk about water needs and recycled
water, but I spoke about that during the debate this
morning and I am not going to take the further time of
the house to repeat a lot of the comments I made about
the need to make greater efforts to use our water wisely.
Certainly recycling water and harvesting stormwater
are issues I would have included as part of this debate
this evening if I not had the opportunity to talk about
them this morning.
In terms of vision, my colleague Mr Baxter pointed out
the inadequacies of any vision that this government has.
Despite its Our Water Our Future public relations
document that has been floated around there is no real
future vision for addressing the crisis we have in water
in the state of Victoria. There is one state government
that has at least partly got a vision for drought-proofing
its state, and that is the Queensland government.
Queensland is drought-proofing the southern part of
that state with the construction of new dams. It is doing
that now under Premier Beattie. I am quite convinced
one of the reasons Premier Beattie and his government
were returned was that they had a vision in respect of
the commodity that is most precious to Australian
states — that is, water. It had a vision and was prepared
to develop and build new storage facilities in going as
far as it could to help drought-proof that state.
This government in Victoria does not have that vision
in response to the worst drought we have had for many
years. Tinkering at the edges of the Heritage Rivers Act
is a futile and pathetic response to what is a serious
problem we have to counter. These amendments to the
Heritage Rivers Act do not achieve anything of
substance or worthwhile. For the reasons I have
outlined in my contribution The Nationals will be
strongly opposing the bill.
Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — I am very pleased to
speak in support of the government’s Heritage Rivers
(Further Protection) Bill tonight. I have already said
today that I am very proud as a member of the Bracks
government of its record in relation to the management
of water in this state. We know, as we have discussed
this morning — I think it was the one point that

Wednesday, 13 September 2006

everyone agreed on, but maybe not Mr. Baxter — that
climate change is affecting our nation. We are seeing
that in the form of the sustained drought that Victoria
has been experiencing for the better part of the last
decade. We know that the CSIRO is predicting in its
mid-range forecast that we will lose about 8 per cent of
environmental flows in our rivers by 2020 and that that
will rise to about 20 per cent by 2050.
Our government has worked hard over the last, nearly
four years to critically address the drought issue
affecting the state through the Our Water Our Future
process. We committed as a government as part of an
election campaign to prohibit the damming of rivers
that are protected under the Heritage Rivers Act. This
bill is delivering on the election commitment made to
the Victorian people.
About a month ago the Premier, the Minister for
Environment and Minister for Water in the other place
and the Minister for Energy Industries jointly released
our environmental sustainability action statement,
which contained 150 actions aimed at reducing the
footprint of Victorians upon our natural environment.
Coupled with the 150 actions was some $200 million of
funding to implement those actions. One of the key
actions in the statement was that the government would
ban the damming of Victoria’s 18 heritage rivers and it
would afford the protection of Parliament to those
heritage rivers to ensure that no future government
would be able to construct a dam on any of our
18 heritage rivers without reference to the Parliament of
Victoria.
This is a very important bill. Despite what opposition
members say, they are not prepared to come out
strongly in support of this bill because they do not
support the impetus behind it. When we in the
government talk about our vision for management of
our water supplies, we know exactly what Our Water
Our Future contains. It is about managing our water
supplies in a sustainable way in our state, and it is about
conserving and recycling water.
The Nationals accuse us of having no vision. That is
because for The Nationals, having a vision for water
equates to building a new dam. We have just heard
Mr Hall talking about Queensland’s Mr Beattie being a
visionary premier. I am sure he considers Mr Beattie to
be a visionary premier purely because Mr Beattie is
proposing to build two new dams in Queensland.
Having been in Queensland recently, I know they are
very controversial projects. Our government certainly
believes there is no need to build a new dam in
Victoria, and our policy on water sets us clearly apart
from both the Liberal opposition and The Nationals.
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Under current legislation the government of the day
could approve a new dam on any one of the state’s
heritage rivers without reference to the Parliament. That
is something we do not support, and that is why we
have brought the bill before the Parliament tonight. We
are very proud of our government’s record in
improving the health of our state’s rivers. We know that
about a quarter of the state’s rivers are in very poor
health, and we are working hard to change that and turn
that around by dramatically improving the health of all
the rivers in the state.
As members of this place well know, this government
has established the very first environmental reserve for
rivers. We have given rivers a right to have water
flowing in them. As I said this morning, this is a
challenging concept for those opposite because
historically they believe that rivers are there for their
own extractive purposes and not as inherent parts of
nature. We in the government have established the
environmental reserve, which I understand is a world
first. I am very proud that the Bracks government has
done that. We have also put an environmental levy on
the state’s water authorities to raise $225 million over
the term of this Parliament. Every cent of that
$225 million will be reinvested in the improvement of
the health of our rivers.
Last year I visited the Goulburn Broken Catchment
Management Authority with the authority chair,
Stephen Mills, and stood on the banks of the Goulburn
River and announced that $1 million of that funding
would go to improving the health of both the Goulburn
and the Broken rivers. There are similar projects being
announced around the state all the time, where
catchment management authorities (CMAs) are
receiving funding through this levy to improve the
health of rivers.
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Thwaites, recently announced extra funding for every
CMA across the state to improve river health. I know
that the catchment in my own region, the Corangamite
catchment, received $800 000 for its
Barwon-through-Geelong project, which is aimed at
improving the health of the Barwon River, an iconic
river in my home town of Geelong.
We in the government are working very carefully to
secure Victoria’s water supplies. We know that new
dams are not the answer, and that places us in stark
contrast to the Liberal opposition and The Nationals in
this place. New dams will not create new water and
they will not make it rain more. They would actually
damage the dammed rivers and ruin the natural
environment. New dams are very, very costly. Of
course the opposition parties do not share this point of
view. The Liberal Party has come out in the last week
and proposed a dam for the Maribyrnong River, which
would be extremely costly. The cost has been estimated
at about $80 million. The aim of the proposal is to
create a dam to hold about 2 billion litres of water.
We in the government know that the shower head
proposal that was announced by Minister Thwaites this
week, where we will distribute some
180 000 AAA-rated shower heads across Victoria
costing $6 million, will save the same amount of water
as the Liberal Party’s proposal. It is a no-brainer. Our
proposal is to install water-efficient shower heads,
thereby saving about 2 billion litres of water a year. The
Liberal Party’s proposal is to dam the Maribyrnong
River, supposedly to save water; in reality it would ruin
that river and save no water at all. You can never be
quite sure where The Nationals are going with this
issue. They have a very dodgy record on the
environment. I have listened over the last four years to
their contributions in relation to the environment.
Hon. W. R. Baxter — We are very practical people.

The government has made a major investment in water
infrastructure projects, and, as I said this morning, for
evidence of that investment you have to look no further
than the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline project, which for
the first time is allowing substantial water savings.
About 93 000 megalitres of water will be saved each
year, which will take the pressure off the river systems
and improve the health of our Wimmera and Glenelg
rivers. We have returned flows to the Snowy and the
Thomson rivers. We know that Victorians care very
deeply about those water flows and are very supportive
of the government’s efforts to return flows to those two
icon rivers.

Ms CARBINES — As Mr Baxter says, they are
very practical people, but they are very dodgy as far as
the environment is concerned. One need look no further
than their policies in relation to forestry, coastal
management and water to see that. They are obviously
not supporting this bill because they plan — in some
fantasyland where they will have a say again in a
coalition government — to dam one of our heritage
rivers. I am quite certain they are very keen to put a
dam on the Mitchell River, which is of course our
largest undammed river.

The government is developing regional river health
strategies across the state to improve river health. The
Minister for Water in the other place, Minister

As I have said, The Nationals accuse us of having no
vision for water — despite having worked for the last
four years to secure Victoria’s water supplies —
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because for The Nationals, having a vision for water
equates to building a new dam. We stand condemned,
because we are not prepared to build a new dam in this
state; it is not needed. We see the opposition parties
flip-flopping their way around the state conducting
populist campaigns to somehow try to shore up their
political future. We know that Victorians see through
this. Victorians know they have a part to play in
conserving water and they know they have a part to
play in ensuring our environment is protected, and they
are supporting the government in these measures. We
are implementing our plan to secure our state’s water
supplies for the next 50 years through conservation,
through recycling and through identifying additional
supplies.
Since we have been in government we have already
increased the amount of water recycling that is done in
Melbourne. When we came to government recycling
was at the paltry level of 2 per cent; we have taken it up
to 12 per cent. Melburnians are now using 22 per cent
less water than they were using in the 1990s.
This bill has strong support from stakeholders around
the state. I refer to a press release put out by
Environment Victoria on 22 August headed ‘Dams no
solution to water woes’. It states:
Environment Victoria has welcomed moves to provide
increased protection for the state’s heritage rivers.

Environment Victoria’s Healthy Rivers campaign
director, Dr Paul Sinclair said:
Building another dam won’t solve anything and will only
cause damage to our rivers, the natural environment and
downstream communities. We need 21st century solutions for
21st century problems.

This bill is about protecting our heritage rivers. It also
gives the minister the capacity to call for management
plans to be prepared for a heritage river if he or she
believes that other plans such as the regional river
health strategy or the national park management plans
do not either individually or collectively afford the
amount of protection and management that is needed
for that heritage river. In this way we will ensure there
are no gaps in the management strategies for our
heritage rivers.
This bill delivers on an election promise. It adds to our
commitment to further enhance our environment in
Victoria, and I wish it a speedy passage.
Sitting suspended 6.32 p.m. until 8.07 p.m.
Ms HADDEN (Ballarat) — I rise to speak on the
Heritage Rivers (Further Protection) Bill. I support this
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bill, although it really will not add much to what has
already been in place under the Heritage Rivers Act
1992. I will elaborate on that shortly, but really this bill
does not add much more — except that the relevant
minister, the Minister for Environment in the other
place, has not done anything as minister.
Clause 1 sets out the main purpose of the bill, which is
to amend the Heritage Rivers Act 1992. The purpose is
to reaffirm the prohibition of the construction in
heritage river areas of new impoundments, artificial
barriers and structures that impede the passage of water
fauna. I refer to clauses 3, 7, 10, 11 and 12 of the bill in
that regard.
The bill also amends the provisions relating to
management plans for heritage river areas and natural
catchment areas through clauses 4, 5 and 6. It makes
other amendments to the act through the remaining
clauses.
An ‘impoundment’ is defined as:
an impoundment, barrier or structure that impedes the passage
of water fauna …

For lay people, that is in effect a dam.
Since 1992 catchment management authorities (CMAs)
have been created with whole-of-catchment
responsibilities, and it is proposed that they may also
have a role in preparing management plans under the
Heritage Rivers Act. Various amendments in proposed
clause 4 of this bill to section 8 of the act would include
CMAs in the management planning process. I might
say here that I do support CMAs. They need to be
properly funded and properly resourced to do the work
for which they were legislated in 1992. They are not so
funded and resourced under this current government,
which really is shirking its responsibilities to the
environment while trying to say it has environmental
credentials — it does not. It is trying to con people to
get the Greens vote, and I do not think it will be very
successful in that regard.
Clause 4(1) substitutes sections 8(1) and 8(1A) for
existing section 8(1), which requires a management
plan to be prepared for each heritage river area and
natural catchment area within five years of the area
being brought under the act. Since 1992, when that was
provided for by the original act, it has never been
implemented. In fact, Minister Thwaites, the current
Minister for Environment, has fallen down on his
ministerial duty of ensuring the protection and
conservation of heritage river areas.
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Proposed new section 8(1) provides for the requirement
contained in that provision to be made of a managing
authority or CMA, if requested by the minister. Clearly
this bill will now give the minister a discretionary
power and not a mandatory power. It will give Minister
Thwaites the discretionary power to prepare a
management plan in relation to all or any part of a
heritage river area within the time specified. The
minister will have the power to include matters
specified by him.

river area that is being protected, but only parts of those
areas are in fact protected.

Proposed new section 8(1A) will allow the minister to:

On 17 July the government issued a press release, with
its usual spin and rhetoric, from the Minister for Water
in the other place, headed ‘Bracks dam ban will protect
state’s key rivers’. What the minister omitted to do was
to inform the people of Victoria of the truth of the
matter — that is, that this bill is in fact a duplication of
the 1992 act, but it does add another two rivers, the
Wimmera and Big rivers, to the heritage area
protection. In this press release Minister Thwaites
claimed it to be his initiative — well, it is not — and
said the initiative:

request the preparation of a management plan —

again that is discretionary —
… if he or she considers that there is not another plan or
strategy which adequately addresses the management of the
area.

Again what we are seeing in this bill is not a proposed
strengthening of our heritage river areas and natural
catchment areas but a weakening of those very
important areas along our river systems in this state. If
you look behind the spin of the press releases you see
the real facts; they are very different to what the spin is
in the press releases.
Clause 7 substitutes proposed section 10(1), which
reaffirms the prohibition of the construction or
extension of an impoundment in a heritage river area.
Clause 10 amends section 22 by inserting an additional
transitional provision to confirm that the prohibition on
the construction of new or extended impoundments in
section 10(1) does not affect the ability to replace or
maintain any existing impoundment.
Clause 11 amends schedule 3 by omitting column 1 of
the table as a consequence of clause 7 in the bill.
Fourteen heritage river areas are listed in column 1, and
those are already in the existing section 10(1) permits of
the current act.
It is interesting to note that the current 1992 act already
has, in column 1 of schedule 3, a prohibition against the
damming of heritage river areas. The river areas
currently listed are: Mitta Mitta, Ovens, Howqua,
Goulburn, Genoa, Bemm, Goolengook, Arte,
Errinundra, Snowy, Suggan Buggan, Berrima, Upper
Buchan, Mitchell, Wonnangatta, Thomson, Aire,
Glenelg and Aberfeldy. Already 14 of the 18 heritage
areas are protected by the 1992 Heritage Rivers Act.
The further two rivers included in the new schedule of
the bill are the Yarra and the Lerderderg, and the
Wimmera and Big rivers are also included. That brings
it up to 18, so there are added heritage river areas. It
needs to be made clear that it is not the entire heritage

The Wimmera River is in a diabolical state. I do not
know whether anyone has been there and seen it, but I
have some magnificent photos of it — you can drive
across it — and seeing it would literally make you cry.
That river is included in the amending bill before us;
the heritage protection is to occur to the west and north
of Horsham.

will help secure a more environmentally sustainable future for
some of our most precious rivers and regions.

What I want to ask is: what has the Bracks government
done in the last seven years? You can go around to any
of these rivers in the Wimmera–Mallee region, and to
the Loddon River and the Moorabool River, which is
the most stressed river in my electorate, to see that this
government has done absolutely zilch. The minister
said in that press release that the Our Water Our Future
paper was:
a plan to secure the state’s water supplies with a focus on
conservation, recycling and finding additional supplies.

I do not know what he is on, but he is certainly not on a
reality check.
The 18 heritage river areas, 16 of which are already
protected under the 1992 legislation, contain significant
nature conservation areas. They are: the Glenelg River,
with its limestone cliffs; the Wimmera, with its river
red gums and terminal lakes; the Aire, with its cool,
temperate rainforest; the Lerderderg, with the
Lerderderg Gorge; the Goulburn, Ovens and Yarra,
with their floodplain meanderings; the Howqua, Big,
Mitta Mitta, Aberfeldy and Thomson rivers, flowing
through steep forested valleys and mountains; the
Mitchell, Snowy and Genoa, with their spectacular
gorges; the Upper Buchan and the Suggan Buggan,
which are located in remote and rugged terrain; and the
Bemm River, with its estuary at the Sydenham Inlet.
They are magnificent rivers in our state, and we should
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really be looking after them a lot better than this
government says it does — and it does not.
The Wimmera River was dealt a bit of a blow last
month, on 8 August, when Minister Thwaites asked the
Wimmera Catchment Management Authority to delay
the release of environmental flows to the Wimmera and
MacKenzie Rivers until the end of the month because
he was not too sure about the August rainfall. The
Wimmera was effectively on life support. Its
ecosystems are under serious threat. Anyone who
knows that region knows that, and simply the river is
not flowing. It was to get the scheduled 3000 megalitres
for environmental flows.
The communities of the Wimmera–Mallee protested
and threatened all sorts of public protests if that
3000 megalitres was to be sent down the Wimmera
River and not used so they could stock their farms and
water their farm business properties. Grampians
Wimmera Mallee Water made arrangements to stall the
decision and also arranged for the affected farms to
receive a water supply for household use — but only to
some 2300 farms. But it is not for stock watering or
spraying, though; it is only for household use. After that
they have to pay. It is pretty dire up in the Wimmera
and the Mallee, I can tell you.
The Premier and his lackey, the Minister for
Agriculture in the other place, Mr Cameron, might like
to fly into the region. They ought to try catching the fast
train! But they fly in with their moleskins on and cry
crocodile tears. It is not good enough at all. They are
absolute hypocrites. That is exactly how they are
seen — as absolute hypocrites — and it really is
embarrassing to have the latte set flying into the
Wimmera. They ought to be ashamed of themselves.
They ought to open up their pockets and use the
$1.6 billion of environmental levies and dividends
which this government has extracted from the water
authorities over the last couple of years and pay that
into these regions for reuse, for their proper
environmental flows and for supporting the farm
businesses, which they desperately need. If those farms
are destocked, which they are doing now, we are in dire
trouble.
Steve Bracks was a bit worried about this threatened
protest by the farmers in the Wimmera–Mallee region,
so directed his Minister for Environment to hold off
releasing the 3000 megalitres down the Wimmera
River, and the Weekly Times today carried the headline
‘Bracks holds water back’. Gee, he is a saviour! He
knows there is an election on 25 November, so he
wants to be seen to be doing something, and he truly
has the pre-election jitters.
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The 3000 megalitres is not going to be released down
the Wimmera River for environmental flows. It will be
held back, but the Wimmera–Mallee farmers are still
carting water — they are having to pay for it — for
their stock and their farm businesses. The article states:
VFF grain group president Ian Hastings said farmers needed
water-rate relief and help to cover the costs of carting water
for stock and spraying.

This is precisely what the environmental levy and
dividends paid to the water authorities should be being
used for: heavily subsidising these farming businesses.
The article continues:
A carting program for domestic water to 2300 farms and a
proposed 50 per cent water-rate rebate will cost Grampians
Wimmera Mallee Water almost $4 million …

The government certainly has the money. It cannot say
it does not have the money. It certainly pulls in the
money from gambling — for instance, in Ballarat
$54 million was pulled in from gambling revenue
straight into the government’s coffers in the last
financial year. This government is not doing anywhere
near enough for our farming communities.
This pipeline — this pipedream — proposal, which was
released on 30 August, to link the Goulburn–Murray
system to Bendigo and Ballarat has been met with
absolute anger and contempt by my community — they
are not impressed. Lake Eppalock is at approximately
4 per cent of capacity. The Goulburn–Murray system
farmers are only able to access less than 7 per cent of
their water entitlements, but they pay 100 per cent of
their water entitlements. There is a lot of anger and
criticism as they see this Labor government’s proposal
for this saviour pipeline to water the gardens of Ballarat
and Bendigo. That is how country people see it, and
they are not impressed.
Of course we know the Newlingrook aquifer has a
permissible annual value of 75 000 megalitres per
annum, which is approved by the Department of
Sustainability and Environment (DSE). That could be
brought online now. It could have been brought online
over the last five years. This government knew seven
years ago that we were into the third year of a drought
then. It has had the last five years at least to be doing
some work. I am not saying the DSE has not done the
work that has needed to be done, but I just say this
government sits on its hands and panders to the latte set
of Melbourne city central.
The Loddon River is a stressed catchment, as are the
Murray and Moorabool rivers. They were identified in
the central region sustainable water strategy document
back in April, and yet these rivers are not protected and
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given heritage river protection under this bill before the
house, so I am not impressed with that at all.
On this so-called pipeline proposal from the
Goulburn–Murray system down to Bendigo and then to
Ballarat, I ask the minister and the government: where
is the feasibility study, where are the strategic studies
and facts to prove this is the so-called answer? I do not
believe at all that the government has it. It certainly was
not included in the strategy paper. It just come from out
of left field.
How they will ever build infrastructure over the Great
Divide into Ballarat is beyond anyone’s imagination.
Minister Thwaites himself said on 26 April in the
Weekly Times that there was currently no spare water in
the Loddon system, so why would you want to even
attempt to pipe it. Back in April he suggested a
$200 million-odd pipeline from the Cairn Curran
Reservoir, which is a muddy drain at the moment, to
Ballarat.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — I am happy
to accept your call, Deputy President, but my
understanding is that in a debate a supporting speaker is
followed by a speaker who is opposing the bill, and that
would be Mr Baxter.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The call for
speakers is at the discretion of the Chair. It is worked
through in collaboration with all sides of the house.
Hon. J. G. HILTON — I am pleased to make a
brief contribution to the Heritage Rivers (Further
Protection) Bill. I note that this bill is being supported
by the Liberal Party but it is being opposed by The
Nationals. Firstly, I commend Mr Stoney’s contribution
earlier this afternoon. I always enjoy his interesting
contributions, for which he calls on his vast knowledge
of all things to do with regional Victoria and the high
country. He did make a statement which I found
somewhat unusual. H said he thought this bill was a
stunt, yet he supports the bill. Perhaps we can read into
that that the Liberal Party is the party for stunts — and
since it does not have any policies maybe that is
appropriate. The Nationals have opposed the
legislation. What they eventually got round to saying
was that they are in favour of dams. You could say that
The Nationals are the dam party. If you want a dam,
vote The Nationals. In my view, that is a damn silly
idea!
Periodically on Thursday afternoons there are briefings
on science hosted by the Speaker. On 20 July there was
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one entitled ‘How healthy are our waterways?’. The
speakers were Professor Sam Lake from Monash
University and Dr Simon Treadwell from Sinclair
Knight Mertz. Unfortunately I do not think those
briefings are particularly well attended, but there are
some MPs who get there regularly, including me and
the Honourable Chris Strong. I believe this time the
Honourable Bill Baxter was also there. I asked those
speakers whether in an environment of global warming
and a drought dams were the answer. The answer was
no. There was no ‘but’ or ‘maybe’ about it, the answer
was no.
Ms Hadden — I was there too.
Hon. J. G. HILTON — Ms Hadden reminds me
she was there too. We either accept science and accept
opinions of experts or we do not. As I mentioned,
Mr Baxter was at that briefing, and I would be very
interested to hear his opinion on the veracity of the
opinion which was given by two people whom I would
presume to be experts in their field. If we accept that
dams are not the answer then what is the answer? The
answer is improved water management practices. It is
my understanding that about 50 per cent of the water
resources in this state are used in agriculture and
horticulture, and there is potential to improve those
practices rather than employing a knee-jerk response of
building more dams. Dams are expensive, as has been
indicated before in this debate, and their construction
would at best, so far as I am aware, have a very
marginal influence on our capacity to store water.
The details of this bill have been effectively covered by
the Parliamentary Secretary for Environment and
previous speakers on both sides, so I will not go into
detail. This bill implements an election promise to
prohibit the construction of dams on Victoria’s heritage
rivers. The bill ensures that dams cannot be constructed
unless there is a proposal which is debated and passed
by both houses. In summary, this bill reinforces the
government’s commitment to the improvement of the
environment and in particular the health of our rivers.
We are getting to the end of this Parliament, and in the
previous sitting week the Honourable Andrew Brideson
made the comment that he will be speaking on the last
education bill to be debated in his period as an MP. I
think Mr McQuilten yesterday mentioned that he was
probably speaking for the second-last time in his
parliamentary career. Probably, and I am not sure what
the list is for the next sitting week, this may be my last
opportunity to speak on an environment bill. I would
like to share with the house that it has been a
tremendous pleasure to be able to speak on these bills.
My usual task as the government’s second speaker on
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environment bills has been made easy because I have
been invariably following the parliamentary secretary,
who is an excellent parliamentary performer, who is
always on top of her material and who has made my job
very easy because I usually do not have to describe any
of the details.
It has been a pleasure also for me to be involved in
other aspects of the environment through my
membership of the parliamentary Environment and
Natural Resources Committee, a fellow member of
which is the Deputy Leader of the Opposition,
Ms Coote. We have taken very much a tripartisan
approach to the issues we have been asked to examine,
because we all understand, especially when we get
away from the theatre of this place, that the
environment is important. It is probably the no. 1 issue
that we have to address as a community. We need to
leave the environment in a better condition than it was
in when we inherited it. For the very first time we are in
grave danger of not being able to do that.
Global warming is a present threat to our very existence
as a human civilisation. We have to treat this issue
seriously. The Al Gore film, which has been released in
Australia, paints a very alarmist picture of what could
happen if we do not address this issue. An article in one
of the newspapers recently — I think it was the Age —
asked that five or six eminent scientists rate the science
of the film, and they all gave it essentially four and a
half out of five. They may quibble with the detail, but
the underlying philosophy was absolutely right.
Australia is already the driest continent, and it is
becoming drier and hotter. As a country we will be far
less able to support our traditional agricultural and
horticultural practices unless we learn to do more with
less. Water is a valuable and precious commodity, and
we must all play our part in making sure that this
resource is used in the most efficient and effective way.
I believe this bill is yet another example of the Bracks
government’s commitment to the environment and to
improving it for this and future generations. As always
it gives me great pleasure to have had the opportunity to
speak on this bill. It gives me even greater pleasure, and
indeed pride, to be able to commend it to the house.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — I have no
qualms about labelling this bill a stunt, a
disappointment and some aspect of it are mutually
contradictory. In a sense it holds itself up as protecting
our heritage rivers in this state, most of which are
already protected — this bill only adds protection to
sections of another couple of rivers — yet on the other
hand it takes away the mandatory preparation of
management plans for the heritage rivers and provides
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that they be done at the behest of the minister of the
day. I find that a bit contradictory, frankly — that the
government is trumpeting this legislation as protecting
heritage rivers but by the bill it is weakening the
management regime process. There is no explanation in
the second-reading speech as to why the government
has taken that line.
I think the bill is a stunt. I think that government
members misunderstand or do not know what is in the
bill. They think that heritage rivers are protected by this
bill from their source in the mountains to their outlet,
whether it be into another stream or into the sea — that
somehow or other the rivers are protected from end to
end. Of course they are not. Heritage rivers are
protected in part from the construction of dams.
Whilst I am fully in favour of building dams where
appropriate, I am realistic enough to say that we would
not build them in very sensitive places. We may not
ever build another dam in Victoria, I do not know, but I
certainly do not want to rule it out. Every day that I
walk through Queens Hall here I see the portrait of
John Gladstone Black McDonald, the Premier who
built big Eildon, and I think to myself, ‘If
J. G. B. McDonald had not exercised the vision he did
50-odd years ago, where would we be today?’. This is
what I find a bit contradictory in what Mr Hilton has
just told us.
If the scenario sketched by Mr Hilton, that global
warming is as serious as some scientists are predicting
and we are going to see less rainfall but more violent
climatic events, I would have thought that logic dictates
we will need more dams to capture the water in the
times we do have a surplus that the increased weather
patterns and cyclonic-type weather might bring to this
part of the world and this part of Australia, so that we
can in fact sustain ourselves through the longer dry
periods that are predicted. It just seems to me that being
holier than thou and saying, ‘We’re not going to build
any more dams’ is going to be counterproductive if we
are going to experience the very serious climate change
that some are predicting.
I am the first to say that in the Murray–Darling Basin
area of Victoria — that is, north of the Divide — it is
highly unlikely that there will ever be another dam
built, for a couple of reasons. One is that we already
have the water cap there, so we cannot build another
dam if that is going to divert more water from our
streams in the Murray–Darling Basin. I support the cap
on diversions in the Murray-Darling Basin Commission
area. The only scenario I see for the building of a dam
in the MDBC area in Victoria is if it were to replace an
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existing dam, for whatever reason, so that there would
be simply no net increase in diversions.
I do think that there are opportunities in southern
Victoria for the construction of water storages — not
huge dams of the Dartmouth Dam size — but surely
sooner or later economics will dictate that in East
Gippsland a more secure water supply has to be
provided for the vegetable growers on the Mitchell
River flats, because they are generating huge wealth for
this state and they are bringing development to East
Gippsland such as has not been seen before. I am sure
that time will dictate a more secure supply for them,
however that is achieved, and I do not know how at this
stage.
Certainly I would think that, whilst Mr Hilton and his
colleagues might think that the public out there at large
are somewhat anti-dam at the moment, if the water
scarcity that we are experiencing right now continues
for a year or two, their office doors will be broken
down by constituents hammering on those doors for the
construction of another dam. I know that a dam does
not create rain, but I also know that it is going to rain on
occasions and that the public is going to demand that
we actually have storages available to capture that rain
when it comes so that we can sustain ourselves through
dry periods such as we are experiencing now and we do
not need to impose the sort of restrictions that are being
imposed on some of our country towns and cities at this
moment, particularly Bendigo and towns in the
Wimmera and Mallee.
As Mr Hilton has noted, I attended the science briefing
on the health of our rivers. I share his concern that those
science briefings are very poorly attended by our
colleagues. I would encourage everyone to at least have
a look at them and go to the ones that are of particular
interest to them. I pick and choose a bit and I get to a
few. But I frankly was disappointed with the one on the
health of the rivers. I went along expecting to hear
some hard science, some factual stuff, the result of
some research — something that I could grab onto,
hold onto and feel confident in. I got a couple of
excursions around the mulberry bush by a couple of
blokes who I do not think had left their airconditioned
offices at Monash University. It was the greatest
disappointment I have had in a long time, and I will be
very disappointed if the science briefings, if they are
continued in the new Parliament, do not have bit more
rigour than we got on that particular day.
In respect of dams and environmental flows, if we did
not have dams in the Murray system, that is, the Hume
Dam and the Dartmouth Dam, at this point in time the
Murray River would be like it was in 1915. Instead of
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having Sir Ronald East straddling the river at Merbein,
we could have been the Minister for Water straddling
the river, because that is what it would be — a series of
puddles. Because we have those dams we actually have
the river running quite high — much higher than it
would be under natural conditions — and providing
water to the environment as well as to our community.
Yet that is widely misunderstood by people.
Hon. P. R. Hall — Dams can maintain an
environmental flow.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — Yes, dams can maintain
an environmental flow, Mr Hall — a very valuable
environmental flow. On Thursday of last week I was in
Tallangatta at the tourist information centre, which is
run by retired citizens of the town. They had just had a
freelance journalist in, all angry because he had come
up to get photographs of the Murray River dry. He had
heard that the river was dying and there was no water in
it. He was very distressed indeed to find that it was
running a banker downstream of Lake Hume. This is
the sort of the misinformation that we get out there.
This is the sort of misunderstanding that the
government backbench labours under.
Let us consider the Wimmera River, which was
mentioned by Mr Hilton and others. Yes, we hear this
government talk about environmental flows and how
important they are. Of course they are, but what about
the 3000 megalitres environmental flow for the
Wimmera River? Are they letting it go down the river?
No, they are not, and I fully support them in that
decision. It would be crazy to let 3000 megalitres go
down the Wimmera River right now because it would
not be happening under natural conditions. If we did
not have any of the storages in the Grampians, there
would be no water in the Wimmera River now.
To let 3000 megalitres that we happen to have in the
Grampians storage go down simply because we wanted
to maintain an artificial environmental flow, one that
would not be there under natural conditions, would be a
dereliction of duty, when we consider the number of
people in the Wimmera who are now in desperate
straits in terms of water — not water for their crops, not
water for their stock, just water for their households.
This is where governments and pious politicians get
hoist with their own petards, because they have this
view that we are going to have environmental flows,
come what may. Fortunately wiser heads have
prevailed. The announcement in today’s Weekly Times
that the Premier has stepped in and said, ‘We’re not
going to release 3000 megalitres to go down the
Wimmera River for virtually no useful purpose but at
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grave disadvantage to human beings’, is very welcome
news.
The other point I make in closing is that one of the
things I understand this bill does is incorporate the
Ovens River downstream of Wangaratta between there
and Parolas Bridge as a heritage river area. I do not
object to that, but the inference is that this is to stop a
dam, an impoundment, being built on that section of the
river. Bearing in mind that it is as flat as this floor, how
could you possibly build an impoundment anyway? If
you tried, what you would be doing would be building
another Lake Mokoan. But it would be even worse,
because it would be shallower than Lake Mokoan.
There is nowhere to build a dam there. That seems
typical of this government’s preparedness to spin a yarn
and to look as if it is protecting something that is under
threat. There has never been any threat of an
impoundment on the Ovens River between Wangaratta
and Lake Mulwala. It is simply not practical, yet this is
the sort of thing we get rolled up to us.
Ms Carbines criticised The Nationals earlier today. I
interjected and said, ‘Yes, but we are practical people’.
To her credit, Ms Carbines acknowledged that we are. I
do not want to say that when I have retired in a few
years I will be able to sit back in my armchair and
know that I was right on some of the issues I have
fought for and defended in this Parliament, but, by
Jove, it will give me a lot of pleasure to do so! So often,
despite members of The Nationals being pilloried and
criticised year in and year out, at the end of the day
governments have come around to doing what my party
has been advocating, because we are practical people.
We are opposing this legislation because we are
practical people and we see that this legislation will be
an impediment to the wellbeing of our people in the
future.
Mr SCHEFFER (Monash) — There has been
considerable debate tonight on whether the
amendments made by this bill to the Heritage Rivers
Act 1992 actually change anything. The argument has
been put that these heritage rivers are already protected
and that the aim of this legislation is to give a political
boost to the government and to make it look like it is
doing something. The other criticism is that the
government is amending the act to curry favour with
the Greens. But this criticism is different from the first
because it concedes that the bill is making a real
change.
Section 10 of the Heritage Rivers Act says:
An impoundment, artificial barrier or structure that impedes
the passage of water fauna must not be constructed in a
heritage river area specified in column 1 of schedule 3 unless
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the Governor in Council by notice published in the
Government Gazette, approves its construction in that area.

It also says:
There must not be a new water diversion in a heritage river
area specified in column 2 of schedule 3 unless it is approved
by the Governor in Council by notice published in the
Government Gazette.

This means that the Heritage Rivers Act empowers the
government to decide, without reference to the
Parliament, whether to construct in a heritage river an
impoundment, artificial barrier or structure that
impedes the passage of water fauna — in other words,
as I understand it, under present legislation the
government can build a dam on a heritage river
whenever it sees fit. The Victorian government can also
decide to approve a new water diversion from a
waterway upstream from the lowest point of the
specified heritage river area by publishing a notice in
the Government Gazette. The government does not
need to go to the Parliament to have this happen.
Under the existing legislation there is no legislative
prohibition on the construction of new dams on 14 of
the heritage rivers, including the Mitchell River. While
there are existing constraints on the Lerderderg and
Yarra rivers, there is no legislative prohibition on the
construction of a new dam. The Heritage Rivers
(Further Protection) Bill takes that power away from
the minister and the government. If at some point in the
future there were a case for building a new dam, the
government of the day would have to put the proposal
before the Parliament, which could then decide on the
issue.
The purpose of dams is to get around the fact that a
regular and steady supply of water is not available
owing to natural seasonal fluctuations. A dam is not a
good thing in itself. A dam always to some degree
compromises the health of the natural environment. The
alteration of river flows has had a huge impact on the
river and stream ecosystems of Victoria over a long
period of time, and it is not surprising that many of
these systems are now under stress. There are about
70 large dams in Victoria. Their holding so much water
must have a damaging impact downstream on the
plants and animals that depend on certain levels of
water flow to stay alive and to breed. I suppose that to
some extent plants and animals adapt to changed
conditions, but there must be a limit beyond which they
die. And the impacts must be felt all the way along the
river system from the dam down through the lakes and
wetlands to the coast and estuaries. This is
commonsense and is the reason for having policies and
strategies to preserve the health of river systems.
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Successive governments have understood the need for
improving water management for environmental, social
and economic reasons.
The thinking behind this bill is that the construction of
new dams is not a solution to Victoria’s water
availability problem. The obvious point is that dams do
not create water, they simply take water from
somewhere else, and that somewhere else will
necessarily have less water. When we build a dam we
contribute to stressing the ecosystem. We need to
manage the water we have in better ways by improving
infrastructure — that is, the existing dams and
pipelines. A new dam would take water from farmers
and rural communities who more and more desperately
rely upon it.
The Nationals have indicated support for a suggestion
that a dam should be built on one of the small
tributaries of the Mitchell River. They believe this
would provide a year-round water supply for vegetable
growers and further value adding and employment
growth. The Liberal Party does not agree with this and,
with reservations and criticisms of the government’s
motives, will support the bill. The member for
Gippsland East in the other place, Craig Ingram,
supports the bill. He does not agree with The Nationals
either — he believes that the Mitchell should never be
dammed. There is considerable local debate on the
issue in Gippsland, and newspapers across provincial
Victoria have reported various views on it.
The reasons behind the proposal to dam the Mitchell
are that this would give a secure supply of water to
irrigators, that it would provide a minimal
environmental flow during dry periods, that the
resulting regulated flow would help control water
quality and algal bloom in the Gippsland Lakes, and
that it would reduce flooding, and provide water for
Melbourne and more water to Bairnsdale and other
towns. The government’s view is that it is important to
try to find ways of securing water to irrigators but that
damming the Mitchell is not the environmentally
responsible way to do it. The government believes that
a better storage option is putting water back into
aquifers.
I attended a briefing in Adelaide given by officers from
the City of Salisbury in South Australia. From hearing
their briefing and subsequently reading the material I
am impressed with the process they have in which
recycled water is pumped back into an aquifer for
storage and later recovery. This is a modification of the
natural system that has been occurring for millions of
years and seems to have none of the damaging impacts
that dams have on the environment.
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In relation to providing minimal flows during dry
periods, the government has established the
environmental water reserve by capping water
entitlements at current levels and allocating any
additional available water under the sustained diversion
limit. The impact of artificially regulated flows on
water quality and algal bloom in the Gippsland Lakes is
thought to be inconsequential. I understand that a dam
on the Mitchell of the size suggested would have
minimal impact in controlling floods because it would
need to be full to irrigate, and that means that it would
have only a momentary impact on floods.
There are cheaper ways of providing water to
Melbourne than damming the Mitchell, and Melbourne
already has a comprehensive strategy to bring in more
water without wasting the drinking water that we need.
To bring this into place would involve not wasting
good drinking water, recycling more water so that we
do not need to rely on rainfall and rivers, and of course
there are already some 70 dams that we need to make
better use of.
The claim has been made during the debate that the bill
weakens the management plan provisions in the
existing act. I point out to the house that the
amendments continue to acknowledge the importance
of management planning but recognise that it is not
necessary to duplicate other plans or strategies where
they adequately address heritage river values. The
amendments in the bill therefore aim to avoid
duplication but allow the minister to fill any gaps in
planning. Water reform is complex and relies on sound
scientific evidence as well as the experience of people
who are closely involved in both water management
and water use. The debate over the best way to proceed
is obviously important in getting public policy and
legislation right. Overall this is good legislation that
will better protect our river systems, and I commend it
to the house.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 32
Argondizzo, Ms
Atkinson, Mr
Bowden, Mr
Brideson, Mr
Broad, Ms
Buckingham, Mrs
Carbines, Ms
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Darveniza, Ms
Davis, Mr P. R.
Eren, Mr
Forwood, Mr
Hadden, Ms (Teller)

Koch, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Madden, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Mitchell, Mr
Pullen, Mr (Teller)
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Romanes, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Stoney, Mr
Strong, Mr
Theophanous, Mr
Thomson, Ms

CITY OF MELBOURNE AND DOCKLANDS ACTS (GOVERNANCE) BILL

3406

COUNCIL

Hilton, Mr
Jennings, Mr

Viney, Mr
Vogels, Mr

Noes, 4
Baxter, Mr (Teller)
Bishop, Mr (Teller)

Drum, Mr
Hall, Mr

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

In doing so I thank members for their contributions to
the debate on this bill to further protect Victoria’s
heritage rivers.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

CITY OF MELBOURNE AND DOCKLANDS
ACTS (GOVERNANCE) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms BROAD (Minister
for Local Government).

TRANSPORT (TAXI-CAB
ACCREDITATION AND OTHER
AMENDMENTS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 24 August; motion of
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation).
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) — I rise to
make this contribution on behalf of the opposition on
the Transport (Taxi-cab Accreditation and Other
Amendments) Bill 2006. The purpose of the bill is to
make significant amendments to the Transport Act
1983 and the Transport Legislation (Further
Amendment) Act 2006.
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The bill before the house contains several quite
important aspects that will affect the operation of the
taxi industry here in Victoria, and it has the intention of
improving that operation. There are several main
provisions of the bill, and the first one that is quite
noticeable is that it provides for the accreditation of taxi
depots. There are circumstances where they are defined.
In many cases they are quite large and in other
instances they can be home depots or secondary depots
that are quite small in size but are still very important
elements of the linkage to other aspects of the industry.
The bill provides for the accreditation of taxi operators
and people who have the managerial responsibility for
providing that service and for the accreditation of
holders of taxi licences. Indeed that is a new initiative
in regulation — holders of taxi licences will be required
to be subject to accreditation.
The bill is not opposed by the opposition. I would
inform honourable members that pursuant to sessional
order 36 I request that an amendment be circulated in
my name for subsequent consideration at the right time.
Opposition amendment circulated by
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) pursuant to
sessional orders.
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN — One of the concerns the
opposition has about this bill is that whilst the
accreditation is quite detailed in its requirements and
the regulation for accreditation is laid out clearly in the
bill, the actual levels have yet to be established in detail
and there has to be cooperative work done in
developing those accreditation levels between the
industry and the department of transport via the
Victorian Taxi Directorate. One would have expected
and hoped that the level of detail necessary for a
credible schedule of accreditation requirements would
have been contained in the bill so that we would have
had an opportunity as a Parliament to look at those
accreditation details, but they are not there to the extent
that we would have expected.
Another feature of the bill is that it enables the police to
issue on-the-spot fines for transport and other ticket
offences. At the present time inspectors from the
Victorian Taxi Directorate can recommend and pass
along on-the-spot fines for processing and issuance
through the Department of Infrastructure. There is a
situation where at times the inspectors have been
intimidated, and it is considered that through this bill
officers of Victoria Police should have the ability where
necessary to issue on-the-spot fines.
There are some areas of concern and I will come to
those later. An interesting aspect of the bill is that the
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state government seems to have a great deal of faith in
accreditation itself and an extraordinary amount of faith
bordering on naivety on the ultra benefits of regulation.
Another concern that became apparent to members of
the opposition during the discussions prior to the
introduction of the bill was the suggestion that the state
government may be trawling for information. We
looked at the bill, and there is a suggestion that the state
government is trawling for details of businesses. There
is a belief that the state government may be relying on
regulation and on the assumption that everyone will
obey, and that is at times a little naive.
Approximately three weeks ago I was in Canberra and
had to book a taxi from Parliament House down to the
city. In Canberra the previous three operators are now
consolidated into one service that has a computer voice
recognition booking system. On that particular evening
I wanted a cab to take me and my guest from
Parliament House in Canberra into the city, and the
voice-recognition system could not understand my
pronunciation of the word ‘city’. To cut a long story
short, we waited 40 minutes. It took many minutes
indeed to get on to a manual operator and not a
recorded voice. Then we were informed that the
original booking was lost and that a new booking had to
be made through a manual operator. That system is
fully accredited in the Australian Capital Territory.
I sincerely hope and expect that the accreditation
process and the regulations that this state government
puts together as a result of that accreditation process
will outperform the very poor, unacceptable and
unreliable system that exists in Canberra today — or
which existed three weeks ago when my overseas
visitor and I were standing in the cold and rain in
Canberra waiting for a taxi which never came. Based
on my experience, I do not have much faith in
accreditation at all.
One of the things that has to be said about the Victorian
taxi fleet is that it is quite large. There are
approximately 3000 taxis in the fleet, and it is reliably
estimated that approximately 32 million individual taxi
trips are undertaken per year in this state. The taxi
industry is an integral part of our social fabric, our
social structure and our public transport system. It
provides services for a great variety of members of the
community and it plays many different roles in
providing this essential service. The people of Victoria
expect that service to be provided efficiently and safely
by high-quality and reliable vehicles at a cost that is
affordable, economical and good value for both the
travelling public and the owners of the businesses and
vehicles themselves.
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I am sure all of us have had the interesting experience
from time to time of getting in a taxi and asking the
driver ‘What is the city like?’, ‘What is happening
here?’, ‘How are things going?’, ‘What do you know?’
and other questions. When I have travelled by taxi
either overseas or interstate I have always found the taxi
drivers to be entertaining and friendly and to give good
advice. It was said some years ago by some people in
the industry that our taxi drivers can be amongst our
best ambassadors. I agree with that comment; taxi
drivers can be wonderful ambassadors for our state and
for this wonderful city we have the privilege of living
in. I suggest to honourable members that we should do
everything we can to improve conditions for the men
and women who drive the taxis and provide the service,
and that we should recognise the valuable contribution
they make to the community.
I was disappointed to see in some of the documentation
I read prior to making this contribution that some of the
drivers of these vehicles believe that the Victorian Taxi
Directorate and other limited numbers of people in the
community do not give them the respect and the kudos
they deserve. They provide a service 24 hours a day,
seven days a week, under all weather conditions and
sometimes in dangerous circumstances. I think that one
of the goals of the taxi industry should be to give the
community information about the good services that
taxi drivers provide and the positive things they
contribute to the community.
The intention of the bill is to increase the
professionalism of the taxi service. It is the end product
of a series of bills the government has put together
since 2002 as part of a reform program to enhance and
improve the taxi industry. As part of that reform,
600 new green-top cabs have been introduced to the
fleet. There is a belief held by some that not all the
measures taken to introduce those green-top cabs were
in the industry’s best interests. For instance, those extra
cabs have at times been accused of diluting the
financial return of the regular cab fleet, and that may be
so.
The bill provides for a new training course for drivers
and contains a new charter to explain the rights and
obligations of taxi passengers and drivers so that the
commercial nature of their relationship is understood.
The bill also provides for new regulations to ensure
greater transparency in the trading of taxi licences.
Those things are good.
The major item of this reform process which started in
2002 is taxi industry accreditation. I would say that
compared with the taxi fleets in some cities — I would
love to name them, but I will not because I may have to
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go back there — our fleet is not too bad. The
presentation of the fleet in a distinctive colour, the
requirement for drivers to wear a reasonable and
functional uniform, the specifications for minimum
standards of cleanliness and other practical measures
that have been introduced over time have assisted in the
creation of a good image for the industry. Whilst there
are at times regrettable instances where drivers do not
conform to industry requirements, in the main the
community has confidence in the ability of the drivers
and in the mechanical quality of their vehicles.
Safety is an issue. Over the years there have been
several regrettable attacks on drivers, and that is totally
unacceptable. Some drivers have been exposed to
violent attacks, and some have even been the victims of
homicides. I understand that it is a requirement for the
Victorian Taxi Directorate to have a constant program
of evaluating world best technology and to have the
practical means to improve safety on a cost-effective
basis with the emphasis on the safety of the drivers and
providers of the taxi service. It is a regrettable fact that
instances of violence against drivers do occur, and as a
Parliament we should encourage the state government
of the day and the Victorian Taxi Directorate to do all
they can to recognise the importance of the service
provided by the men and women who drive the taxis
and to assist in ensuring their safety.
It is a feature of the bill that as part of the accreditation
process the information required from the taxi depots
will be spelt out. The depots range from extremely
modest set-ups where a phone and a simple booking
system are installed through to large, sophisticated and
extraordinarily well-managed multiple-vehicle depots
where the service is of a high volume and of a good
quality. However, there is a belief that the quality of
service through these depots is not uniform. It is not
anywhere near approaching a predictable,
understandable or reliable level of performance. Depots
are a pivotal part of the system. They are the places
where most of the bookings are made, and they are
responsible for arranging the drivers schedules. They
are at present and for a long time have been
accountable for the scheduling and provision of
maintenance for the vehicles and several other things,
including the disciplining of the drivers if that seems to
be required. These are all part of the many services
undertaken at a depot.
Sometimes the depots are well managed and sometimes
they are not. Disciplining of drivers can range from
good treatment and fair hearings down to situations
where natural justice is missing. I hope, expect and
believe that the accreditation program outlined in this
bill will enable appropriate documentation so that the
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community and drivers will recognise that the depots
should offer the range of services, skills and support
that is required and expected.
There is already regulation of the number of taxis.
There is strong regulation of the number of drivers and
the services required, and these changes will complete
the situation. The three key divisions of the industry —
taxicab licence-holders, taxicab licensed operators and
the providers of the taxicab network of services — are
now linked to provide the overall service. The emphasis
is on safety for the travelling public, drivers and
operators in terms of mechanical safety provisions that
are necessary to ensure that vehicles are safe even when
they have high kilometre readings on their odometers.
The other point I want to mention is that complaints are
regularly received from the drivers that the level of
security provided for them is not good, but another
peculiar characteristic of this business involves what are
called ‘runners’. A runner could simply be described as
someone who uses the taxi and then opens the door and
runs away without paying. I was surprised to read an
article published on page 10 of the Herald Sun on
23 August under the headline ‘9000 people skip on
fares’. The article says:
New fines for taxi-fare evaders will be considered amid
industry claims that 9000 passengers a week fail to pay.

That is a large number of runners in a week. It must be
distressing for drivers, whom I would imagine are on
very modest incomes — they work long and very
difficult hours; it is not easy work by any means — to
do that work and then have someone just run away.
There are instances where drivers have gone to the
police and the police regularly do not take any action.
That issue should be pursued by the state government
because running away without paying for a taxi service
provided is theft. Section 229 of the Transport Act
makes that very clear. The police should assist drivers
in that situation.
Far be it from me to make an unwarranted suggestion,
but if you added 9000 crimes of theft per week on
average to the overall crime statistics in this state it
would make the number of thefts look quite bad. I am
not saying that the police do not pursue it because they
want to keep statistics down. What I am saying is that if
9000 — which is a reliable figure provided by the
industry — of these thefts are being reported every
week, then we have a real problem, and there is a very
strong case for the police to be asked to give this
situation a lot of attention. I strongly suggest that be
done.
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The view of the opposition on some aspects of this
accreditation scheme, particularly the cost of
implementing it, is that the government may want to
leave itself the option at a later date of charging for
accreditation and auditing the system. Nowhere in the
bill are there recorded figures on the costs incurred in
the provision of the services. There is not enough detail
on the level of accreditation, the record keeping
required and the documentation burdens that are
already placed on a struggling industry.
If honourable members in this chamber asked the
taxidriver taking them on their next journey how things
are going in the taxi business, the chances are the
drivers will say that it is not that great. I regularly ask
that question, and I have never had a positive answer
yet. I think that the consistency in that answer from
many taxidrivers over a long period of time suggests
that in the context of the economics of providing the
service the income patterns are not high. That is a very
interesting aspect of this bill.
One of the points I made at the beginning of my
contribution to the debate was that the opposition feels
this is another instance where Labor’s approach is that
of a Big Brother government wanting to trawl through
or delve into the financials and the visibility of
individual businesses. Through regulation the
government can say, ‘We want this’ or ‘We want that’
or ‘We want this information’ or ‘We want that type of
detail’. There is more and more intrusion and more and
more trawling for private business sector information
that is not necessarily required so long as the
accreditation process is logical, sensible, cost effective
and fair for those who are required to participate in it.
I have not been satisfied with the taxi service in many
parts of my electorate. In the South-Eastern Province I
have beautiful towns such as Drouin and Wonthaggi,
those on Phillip Island and the Mornington Peninsula
and all sorts of other places. It is a large electorate.
Once you move away from the metropolitan area it is
not easy to get a taxi particularly for senior citizens and
those with physical difficulties and other challenges to
their mobility. They need a reliable and suitable taxi
service. In my opinion the schemes put in place by the
present state government from time to time have not
been successful.
If you ask the regional taxidrivers, they will tell you
that the conditions, the regulations, the laws and the
accumulation of various requirements particularly in
providing a service at odd hours makes it very difficult.
Over time we have had reports from small rural and
regional communities that they just do not have a taxi
service; it is just not there. Not everyone has the
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financial capacity or the physical ability to drive a car,
and the taxi service is a way for people in our state to
have an ability to move around. It is part of our public
service network. People may not consider using taxis as
often as they would a train or a tram or a metropolitan
bus, but they are important, and if you have a physical
disability, they are even more important. Many people
in regional and rural Victoria have a totally inadequate
service.
Through the Victorian Taxi Directorate, the Minister
for Transport and the Department of Infrastructure, the
state government has an opportunity to really think
about this. It may cost money to provide that level of
help to the people who deserve it — and that is
something which has to be said when bills of this nature
come before the house. The service is not good enough
and it will cost the government money, and that money
should be invested in the people who need the service
and who should have a natural expectation of some
assistance.
With those comments I will conclude my contribution.
In not opposing this bill the opposition is saying to the
government that there are aspects of this bill which are
supportable. There is a belief on both sides of the house
that there has to be an emphasis on operator safety and
on cost-effective accreditation and regulation, and there
has to be an emphasis on quality of service and ease of
access to a reasonable service at a reasonable cost with
a safe and secure operation. It is an interesting comment
on the taxi industry that a taxi is probably the only
vehicle that a stranger will get into while not knowing
the identity of the driver when that person. There is an
element of trust between the public and the taxi
operators and the taxidrivers. It is vital that we maintain
that element of trust because a taxi carrying out its task
is part of the essential mobility of our state transport
network and infrastructure.
We have to do what we can to protect, nourish,
encourage and do those things that we can to make this
service safe and sensible, and while it may not
necessarily be a pleasurable experience it should be an
effective one. It should be a service that is sufficient.
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — On behalf
of The Nationals I rise to make a contribution to the
Transport (Taxi-cab Accreditation and Other
Amendments) Bill. Our position is that we do not
oppose this bill. We have had some discussions with
the minister and letters have been exchanged with him
about issues raised by the Victorian Taxi Association,
and I will deal with those later. Obviously as usual The
Nationals have consulted widely on this bill. We thank
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Neil Sach and his people for their practical approach to
briefing us on the difficulties we had with this bill.
As a general comment on the taxi and hire car industry,
I think most of us in Victoria use taxis whether it be in
the city, in regional areas or indeed in rural areas.
Business people in particular use taxis. For example, if
you go to the airport there are literally hundreds if not
thousands of taxis lined up there to service people who
get off the aeroplanes coming in not only from cities
around Australia but cities around the world. The first
impression you get as a visitor to a city, whether you
are from interstate or overseas and whether you are a
businessperson or a tourist, is the same for everyone.
First impressions are very telling, and the taxi ride to
your hotel is one of the initial impressions you get. Of
course if you get off a long flight from overseas you
either want to get home or to the hotel. If you are a
businessperson on a tight schedule you want good
service, so first impressions are very important to
visitors to our country.
When I was thinking about what I might say on this bill
I remembered travelling to the Middle East years ago.
They used to be fairly long and difficult flights. You
would get to Bahrain at about midnight, hop out of the
airport and a taxicab with an Arab driver would be
waiting to take you to your hotel. You would hop into
the cab and say, ‘How much?’ and they would say, ‘No
meter; we will sort it out later’, which was always a
dangerous process. When you got to the hotel they
would say, ‘You go first’. You would go first and say,
‘Three dinars’, and of course the driver would nearly
die on the spot. He would say he had a family to
support, and he would want five dinars, so four dinars
later you settled the bill. But they were friendly people;
they knew where they were going and the cabs were in
good condition. I think that is the difference in our
country where of course meters are part and parcel of
the business.
I have a view, and The Nationals have a view, that the
taxi service in the metropolitan area in particular has
slipped. When the Kennett-McNamara government was
in place — and I think Mr Baxter may have been the
minister at that stage — the taxi industry got a real
spring clean, and it certainly came up pretty well. I
remember that at one stage former Premier Jeff Kennett
was talking about pink cabs. It may have been an ambit
claim, but the pink cabs never appeared and we got the
yellow cabs and uniforms for the drivers and a much
more professional process was put into place. I think it
probably needs to be done again, particularly in the
metropolitan area, where standards have slipped a bit. It
is a bit different in the country, where the issues of
getting from one place to another are slightly different.
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I am pretty certain that most of the drivers there know
where they are going and get you to the spot without
too much trouble.
But I suspect that all of those issues come together in
the incidents we have seen and the sad violence
committed against drivers, which we in The Nationals
say is absolutely not on. We need our drivers in the
taxicab industry to be safe, and we need our passengers
to be safe as well. I think it is an indictment of the
community that we need video protection in our taxis.
It has got to that, so I suppose we must come at it from
a practical point of view. The Honourable Bill Baxter
was saying in debate on a bill we dealt with earlier that
we are practical people. If we must have video
protection in cabs, for whoever might need it, we
certainly need the opportunity for those records to be
able to be retrieved without too many problems. That
would certainly be a deterrent. We support the
amendment proposed by the opposition.
When I think about it, I recall that in other parts of the
world there are cages surrounding taxidrivers. I hope it
never comes to that in Victoria or Australia, but it may
be the way to go. I often wonder whether we could
have distress lights on the tops of cabs. If a driver got
into trouble and pressed the button there could be a very
bright light — it may very well be rotating or whatever;
I suggest to Mr Bowden that it might even be a siren —
which might help to get the driver some assistance in a
hurry. That may be something we could look at.
The Honourable Ron Bowden spoke about the runners,
and if my memory serves me correctly, he said he had
read that 9000 a week had been documented in some
area. That is an awful lot of people bolting out of the
cabs without paying. The question of what we do about
that as a society is a fairly difficult one. I guess if you
had a video available and you could pull the results out
each time, you might be able to nail them. But it would
be a tough call to do that, and it would take a lot of
resources. I suppose you could lock them in the cab and
not let them out until they paid, but I do not know what
they might do to the driver in that process. All of those
issues need to be carefully worked through.
All in all, all of those issues are a two-way street. As
Mr Bowden said, you step into a cab without knowing
the driver and with the utmost faith that that driver will
take you to where you want to go in utmost safety.
Again it is a two-way street — we want to ensure the
safety of both drivers and passengers in cabs, which are
an integral part of our society. The Nationals urge the
government to adopt a cooperative approach in tidying
up the taxi industry. We urge it to work with the
owners, the operators, the depots and of course also
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with the Victorian Taxi Association (VTA), which
represents the people on the ground. There is no doubt
that our taxidrivers, wherever they might be in Victoria,
all work very hard.
From my dealings with the taxi industry I am quite sure
that there is not a lot of money in it for most of the
people involved. They work long and strange hours and
do an enormous lot of sitting around. You see great
queues of taxis lined up at the airport. Again we say
that we should work together as a total community to
see what we can do to make this a safer industry.
I turn to the main purposes of the bill. As I have said
before, whilst we will be supporting the amendment
moved by the opposition, The Nationals will not be
opposing the bill. The bill’s main purposes are to
tighten up the accountability and responsibility of taxi
depots and to introduce a new accreditation scheme that
will identify the key roles of those involved in the
industry. It will cover, for example, the taxicab
licence-holders, the taxicab licence operators and the
providers of taxicab network services — that is, the taxi
depots and secondary depots as well. The bill will
establish an offence if any of these industry participants
undertakes a range of activities without accreditation.
They need to be accredited or they will have committed
an offence, and penalties will be imposed on them.
The bill will also put in place a quite clear distinction
between the regulation of the number of taxis and the
regulation of the business and service standards, which
will include the probity and professionalism of people
who provide the service. It will also provide for the
minister to set standards via the Government Gazette
for the taxi industry across a wide range of areas. There
is a heap of areas. They include the safety of taxicab
drivers, customers and members of the public; business
capability; information and records management;
financial viability; education and training; and customer
service — for example, the availability and
performance of wheelchair accessible taxis, or WATs,
as we call them. I will talk about that later.
Before the minister can determine business and services
standards he or she will have to consult with the
industry. Another thing the bill will do and which we
picked up is that it will reinstate the capacity of Victoria
Police to issue on-the-spot ticket and transport
infringement notices on public transport. As I said, we
did consult widely on this bill and got some good
information back.
As I said before, I would like to congratulate Neil Sach
and his people for their understanding of the industry
and their capacity to support their people. Their annual
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conference comes up in mid-October and the Leader of
The Nationals, Peter Ryan, in the other place; Bill
Sykes, the member for Benalla in the other place, who
has done a lot of really good work with taxis; and I will
certainly be attending. We believe the taxi industry is
an important part of society.
The Victorian Taxi Association raised three
predominant issues. I will not go into a lot of detail as
to what it raised, but I thank the minister for his
response, which he provided by letter. That is a
professional way to go about it. The first issue was in
regard to proposed section 156A. The VTA was
concerned that a perfectly innocent taxi operator could
be left out in the cold in the event that their assigned
taxi licence was suspended through no fault of their
own. The VTA believed that could happen. We had a
briefing from the departmental officers. Again I
compliment them on their briefing. We have always
had good briefings from those people, and this was up
to the usual standard. We felt we needed to have an
assurance from the minister that the concerns of the
VTA could be addressed. I think it is important to put
on the record what the minister said. The letter states:
I agree that it would be unfair to an assignee were he or she to
be seriously penalised for the actions of the licence-holder in
the circumstances to which you refer. I confirm that
mechanisms already exist to help ensure that in situations
where a licence-holder’s accreditation was suspended or
cancelled an assignee would not suffer a loss of assignment
and, hence, of the right to operate the taxi. I am advised that
in the rare event that consideration was being given to
suspend or cancel a licence-holder’s accreditation, the
Victorian Taxi Directorate would, if necessary, seek approval
for an order under section 143A of the Transport Act 1983 for
the issue of a short-term licence to the displaced assignee.
This would provide continuity of operation until a longer
term, market-based licence assignment was available to the
displaced assignee.

And the minister said:
I intend to confirm this understanding in the Parliament.

The Nationals thank him for that. We consider that was
a bit of a win for The Nationals and the Victorian Taxi
Association as well.
The second thing the association raised was that the bill
could remove the ability of the taxicab network owners
to make a commercial decision regarding the
desirability of having different operators affiliated with
their company. The Nationals raised that with the
minister as well. The response from the minister is
again quite detailed, but I will put it on the record for
the sake of the Victorian Taxi Association. It is on
proposed section 133(4), and the minister’s response
was:
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Proposed section 133(4) would make it a condition of
accreditation as a taxicab operator that the operator be
affiliated with a taxicab network service provider. This
provides significant commercial protection for depots by
requiring all operators to be affiliated with a depot. Proposed
section 133(5) makes it a condition of accreditation as a
provider of taxicab network services that the provider must
not, without reasonable excuse, refuse to enter into an
affiliation with an accredited operator. This is, in effect, the
reciprocal obligation: operators are required to be affiliated
with a depot; hence there is a requirement that depots not
refuse an operator affiliation without a reasonable excuse.
The government considers these requirements to reflect fair
and balanced policy. What would constitute a reasonable
excuse for a provider of network services to refuse to affiliate
in a given situation would depend on the facts of the case. The
concept of ‘reasonableness’ is widely used in Victorian
legislation and the general law and is well understood by the
courts. The Victorian Taxi Directorate, in making the initial
decision as to the reasonableness or otherwise of a depot’s
decision not to affiliate, would have to exercise its function in
accordance with this test and with the general requirements of
administrative law.

I think that one was probably a draw; anyway, the
minister has clearly put in the letter to me what will
happen in those particular cases.
The third and last issue that the VTA raised was that the
drafting of the definition of ‘taxi-cab network service’
in the bill was clumsy and unclear, and in fact I believe
it is. The relevant provision, which is proposed
section 130A, states:
“taxi-cab network service” means —
(a) the receipt and dispatch of bookings or orders for the
hiring of taxi-cabs; or
(b) the provision for taxi-cabs of a central communications
system —

and then it says —
or
(c) the provision for taxi-cabs of a global positioning
system —

and then it says ‘or’ again and it goes through a string
of things that designate what a network service is. The
position of The Nationals, and I believe that of the
VTA, is that one of those things would hardly
constitute what we would call a network service.
However, the minister has responded on the
government’s position on proposed section 130A,
saying:
The definition of ‘taxi-cab network service’ characterises
eight services —

which we talked about —
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as taxi-cab network services. The range of services included
has to be wide enough to match the different levels and types
of services provided in metropolitan Melbourne and regional
Victoria. Large metropolitan depots would typically provide
all eight of the services in the definition. A person operating a
small regional depot, on the other hand, might provide only a
subset of all the services; similarly for a secondary network.
For this reason, the definition comprises a disjunctive list of
services. It is intended that the definition be interpreted in the
light of clause 1 of the bill which clearly states that the
purpose of the bill is ‘to provide for the accreditation of
certain participants in the taxi-cab industry’.

The letter finishes by saying:
The Department of Infrastructure has advised that it considers
that the definition as currently framed is able to be
administered sensibly and appropriately.

But then it says:
Nevertheless, once introduced, we will monitor its operation
and adjust the provision if the need arises in the future.

The Nationals sort of put that down as a win as well
among the matters we raised for the attention of the
minister. Again we thank the minister for his responses
in relation to those areas and hope that assists the
Victorian Taxi Association in its representations on
behalf of the people that it looks after in the taxi
industry.
I want to make a few more comments on country taxis.
There has been a review into the taxi industry and a few
things have occurred, and some of those have been
quite positive issues and moves. I will just speak about
a few of them. We have seen more flexible trading
hours introduced; there may not be a need for 24-hour
services all week in some parts of Victoria. That is a
very sensible view to be put forward for some of our
country taxi operators. Also there are more flexible
views about roadworthy certificates being able to be
obtained. That is certainly a good move in country
Victoria. Of course everyone has welcomed the cut in
licence fees, which allows a chance for our taxis,
particularly those in the country, to get a bit ahead of
the game.
But the issues that The Nationals believe are not
satisfactorily addressed are fare increases. Fares have
been pegged for five or six years. In fact this is a good
example. I have a note here from Wayne and Jan
Uebergang, who operate Taxis of Hamilton, which
says:
Once again, Mr Batchelor has stated it will be at the owners
cost to install safety screens and ‘that there is plenty of money
going into the taxi industry but not enough of it is seen by the
people who do the hard work — the taxidrivers’. This
statement alone proves this man has no idea of the taxi
industry, when drivers receive a clear 50 per cent bailment
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and the owners cover all costs — i.e. fuel, maintenance,
licence fees et cetera — and yet feels we can afford more
expense taken from the bottom line, which is eroding very
quickly.

They go on to point out:
The last fare increase works out to less than 1 per cent per
annum over the past six years.

They make some more comments on that, but I think
that is a good point that Taxis of Hamilton makes.
It seems to The Nationals that a much more sensible
approach would be if we had annual increases. In fact
we see that everything else the government does is
indexed, so we do not see why it could not index the
taxi fees so there would not be those big jumps. It
would give more security and sustainability to our taxi
industry if we could keep them in good order, and it
would be a good industry to work in.
The other issue is a rather difficult one, and that is the
issue of the country taxis being discriminated against
with the wheelchair accessible taxis (WATs). The
government has acted in this area. It has given some
incentives to the metropolitan taxis at the first stage,
with booking fees. It is my belief that is worth $100 per
car every four weeks, and there is an operational
booking fee on depot books as well. That is a pretty
good start. But was it offered to our country taxis? The
answer is no. Then the government said, ‘We will stick
a $3 million fund in there for the country taxi operator
in relation to the WATs, and that should make up the
difference between the cost of a standard taxi and a
wheelchair accessible taxi’ — which is about double.
They are quite expensive.
We have about 75 WATs operating in country Victoria.
I suspect they turn those over — I guess it varies a bit
between operators — about every three or five years.
That funding is about right; it is somewhere near the
mark, and each cab should get a go.
However, when you look at the deal in the fine print, it
is means tested in a funny way. What it means is if you
have your head above water, you are working like mad
and are making a go of it, then you are not going to get
a grant. That is silly; it works against the whole
proposal. Why should the country operators not get
access to the assistance program to provide services to
people with disabilities and those who have to use cabs
under certain conditions? We ask the government to
have a decent look at that and remove the means test,
because it seems to stand in the way of moving forward
in that particular area.
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When you think about the wheelchair accessible taxi
(WAT) program, you always come back to the
multipurpose taxi program. Everyone agreed it was
being rorted some time ago, but The Nationals think the
government overcorrected and imposed ridiculous caps
on the situation.
We now know that the general annual cap is out to
$1000 and there are caps of $30 a trip. We have had
information from the managing director of the
Heathcote taxi service, Dale Sudholz. Dale had been to
the Victorian Community Transport Association
conference about this particular situation and said that
he learned a lot about community transport. He said he
handed the member from Brunswick in the other place,
who is the Parliamentary Secretary for Infrastructure, a
note regarding this. His suggestion, which is not a bad
one, is that the C-plate taxis, the small country town
taxis, could have a $60 cap; the U-plates, which
traditionally service regional towns and a mix of urban
and fringe customers, could be capped at $40; and for
those taxis that service the metropolitan area, all day
and every day, the cap could stay at $30. That is
innovative thinking from the taxi industry. We would
ask the government to consider that in relation to the
caps on individual trips for wheelchair accessible taxis.
It is a great opportunity for the government to use taxis
more fully in country areas. A number of the areas,
although not all, do not have any public transport, so it
would be far better to utilise taxis, with government
support, to get people around those areas. Local buses
or other services could be used, but it seems silly to
spend capital on a bus for the community if there is a
cab in the town which could be used efficiently and
effectively. That is particularly relevant for country
Victoria in areas where there is no public transport.
To conclude, The Nationals urge the government to
work with the taxi industry to make it safer for
customers, make it safer for drivers, and to do it
cooperatively so that this essential industry can enjoy
the success it deserves.
Mr SMITH (Chelsea) — I am more than happy to
make a contribution to the debate on this important bill
for our society. It is an interesting issue for the public at
large. Taxis are an integral part of our public transport
system, and by and large many people rely, in some
cases totally, on the services provided by taxidrivers.
It is unfortunate that there have been instances,
particularly lately, where taxidrivers have been given a
particularly hard time, and in some cases fatalities have
occurred in the industry in very unfortunate
circumstances, so much so that the industry itself
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sought representation and got access to the minister
who listened clearly to their issues, what they had to say
and what needed to be done to improve this industry for
the public. Again, a minister of this government has
listened and acted.

Motion agreed to.

I do not have a great deal of time tonight to contribute
to the debate on this bill, but I have an important
response to a question asked by Mr Bishop of a
ministerial adviser at a briefing on the legislation. It is
about what happens when a licensee loses a licence and
the assignee is then caught in the situation where he
rents, if you like, the licence. I should like to read
verbatim the response by the minister for the benefit of
Mr Bishop. It states:

Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

The bill makes provision for a licence-holder’s accreditation
to be suspended or cancelled in very series circumstances.
Where this happens, all licences held by the licence-holder
are also suspended or cancelled. Hence, for any assignee of
one of these licences, there would no longer be a licence
under which he or she could legally operate the taxi.
Assignees pay a significant amount to the licence-holder (on
average $24 000 per annum) and almost always also provide
the vehicle. It has been pointed out that this would seem to be
very unfair to an assignee were this situation allowed to
occur.
The government agrees that, were this to happen, it would
definitely be unfair and would not be consistent with the
intent of the accreditation scheme. On behalf of the
government, I assure the house, however, that mechanisms
already exist which address this issue.
In the very rare event that consideration was being given to
suspend or cancel a licence-holder’s accreditation, the
Victorian Taxi Directorate would be able to take actions to
protect the assignee.

That addresses the concerns raised by Mr Bishop. We
have already heard contributions from those opposite
about the industry and how important it is to our
society. Anybody who has been caught outside the
casino late on a Friday night or early Saturday morning
looking for a taxi will know how important it is that we
have a good, strong and viable industry and one that
rewards everyone within it.
Arguably drivers are not remunerated anywhere near
the extent they should be, and that is a matter that can
be addressed through the normal industrial activity that
one relates to the Labor Party — that is, join a union. I
would suggest they would have much more chance of
improving their circumstances if they were to do that.
The government is doing what is necessary to improve
the circumstances of the industry and to provide a better
service that is accessible to the community at large. I
commend the bill to the house.

Read second time.
Ordered to be committed next day.

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

Casey Hospital: high-dependency unit
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
I raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Health in the other place that relates to the Casey
Hospital, which was opened by the Premier in October
2004. This, as the government has explained, has been
the only new public hospital opened in Victoria for a
number of decades. It was a completely new
development at the time it was opened.
The government spent a great deal of money promoting
that hospital and crowing about what it had achieved in
opening the hospital, including putting out a
considerable amount of publicity at the time, and
indeed since the opening of the hospital in October
2004. Included in the material the government
circulated was a statement that:
The hospital has a total of 229 beds and includes significant
infrastructure such as a comprehensive emergency
department, state-of-the-art operating theatres and a high
dependency unit, fully equipped pharmacy and pathology
services and advanced medical imaging equipment.

That would be a notable achievement, if it were true.
As members would know by now, Casey Hospital has
had a number of teething problems since it opened in
October 2004. It had an emergency call system that did
not work, and the hospital required medical staff to
carry and use whistles to attract attention to emergency
cases in the 18-month old Casey Hospital. It has a bus
bay and a bus access road that are too small for buses,
so it has not been able to be served by public transport
for the two years it has been open.
I am now informed that the high-dependency unit that
the government has spent a lot of time and money
promoting as one of the key features of Casey Hospital
has no patients and has not operated since the hospital
was opened almost two years ago. We have this
high-dependency unit, which the government spent a
lot of money promoting, yet it has not had any patients
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in the two years it has been open because it is not
staffed.
My request to the Minister for Health this evening is
that she take immediate action to ensure that that
high-dependency unit at Casey Hospital is opened. It is
an important facility for the benefit of my constituents
in the south-eastern suburbs and it is about time this
government, including this minister, stopped spending
on spin about the Casey Hospital and actually
committed those funds to opening that
high-dependency unit.

Water: Bendigo stormwater
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — My
adjournment matter this evening is for the Minister for
Water. One of the prerequisites for a matter to be raised
in the adjournment debate is that it must ask the
minister to actually do something.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I am glad
you have learnt that, Mr Drum.
Hon. D. K. DRUM — It might be stretching things
a bit with this minister in the current environment, but
we will give it a go. I ask the minister to consider a
revision of a water plan that I have put up which would
effectively enable us to capture more stormwater on the
Bendigo Creek. The original plan was to locate a
holding reservoir at Huntly, which would have had the
ability to capture approximately 10 000 megalitres of
stormwater per annum, with a maximum of
2000 megalitres of stormwater per storm event. The
original plan attempted to share the infrastructure that is
currently being installed to carry recycled effluent back
to Bendigo’s storages. Neither the government nor its
water authority would permit the mixing of the recycled
sewage water with stormwater, because if it had
eventually spilt back into Lake Eppalock it would have
created a situation of recycled effluent being mixed
with potential drinking water.
Not to be deterred, we have been working through the
various barriers that have been put in our way, and we
believe the proposed new location of the holding
reservoir should alleviate many of the concerns
previously held by the government. By siting the
holding reservoir at Goornong, which is approximately
6 to 8 kilometres to the east, we will enable some
additional tributaries to flow into the Bendigo Creek
upstream of the intended catchment. This will
potentially increase the yield to approximately 12 000
to 15 000 megalitres per annum. From Goornong we
would be only 23 kilometres away from a direct
pipeline straight through to Eppalock, so we could put
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the stormwater straight into Eppalock — after
treatment, if necessary. This will effectively have the
potential to avoid any contact with the recycled
effluent. We would also avoid the need to build a new
holding reservoir or storage facility to the south of
Bendigo, which Coliban Water and the government
believed was going to be necessary if we had the other
site.
To add even more financial credibility to the scheme,
we may well be able to link the new holding reservoir
with the proposed pipeline linking Colbinabbin to Lake
Eppalock. That pipeline would be only 12 kilometres
from Goornong, the proposed site of the new reservoir.
We also have the potential to possibly use the water in
the Campaspe River, which would be only 3 kilometres
to the east. That proximity may very well provide other
options, such as putting the water into the Campaspe
River to provide the Campaspe irrigators and diverters
with the opportunity of using that water and keeping the
water previously allocated in Eppalock.
I hope the minister will look at the revised plan, give it
his full attention and hopefully come back with any
other areas where he needs assistance.

Warburton: commercial firewood access
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — I have
an issue for the Minister for Agriculture in the other
place, Mr Cameron, who is also responsible for
forestry. It regards the high-handed approach of the
minister to a constituent of mine, a Mr Mick Stormer of
Warburton, who is a small commercial firewood
supplier. Mr Stormer requested to meet the minister at a
much-publicised community cabinet meeting in the
Yarra Valley recently. He wanted to meet the minister
because he is unable to access commercial firewood
through VicForests and/or the Department of
Sustainability and Environment. Mr Stormer was so
upset at the way he was treated that he wrote a letter to
the local papers and copied it to me. It reads as follows:
I have been reading in the local press government claims that
the Yarra Valley community cabinet was wonderful and
helped everyone.
I disagree.
After spending the last two years writing letters and making
phone calls all in effort to keep my small firewood business
going, the recent community cabinet seemed like the perfect
opportunity to solve the problems faced by small operators
like me.
After sending in my submission I received a phone call
saying my concerns apparently didn’t warrant wasting any of
the minister’s time and I would get a reply in the mail.
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This is the concerning bit:
Less than an hour later I received another call, this time from
a cabinet security officer. He had reviewed my submission
and while he sympathised with my problem, saying, ‘Mate,
you have been shafted’, he informed me that it was his job to
ring all the unsuccessful applicants and ask them not to turn
up on the day.

Mr Stormer goes on:
A couple of weeks later I received my reply in the mail. I was
advised of actions I could take to solve my dilemma.
Unfortunately when I contacted the relevant department I was
told, ‘Sorry, mate, the minister has been given the wrong
advice’. So I am back where I started. Maybe I would have
had more luck if I had have just turned up and threatened to
spoil the minister’s photo opportunity! Obviously that was
more important to him than helping me, being a timber
worker. I probably should have known better.
But then again Steve did promise to govern for all Victorians.
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straight through the railway stations; they do not stop.
People tend to think that trains coming from the
Hurstbridge area always stop, but they do not.
Recently a guy in a wheelchair was crossing there,
which is the reason that I became involved. The guy
only just made it across, as the train went hurtling past
with the bell on high volume. For trains coming from
the other direction, from the city, there is a bend. This
crossing is about 50, 60 or maybe 100 metres from the
bend. It is possible for the elderly who are using that
crossing to find themselves at risk. I do not want the
crossing, which has been put there for people using the
car park, to be closed so that people are forced to walk
to Rosanna Road, which would be the simple way of
solving the problem. However, we need to ensure the
crossing is managed properly and appropriately. I seek
the urgent assistance of the minister to ensure that
happens.

He did, didn’t he?

The minister’s letter contains a paragraph in which the
minister advises:
… to continue to discuss your needs with VicForests
regarding a long-term supply of commercial firewood. I
understand VicForests can supply you with delivered
firewood at wholesale prices at any time.

Mr Stormer tells me that this paragraph is completely
wrong and that VicForests does not sell firewood
wholesale but tenders out. Mr Stormer says that this
bloke — referring to the minister — has got no idea. As
members know, VicForests tenders for only large
amounts, which does not assist Mr Stormer.
I ask the minister not to shaft people with spin and to
revisit his inaccurate advice and give Mr Stormer some
real assistance to access commercial firewood in small
quantities, which he requires to run his business. He
runs a very valuable operation around Warburton for
families.

Rail: Rosanna crossing
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — I wish
to raise an issue with the Minister for Transport in the
other place, concerning safety at the Rosanna railway
station. There is a crossing at the Rosanna railway
station that leads from the car park across to the
platform. This is separate from the one up on Rosanna
Road itself. Recently I inspected this particular site in
the company of some local residents. What is apparent
is that because this particular crossing, which is a
formed crossing, does not have gates, bells or anything,
people just tend to go across. There are two major
concerns about it. One is that trains coming from
Macleod, where they wait until they are ready, just go

I do not want to be a scaremonger, but the thing that
worries the heck out of me when I see something like
this is that if someone does not take a look at it and take
some action quickly, there may end up being an
accident we do not want to have happen. I encourage
the minister to address this important safety issue at the
Rosanna railway station as quickly as possible.

Vietnamese community: Viet Times — Thoi Bao
Hon. S. M. NGUYEN (Melbourne West) — I wish
to raise an issue with the Minister assisting the Premier
on Multicultural Affairs in the other place,
Mr Pandazopoulos, about the Viet Times — Thoi Bao
newspaper, which is supposedly for
Vietnamese-Australians in our community. Instead this
newspaper and the faceless people who manage the
affairs of this publication are hell-bent on defaming
Vietnamese-Australians and inciting hatred. The
newspaper continues to publish untruths and attack
ordinary individuals in the community, using its
privileged position of supposedly disseminating
newsworthy information.
The editors of this paper have no real journalistic
training. They simply use this paper as a tool, a
mechanism and a forum for developing their own
faceless power base and manipulating the Vietnamese
community. Ordinary working Vietnamese-Australians
in my electorate do not have the money to litigate and
clear their names once they have been attacked by this
scurrilous newspaper. Litigation is expensive. For too
long this paper has had a free rein, saying what it wants
and being accountable to no-one. It is a privilege to be
an editor of a newspaper and to publish articles that
reflect what life is about in Australia. It is a privilege to
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write about issues that impact upon people’s lives, such
as employment, work-life balance, education and
health. But unfortunately this newspaper does not write
about life in Australia. Instead it attacks ordinary
people, who in the end have no right of reply. Now is
not the time to attack innocent people. Now is the time
for ordinary Vietnamese-Australians to work together
to continue making Victoria the best place to live, raise
children, work and develop their lives.
This newspaper is controlled by Nguyen Thanh Hung.
It offers no right of reply but simply dumps on people
and divides the community. I call on the minister to
examine whether it is breaching the Racial and
Religious Tolerance Act by inciting hatred in the
Victorian Vietnamese-Australian community.

Ambulance services: Central Highlands region
Ms HADDEN (Ballarat) — My adjournment matter
this evening is for the Minister for Health in the other
place, the Honourable Bronwyn Pike. The Central
Highlands region mayors and chief executive officers
have requested that the minister give serious
consideration to the paramedic ambulance service
delivery in the region as a matter of urgent priority, and
that she take urgent action to increase realistically the
resourcing of ambulance paramedics in the region —
for example, Hepburn Shire Council is very concerned
that unnecessary deaths will result if the ambulance
service does not improve to meet the community’s
current high expectations of the competence of the
ambulance service.
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during the tourist season. The tourist season probably
extends for about 11 months of the year now, as
Daylesford, in the spa country of Victoria and
Australia, is a very popular place.
The new resuscitation guidelines issued by the
Australian Resuscitation Council for patients in cardiac
arrest require a minimum of three paramedics. People
in the Central Highlands region and those served by the
Daylesford ambulance station require equivalent care to
their city counterparts. The lack of paramedics is a
longstanding concern, and I ask the minister to
undertake the action that I initially sought.

Responses
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — The Honourable Gordon Rich-Phillips
raised a matter for the Minister for Health in the other
place concerning the high-dependency unit at Casey
Hospital.
The Honourable Damian Drum raised a matter for the
Minister for Water in the other place concerning the
water plan and sought alternatives.
The Honourable Graeme Stoney raised a matter for the
Minister for Agriculture in the other place concerning a
constituent, Mick Stormer, and small quantities of
commercial firewood.
The Honourable Bill Forwood raised a matter for the
Minister for Transport in the other place concerning
safety at the Rosanna railway station crossing.

Information provided by the Victorian branch of
Ambulance Employees Australia on issues around
paramedic ambulance services in particular states that
37 per cent of people who have a cardiac arrest in
Melbourne will be resuscitated by up to six paramedics
and mobile intensive care ambulance paramedics, while
in the Hepburn shire only one paramedic is usually on
duty at a time and the survival rate is just 12 per cent.
Major delays can occur in the region, particularly if the
local paramedic is on another case, is awaiting support
before heading to a case, is at the scene awaiting
support or is on a fatigue break, having been on duty for
an extended period, and the closest available paramedic
staff are 35 or so kilometres away.

The Honourable Sang Nguyen raised a matter for the
Minister assisting the Premier on Multicultural Affairs
concerning the Viet Times — Thoi Bao Vietnamese
newspaper.

These examples particularly relate to the Hepburn shire,
but they also reflect concerns across the Central
Highlands region and particularly in rural shires. For
example, Daylesford’s ambulance station opened in
1969 with two paramedics for the then population of
2000. Today it still has two paramedics and serves a
population of 6000, which swells to in excess of 30 000

House adjourned 10.19 p.m.

Ms Hadden raised a matter for the Minister for Health
concerning the paramedic service in the Central
Highlands region.
Those matters will be forwarded to the respective
ministers.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The house
stands adjourned.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. M. M. Gould) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

ROAD LEGISLATION (PROJECTS AND
ROAD SAFETY) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.

3419

Children: parental access
Ms HADDEN (Ballarat) presented petition from
certain citizens of Victoria praying that the Minister
for Children and her parliamentary secretary
intercede on behalf of a sole parent, whose identity
is known by the Secretary of the Department of
Human Services, with a request that the secretary
broker access between that sole parent and her son
at the earliest opportunity (1 signature).
Laid on table.

Read first time on motion of Ms BROAD (Minister
for Local Government).

FUNERALS BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Hon. M. R. THOMSON
(Minister for Consumer Affairs).

Water: fluoridation
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) presented petition
from certain citizens of Victoria praying that the
Legislative Council of Victoria does not support the
addition of fluoride to any Victorian water supply,
including water in the Gippsland region, in view of
current scientific doubts regarding its safety
(147 signatures).
Laid on table.

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

Moorabool: de-amalgamation
Ms HADDEN (Ballarat) presented petition from
certain citizens of Victoria requesting that the
Legislative Council of Victoria consider the
de-amalgamation of the Shire of Moorabool due to
the disproportion in demographics, wards and
councillor representation, lack of central
administration and council meeting point, economic
inequity and disparity between the smaller
residential Bacchus Marsh area and the larger rural
areas in the north and west of the present shire
structure (61 signatures).
Laid on table.

Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) presented
petition from certain citizens of Victoria praying
that the status of the Gunbower Island State Forest
and other red gum forests or parts thereof along the
Murray River flood plain remains unchanged, and
that — (1) these areas remain multi-use state
forests; (2) access to forestry and firewood gathering
continue; (3) local communities have input into the
management of these areas; and (4) the Department
of Sustainability and Environment be funded to a
level that allows them to: (a) address pest animal
and plant problems; (b) provide sufficient rubbish
bins at forest exits; (c) improve and maintain access
roads to protect forest areas from off-road driving;
(d) employ more staff to look after forest areas; and
(e) develop an ongoing education campaign to
inform the public of their responsibilities while
visiting and camping in forest areas
(2528 signatures).
Laid on table.

COUNCIL OF MAGISTRATES
Report 2005–06
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) presented report by command of the
Governor.

LAW REFORM COMMITTEE
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Laid on table.

LAW REFORM COMMITTEE
Coroners Act 1985
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra)
presented report, including appendices, together
with minutes of evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be printed.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) — I
move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In doing so I would like to put on the record that this is
the second-last of the reports of the Law Reform
Committee that will be tabled in the life of this
Parliament. It is interesting that during this Parliament
the committee will have tabled five reports. It is a
testimony to the work effort that has been applied by a
number of people on the committee.
I would like to put on record my sincere appreciation
for the work of the chair, Mr Rob Hudson, the member
for Bentleigh in the other place, with the support of
Mr Noel Maughan, the member for Rodney in the other
place, who is the committee’s deputy chair. Members
of that committee include Ms Hadden, who is presently
in the chamber; the Honourable Geoff Hilton; the
Honourable David Koch; Ms Dympna Beard, the
member for Kilsyth in the other place, Ms Liz Beattie,
the member for Yuroke in the other place; and Mr Tony
Lupton, the member for Prahran in the other place.
I commend the work of the executive officer, Merrin
Mason, and the research officers, in particular Michelle
McDonnell, for their sterling work in the compilation of
a very detailed report that goes to some 700 pages.
Preparation of the report was assisted by Justin Ford
and Katherine Brazenor. I cannot forget the work of the
officer manager, Jaime Cook, who is always running
around trying to do the best she can for a lot of the
committee meetings.
This report came as a result of the need to review the
coronial legislation in Victoria, which had not been
looked at for more than 20 years. The last review was
completed in 1980 by Sir John Norris, QC. The
Coroners Act 1985 substantially implemented the
recommendations of that review.
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Members have just received this report, so I have some
difficulty going through it in detail. There are
138 far-reaching recommendations. I also want to put
on the record that many witnesses gave at times very
emotional evidence to the inquiry. I know that many of
them are in the Parliament today in both the upper and
lower houses as we respectively present this report. I
understand that emotions will still be overflowing as
they review the report, and at some point they may be
looking for some specific information about or
reference to their particular issue.
We have taken a very good look at this particular act.
We have taken into consideration the evidence, some of
which was emotional, which was provided by the
witnesses. Our view is that the purpose of the
Parliament is to provide a better system that can meet
the needs of people who have experienced a system that
could at best be described as pretty average. The report
goes to great lengths in trying to change the way the
coroner, the coroners office and indeed the Coroners
Act deals with deaths in our community. As I said, it
was an emotional period.
A lot of people expressed their dismay at a range of
systems that have been in place, whether that be the
hospital system, their own personal dealings with the
coroners office or the whole court process. We have
tried to look at those issues against the backdrop of
world best practice. Some committee members had the
opportunity of examining coronial systems around the
world, and we have been collectively able to now bring
into Victoria what I think will be in the real sense a
world-class coronial system.
There has been an extensive examination of this act,
and I am very proud in my first term in Parliament to
have been part of a review that will have far-reaching
implications, not only for the way we deal with coronial
issues, but for the way we deal with the emotional
issues. Hopefully some of the things we heard about
while conducting the inquiry will never happen again.
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) (By leave) — I
would like to make a few brief comments on the tabling
of the review by the Law Reform Committee of the
Coroners Act. It was a great personal pleasure to work
on this inquiry, and I believe that the report which is
being produced will be very influential in the future.
I would like to commend the people who must take a
great deal of the credit for the production of such a
document. First of all I commend the chair of the Law
Reform Committee, the member for Bentleigh in the
other place, Mr Rob Hudson. Rob combined his legal
skills with an attention to detail and a sensitive
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chairmanship, enabling us to deal with all issues in an
efficient and cooperative manner. I also commend the
research team, in particular Michelle McDonnell, who
did an absolutely tremendous job in distilling all the
information the committee received into a form that is
consistent, logical and yet readable. Her writing style is
first class. The final report does great credit to Michelle
and the rest of the secretarial team.
As my friend the Honourable Richard Dalla-Riva has
done, I would like to compliment the families of people
whose deaths have been investigated by the coroner and
who gave evidence to the committee. I commend them
for their bravery and overwhelming desire to improve
the coronial process for all Victorians. The evidence
produced by these families was very moving, and I trust
the families involved find value in this report. I am very
pleased to commend this report to the house.
Motion agreed to.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND ESTIMATES
COMMITTEE
Budget estimates 2006–07
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) presented
report, including minority report and appendices,
together with minutes of evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report be printed.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — I
move:
That the Council take note of the report.

At the outset I would like to say that this is another
unanimous report from the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee. There is a minority report which
deals with the issue of the electorate office of the
member for Ivanhoe, but the body of the report was a
unanimous report by the committee, and again I am
pleased to be able to say that.
I should also thank the committee staff. This is a
comprehensive report that has been brought together
very quickly because of the election to be held in the
near future. I am aware of the extraordinary effort the
staff have put into assisting the committee to produce a
report of this quality. They were ably led of course by
the chair of the committee, Christine Campbell, the
member for Pascoe Vale in the other place, who has put
in an extraordinary number of hours in ensuring that the
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report has met the deadline of being tabled in this week
of the sitting. The committee staff worked beyond the
call of duty, and again I place on record the thanks of
the committee to Michele Cornwell and her research
team Pek Toh, Ian Claessen, Chris Sheard, Trevor
Wood and Joe Manders. We are also very well served
by the close relationship we have with officers from the
audit office, which has a raft of experience in the way
public sector finances work. To have people of that
quality working for us is of great assistance.
However, I must again raise the serious concern I hold
that government departments are deliberately trying to
thwart the work of the committee, particularly by
failing to provide information on time. The many hours
that Ms Campbell has put into this report have included
time spent hounding ministerial and departmental staff
to provide fundamental information to the committee,
not because the information has not been available but
because they have not wanted to make it available.
I refer in that regard to the chapter on the Department of
Human Services where the report deals in some detail
with how long it took to get information about the
launch of the Austin Hospital. Eventually, after many
months, we found that the information we had been
seeking had been given to the media and not to the
committee, which was a contempt of the process and a
contempt of the Parliament. The Department of Human
Services has been very bad in this regard, but there are
other departments as well that go out of their way to
make the job of the committee difficult.
This committee operates on behalf of the Parliament
and the people of Victoria, and the departments should
give regard to the primacy of the Parliament. When the
committee asks for information, it expects to receive
the information in a timely and accurate manner.
Hon. W. R. Baxter — Hear, hear!
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — Thank you, Mr Baxter.
It is of grave concern to me that during my 10 or so
years of close association with the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee this situation has got worse and
worse as the years have gone by.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — I know that the
Minister for Finance, Mr Lenders, who has a high
regard for the standards of the Parliament, will be
vigilant in ensuring that departments abide by the
obligations that they have placed on them. It is sad that
I have to report in that way.
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This report is comprehensive, but it is shorter than last
year’s — this time it only just made the 500-page mark.
Each chapter has some weight and some meat to it, and
I recommend it to honourable members.
I will say a brief word on the minority report of the
committee. The minority report deals with the problems
associated with the handling of the issue of the
electorate office of the member for Ivanhoe by the
Parliament. It is appalling that this Parliament has not
acted appropriately in that matter. Leaving to one side
the fundamental issue of whether what was done should
have occurred or not, the grave concern of the people
who signed the minority report is that nothing has been
done to resolve the issue, and that reflects very poorly
on the Parliament.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
member’s time has expired.
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) (By leave) — Thank
you, President, for the opportunity to speak this
morning on the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee report on the 2006–07 budget estimates. I
would like to endorse what the Honourable Bill
Forwood has said in thanking Michelle Cornwell and
other staff in the secretariat for their dedication in
progressing this report in record time.
I am disappointed that some members have seen fit to
attach a minority report to what was otherwise a
unanimous report on the budget estimates. Following
Mr Forwood’s comments, I would like to remind the
house that the Premier and all ministers in the Bracks
government and all department heads have appeared
each year before the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee for seven years — over 50 hours of
appearances. I do not agree with Mr Forwood’s
perception of the responsiveness of ministers and their
departments in returning budget questionnaires and
meeting time lines in the sharing of information with
the committee.
I remind the house that the estimates report is presented
to Parliament not just as a snapshot in time at budget
time; it provides a broader overview. It is informed by
past trends and reports and tracks performance and
outcomes over a period drawing on information
through the budget outcomes at the end of the previous
financial year, and drawing on annual reports and the
Auditor-General’s specific performance reviews. It
endeavours to paint a fuller picture of what is
happening across government and fulfils our
committee’s responsibility for — —
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The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring)
(By leave) — I, too, want to make a comment on the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee’s Report on
the 2006–07 Budget Estimates. It was not my intention
to comment on this report this morning until I heard the
contribution from Ms Romanes about the
responsiveness of government departments.
I commence my contribution by joining Mr Forwood
and Ms Romanes in thanking the staff of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee for their work in
putting this report together. As always it has been a
marathon effort and we are very pleased to see it
introduced into the Parliament — I think probably for
the first time — in September following a budget cycle.
But the issue I would like to touch on is the
responsiveness of the Department of Treasury and
Finance, and I am pleased that the Minister for Finance
is in the chamber this morning. Mr Forwood noted
there had been complaints within the committee about
the unresponsiveness of the government, and I note
some of the responses from the Minister for Finance to
questions from the committee — for example, when he
was asked about the book value of assets that were
liquidated by the Transport Accident Commission in
order to pay out the $600 million draw-down of capital
rather than giving a dollar figure, the minister’s
response was:
The TAC’s investment portfolio is ‘market to market’
consistent with the requirements of accounting standards. The
$600 million return of capital to government came from the
liquidation of securities and cash and existing portfolios. The
equities were sold at market value.

That should have been a simple figure answer, and this
situation is repeated time and again throughout the
report, where the Minister for Finance and Minister for
WorkCover and the TAC has obfuscated in answering
questions from the committee. Ms Romanes’s claims
that the government is responsive are completely false,
and there is example after example of where the
government, including the Minister for Finance, has
failed to answer the committee’s requests.
Motion agreed to.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General — Report on Government advertising,
September 2006.
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Auditor-General’s Office — Report, 2005-06.
Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 —
Summary of Returns, June 2006 and Summary of Variations
notified between 15 June 2006 and 13 September 2006.
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Minister’s response
to recommendations in Drugs and Crime Prevention
Committee’s report on the Inquiry into Strategies to Reduce
Harmful Alcohol Consumption.
Police Appeals Board — Report, 2005-06.
Project Development and Construction Management
Act 1994 — Orders in Council of 5 September 2006 of
nomination and application orders (three papers).
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal — Report,
2005-06.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday,
3 October, at 9.30 a.m.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Parliament: One Parliament project
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — Since I
spoke in this house on Tuesday in regard to One
Parliament, I have been deluged by members of the
staff coming to me, thanking me for what I said and
outlining to me the climate of fear in which they work.
A letter which arrived this morning says:
The Speaker sent out an email earlier this week saying
attendance records have been amazing and these courses have
proved worthwhile. Of course attendance records have been
great, the course is compulsory.

The letter also says:
I guess if we dob in our workmates it saves management
having to spy. Needless to say, many of us refused to write
much —

when they were asked to. The letter goes on to say:
… the end of the day … couldn’t come quick enough … I’m
sure any negative feedback forms didn’t make it past the
management bias eyes of the instructor.
I am happy that you stood up in Parliament and brought this
to the attention of others, most complaints fall on deaf
ears … I hope this letter sheds more light on what has been a
mammoth money-wasting effort by the Parliament.
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That is a reference to the six love-ins that were held by
the Parliament at the Novotel last week. I make the
point that the staff of this Parliament are most unhappy
with the Department of Parliamentary Services and the
way this Parliament now operates.

Heimat Centre, Doncaster
Ms ARGONDIZZO (Templestowe) — It was my
pleasure on Friday last to attend the opening of the
refurbished and extended Heimat Centre in Rieschiecks
Reserve, Doncaster. The $1.6 million redevelopment
project at Rieschiecks Reserve in George Street was
officially opened by my colleague and Victoria’s
Minister for Sport and Recreation, the Honourable
Justin Madden. The Heimat Centre project was a
two-stage development involving the restoration of the
historic homestead built in 1889 by John Traugott
Finger, a member of the Doncaster community of
19th century German pioneers. The $247 000 Heimat
House restoration was completed with the help of a
heritage works grant provided by the Victorian
government’s Commonwealth Games funding
program.
The recently completed Heimat Centre, which sits
adjacent to the newly restored Heimat House, provides
a magnificent new community facility for the people of
Manningham and particularly for the residents of
Doncaster. The new centre will house many local
community groups, including the TRY Activity Centre.
The Manningham mayor, Cr Patricia Young,
acknowledged the selfless work of the TRY Activity
Centre during the past 20 years. TRY has offered
education, recreation and physical fitness activities to
the people of Doncaster for over 20 years.
Manningham City Council is to be congratulated for its
initiative in restoring this important local heritage asset
with the support and cooperation of the Bracks
government and at the same time developing a modern
leisure and sporting facility for the enjoyment of local
residents. I am pleased to be associated with this
wonderful community facility and the people who
made it possible. I am sure it will provide many years
of pleasure and enjoyment to many residents of
Manningham.

Economy: performance
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) — I
thought that in light of the debate about the Victorian
renewable energy target scheme yesterday I would just
put on the record again the real risk that Victoria is
facing under this government. I thought that was
important. I went back to the Australian economic
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indicators of September 1992, just before the Kirner
government collapsed and looked at some of the figures
relating to that time. It was quite stark. You can see the
very similar way the current government is running the
economy and that we have exactly the same types of
indicators that were apparent in 1992 are apparent now.
If you look at the indicators you can see the way the
gross state product had collapsed against the national
average, which is exactly what is happening now. If
you look at some of the figures on the decline in
exports during the period of the Cain and Kirner
governments, you see growth was, for example, 0.1 per
cent and 3.1 per cent — magnificent growth! Then,
when you get to the Kennett years, you see growth of
15.7 per cent, 11.6 per cent and 18.5 per cent. Then
when you look at the figures for the Bracks government
you see we are growing at minus 15 per cent, minus
4.7 per cent and a marginal 2.8 per cent. They show
exactly what everyone knows: that the economy is
being screwed down by this government. You need to
look at the indicators that preceded the collapse of the
Kirner government and the way that it mismanaged the
economy. This government is doing exactly the same.

Geelong Cement Bowls Club: 80th anniversary
Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — On Saturday,
2 September, I was delighted to attend, along with my
colleague Ian Trezise, the member for Geelong, the
80th anniversary celebrations of the Geelong Cement
Bowls Club. The club has a long and proud history,
having been formed in 1926 as part of the recreational
facilities provided for workers at the Geelong Cement
company. However, in 2001 Adelaide Brighton decided
to cease operations of the Geelong Cement company
and the future of the Geelong Cement Bowls Club was
in doubt, as Adelaide Brighton wanted to sell the land
for subdivision.
Geelong Cement bowlers quickly formed a determined
campaign, the KCB — Keep Cement Bowling —
campaign, and worked extremely hard to form a
strategy to purchase the club. Ian Trezise and I worked
closely with the KCB team, leading negotiations with
Adelaide Brighton to secure a way forward to preserve
the Geelong Cement Bowls Club. It is a testament to all
members that they have now finalised the purchase of
the club and that they obtained the title to that land in
January. I would especially like to honour the late Peter
Lowe for his efforts in leading the KCB team.
Congratulations to all at Geelong Cement Bowls Club
on your 80th anniversary. May you know much success
on the greens this season!
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Racial and religious tolerance: legislation
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
I have come to regard my support in 2001 for the Racial
and Religious Tolerance Act as a mistake. Rather than
promoting tolerance, the act has been used by various
individuals and groups as a weapon to push agendas
against other individuals and groups. Disturbingly, we
now see members of the government trying to use the
act to enforce censorship against the media. Last night
during the adjournment debate Mr Nguyen sought the
assistance of the Minister assisting the Premier on
Multicultural Affairs in having the Racial and Religious
Tolerance Act used against a newspaper, the Viet
Times, which Mr Nguyen claims is defaming members
of the Vietnamese community. What Mr Nguyen did
not say is that that newspaper has been less than
glowing in its commentary about Mr Nguyen, and he
could well feel a victim of defamation by that
newspaper.
There are well-established mechanisms to deal with
media complaints and alleged defamation. The Racial
and Religious Tolerance Act should not be used to
bully and intimidate media outlets into censorship. Any
attempt to use the act in that way further demonstrates
why that act of Parliament was a mistake.

Racial and religious tolerance: community
support
Mr SCHEFFER (Monash) — I am encouraged by
the content of a media release yesterday by Mr Orhan
Cicek, the executive adviser to the Australian
Intercultural Society, and the content of an article in this
week’s Australian Jewish News, both of which
criticised recent remarks made by the Prime Minister.
For some time the Muslim Australian Intercultural
Society and the Jewish B’nai B’rith Anti-Defamation
Commission have been working together on a number
of inter-community strengthening and harmony
programs to bring Jews and Muslims living in Victoria
to greater mutual understanding. Mr Cicek said that
recent remarks by the Prime Minister in which he
singled out Muslims are unhelpful and failed to respect
the efforts of many migrant groups to belong in this
country.
The Australian Jewish News reported that senior Jewish
figures had accused the Howard government of
alienating Australia’s Islamic community by urging
Muslims to integrate more quickly into Australian
society. Rabbi Jeremy Lawrence of the Great
Synagogue in Sydney said that it is not helpful to make
public remarks suggesting deficiencies in the
integration of a community and that it is important that
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faith groups and ethnic minorities feel they are able to
remain true to their cultures and traditions within the
society in which they have chosen to live. Dr Paul
Gardner, the chairman of the B’nai B’rith
Anti-Defamation Commission, criticised the Howard
government for singling out the Islamic community.
Jeremy Jones, the director of community and
international affairs of the Australia/Israel & Jewish
Affairs Council, said Islamic integration is important
for a harmonious society.
I congratulate Orhan Cicek of the Australian
Intercultural Society, Rabbi Jeremy Lawrence, Dr Paul
Gardner and Jewish community organisations for
standing up for each other’s communities in this way.

Public land: Push for the Bush campaign
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) —
Mountain cattlemen had their alpine leases cancelled by
the state government last year, and they are now
retaliating by commencing a campaign called Push for
the Bush. Users of public land have become
increasingly concerned that the demise of cattlemen in
the park would encourage the government to further
restrict access to public land, and four things have
happened to confirm these fears.
Firstly, the Greens party has announced policies
seriously restricting people’s enjoyment of public land,
and some of its policies involve restrictions on private
land. Secondly, the Greens are also proposing to put
almost all state forests into national parks. Thirdly, the
government is looking at future sustainable
management of state forests, and has mentioned the
impact of cattle grazing and other uses. And fourthly,
the government has closed public access to the Bunyip
State Park.
It is well known that the state government will do
anything to obtain Greens preferences. The Greens are
likely to hold the balance of power under the new upper
house structure. The Mountain Cattlemen’s Association
of Victoria is showing rural leadership by employing
well-known activist Bob Richardson to bring
like-minded groups together. The campaign will
involve emailing information to a great number of
people, groups and clubs, distributing to thousands of
people the policies and comments of all political parties
as they relate to public land issues in the lead-up to the
election.
All parties need to be aware that the Push for the Bush
campaign will be very influential in Melbourne at this
election because of the huge contact list it will use
between now and 25 November. So Mr Mitchell, a
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member for Central Highlands Province, should watch
out!

CREATE Foundation
Hon. J. H. EREN (Geelong) — I would like to
mention a very worthwhile organisation in my
electorate which does a great job for the disadvantaged.
The CREATE Foundation is a not-for-profit
organisation based in the northern suburbs of Geelong
and Werribee. It offers a broad range of programs
funded predominantly by the state government with
additional federal and community funding. CREATE
offers services to early school leavers, people with
disabilities, schools programs, traineeships and
school-based apprenticeships, case management
programs, employment programs and more recently a
community-based enterprise that employs local
residents. The organisation is a major partner in the
neighbourhood renewal initiative.
CREATE is registered with the Office of Housing as a
tenderer of works including housing upgrades on a
fee-for-service basis. From this activity and CREATE’s
Australian school-based apprenticeships model the
organisation has established major links with industry,
including a peak body, with the view to expanding
services to young people and adults across the Geelong
region.
In addition CREATE’s school-based model has
exceeded project targets and outcomes and will develop
further in 2007, replicating somewhat the past technical
school model. Vocational streams include building and
construction, fitness, automotive, administration,
horticulture and outdoor works.
Traditional or capped traineeships remain an issue for
CREATE — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Water: Bendigo supply
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — The
continual water crisis in central Victoria, and in
particular in Bendigo, unfortunately seems to give the
member for Bendigo West in the other place, Bob
Cameron, who is the Minister for Agriculture, a chance
to continually play politics with the water situation. The
government will build the Colbinabbin pipeline to link
the Campaspe and Goulburn systems and pipe water
from the Goulburn system to Lake Eppalock. The
source of water that will eventually flow through the
pipeline is causing considerable angst to everybody in
the region.
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The Nationals have clearly stated that the government
should invest in savings within the irrigation system,
and I reiterate this. Unbelievably, the Minister for
Agriculture does not want to invest in savings in water
in his own portfolio. He says the savings are not in the
system. He says the government wants to buy water
from desperate farmers, and does not need to invest in
savings to create new water. He understands that
investment in savings will be slightly more expensive
than purchasing water from desperate farmers.
I urge Mr Cameron to stop playing political games with
this issue, but to go out there and do what is best to
represent his people, making sure he represents the
farming community whose portfolio he is supposedly in
control of. He should find savings and commit his
government to finding savings in the future so that it
can pipe water to Bendigo when it is necessary.

Vietnamese Veterans Association of Australia
Hon. S. M. NGUYEN (Melbourne West) — The
Victorian branch of the Vietnamese Veterans
Association of Australia organised a fundraising dinner
in Melbourne on 24 August. The dinner was for the
disabled former soldiers who lost their arms or legs or
sustained other injuries during the Vietnam War.
Nearly 400 people attended. It has been a great effort
for the organisation to do such meaningful work.
These forgotten people, who are now living a very poor
life, have had no support in the past 30 years — with no
medical care, and no residential support. They are
homeless people; they are beggars living on the streets.
The government of Vietnam has done nothing to
support them because of political differences. The
Vietnam government should forget the past and look
after its countrymen, despite political views of the past.
During the war the soldiers were part of the Australian,
American and other allied armies. I call on the
Australian government to look at future plans to help
these people, because plans are needed. They have not
been looked after for a long, long time and are
desperate for help.
I would also like to remind people that this year we
mark 40 years since the battle of Long Tan.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Planning: Croydon development
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I wish to
alert the house to the concerns people of the Croydon
area have raised with the Liberal candidate for Kilsyth,
David Hodgett, with regard to a proposal by the City of
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Maroondah to pass an amendment called C54, which
would rezone land at the northern section of 49 Taylors
Road, Croydon, from public parkland to residential 1.
The proposal is designed to allow a high-density
community housing project of some 27 units to be built
on this site, which I understand is about 2 hectares.
Clearly this has been of considerable concern to
residents in and around the park area. At a meeting last
week of some 200 people, which was attended by
David Hodgett as the Liberal candidate to ascertain the
views of the people, there was certainly considerable
concern raised about the project.
On behalf of Mr Hodgett and those people I would
suggest that if the minister were to receive the
amendment in the near future he should not approve it,
and particularly not make any effort to approve such an
amendment prior to a state election. I would hope that
the City of Maroondah abandons the amendment in
accordance with the wishes of the people of Croydon,
as expressed through David Hodgett.

Aboriginals: law students
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — On 24 July I had the
honour of speaking at the relocation of the Indigenous
Law Students and Lawyers Association of Victoria to
the Law Institute of Victoria. The association is an
important initiative under the Aboriginal justice
agreement phase 2, the aim of which is to ‘increase the
number of Kooris working in the justice system’. It
aims to enable indigenous law students to attain the
same graduation and workplace participation rates as
those attained by other students.
I was very concerned to read in yesterday’s Age that the
federal department of education has reported a 6 per
cent decline in Koori graduates Australia wide. That is
why it is important that funding totalling $217 000 over
the next four years was included in this year’s state
budget as part of the Bracks government’s commitment
for better social justice outcomes for Koori
communities in Victoria.
The association’s aims are to provide summer
placements and cadetships for law students, to find
opportunities for young indigenous lawyers and law
students to be mentored by judicial officers and other
professionals, to increase the numbers of indigenous
lawyers and to raise awareness in indigenous
communities about legal careers for Kooris. It also aims
to deliver information about legal skills training to
pre-law students and to help tertiary students complete
their studies. I would like to congratulate those
involved in the Indigenous Law Students and Lawyers
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Association of Victoria, and I wish the association all
the best in the future.

Ballarat: freight centre
Ms HADDEN (Ballarat) — I am calling on the
Bracks government to declare its hand on Ballarat’s
new freight centre, which was promised in 2002. In
2005 the Ballarat City Council unveiled its plans for a
new $7 million freight centre after the Bracks
government announced an additional $3 million boost
in the 2005 state budget to help fund the Ballarat freight
yard’s relocation to the Walsh Industrial Estate in
Wendouree, which was to become a key freight
destination in provincial Victoria. The new plans to
relocate the freight yards to Wendouree’s Walsh estate
were to allow a new residential and commercial
development around the Ballarat railway station within
12 months of the April 2005 state budget. This now
appears to be yet another broken promise by the Bracks
government, and I call on Premier Steve Bracks to be
open and accountable and tell the Ballarat business
community why the 2002 plan has not eventuated as
promised.
Ballarat ratepayers deserve an explanation as they have
already funded in excess of $40 000 for feasibility
studies into the freight centre’s relocation, yet no
tangible result can be seen. I am also very concerned
that the current Ballarat freight yard is to be used as a
dedicated facility — as an intermodal logistical
solution — for the storage of industrial toxic waste that
is to be transported from its source of production in
Melbourne by rail to Ballarat and then by rail to the
toxic waste dump to be constructed by the Bracks
government at Hattah-Nowingi, just south of Mildura.
All industrial toxic waste transported by rail to Mildura
must pass through the historic Ballarat railway station
and all the small rural communities along the rail line.
Shame on the Bracks government!

Neighbourhood houses: funding
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — Today at
1.15 p.m. there will be a rally in the Treasury Gardens
organised by the Association of Neighbourhood Houses
and Learning Centres. The Liberal Party recognises that
neighbourhood houses and learning centres are
important neighbourhood links to community resources
as they are frequented by over 115 000 people across
380 centres throughout Victoria.
It is the Liberal Party’s objective to provide equity
amongst neighbourhood houses and learning centres by
providing core funding to the 30 centres not presently
funded by Labor. To this end a Liberal government will
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inject an extra $14 million over four years into funding
for Victoria’s neighbourhood houses and learning
centres. This is a 50 per cent increase for the
380 centres over and above Labor’s May budget
announcement.
The funding will ensure that the 380 centres continue to
provide key access to a broad range of community and
government services, programs and activities for people
and guarantee provision of an additional 2740 hours of
activities per week over and above Labor’s
commitment. It will enable neighbourhood houses and
learning centres to operate five days a week instead of
the present three days. It will increase the capacity of
the 16 neighbourhood house and learning centre
regional networks to coordinate management and
operational support for their member centres.
A Liberal government will work in a partnership
approach with the Association of Neighbourhood
Houses and Learning Centres and local government to
ensure additional programs and services are available
and tailored to meet the needs of local communities.

Planning: Mornington Peninsula
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — I refer to the
Honourable David Davis’s members statement
yesterday in which he tried to instil fear into the
Mornington Peninsula community. Mr Davis used the
phrase ‘high-rise, high-density’ three times, presumably
on the basis that the more often you use a phrase the
more likely people are to believe you. The facts are of
course that there will be no high-density, high-rise
development in Mornington. The Minister for Planning
has approved mandatory height limits of four storeys on
Main Street with setbacks, and five storeys on the
blocks away from Main Street.
Indeed if the residents of Mornington want to avoid
high-density, high-rise and urban sprawl, they had
better vote for Mr William Puls, the ALP candidate. I
remind the house that the Liberals are on record as
wishing to get rid of Melbourne 2030. That would
mean getting rid of the urban growth boundary, which
sets the parameters of urban development that can take
place, and the green wedge. In the highly unlikely event
the Liberals are returned, what will also return will be
the bad old days of rampant development at any time,
anywhere and of any size. That is not what the
community of Mornington wishes to have in its centres
of activity.
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Victorian privacy commissioner: report on
Mr C’s case
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) — I
rise to talk about the Victorian privacy commissioner’s
report of July 2006 on the investigation into Mr C’s
case. I have a direct and personal interest in the ongoing
issue with Mr C, given that he and I had some
communications — in fact many communications —
when I was the shadow Minister for Corrections.
During that period a number of issues were raised by
Mr C in terms of what occurred whilst he was working
in the Victorian prison system and related matters.
It is interesting that this report follows on from what
occurred a number of years ago when a young
candidate by the name of Mr Matthew Guy was
running for election to the seat of Yan Yean. The then
Minister for Police and Emergency Services and
Minister for Corrections decided at some point that he
would reveal personal details about Mr Guy, and the
rest is history. That led to a further questioning of the
entire Law Enforcement Assistance Program (LEAP)
process that the Victoria Police and other agencies use
as part of their law enforcement information collection
processes.
Mr C’s case has been reported in other areas and is
being investigated by the Ombudsman. I want to put on
the record, although I have mentioned it before, what
happened preceding the publication of this report and
the release of 20 000 pages of LEAP data to Mr C. I
held a discussion with Mr C in the presence of the
Secretary of the Department of Justice and the
commissioner for corrections in the department
secretary’s office. I will not disclose the details of that
discussion. Needless to say, you would have thought
that when the opposition spokesperson was present at
such a meeting, the minister would have been intent on
knowing that Mr C had not been dealt with poorly. For
the record, I think that Mr C has been dealt with very
well by the corrections commissioner, Mr Kelvin
Anderson, and the Department of Justice has been
bending over backwards to assist. I was therefore
amazed when prior to the publication of this report I
received a call from Mr C, who said, ‘You will not
believe what has happened now’. What had happened
was that Mr C had received via email 20 000 pages of
other people’s information, which was a privacy issue.
Mr C’s matter is symbolic of the way the government
takes a hands-off approach to these issues. We know
that investigations into Mr C’s case have been quite
extensive, including by other departments, and I have
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raised the case in a number of forums, including in
Parliament. Given those circumstances, you would
have thought the then minister would have ensured that
any dealings with Mr C would not have been
approached in such a lacklustre way.
I must say that the report itself is fairly light on detail,
and that is disappointing. Appendices 1 to 6, most of
which are a rehash of procedures and the like, do not go
into detail, which is disappointing. They could have
added more weight to what was proposed. The privacy
commissioner has raised certain matters, with which I
agree, but on the whole the report is light on, given the
extent of the issues that have been going on for some
time since the infamous Matthew Guy case which in
the longer term lead to the decline of the then Minister
for Police and Emergency Services in the other place.
The realities are that this report — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. H. E. Buckingham) — Order! The member’s
time has expired.

Environment and Natural Resources
Committee: energy services industry
Hon. S. M. NGUYEN (Melbourne West) — I
would like to report on the Victorian government
response to the parliamentary Environment and Natural
Resources Committee inquiry into the energy services
industry. The government cares about environmental
impacts and about how to help Victorians save energy,
which is important to the future of Victoria and
Australia. Today people have to understand how to
save and make life better for their children’s and
grandchildren’s future. We must teach people how to
save energy by providing support, technological
information and education.
The government is working with business, the local
community and councils to educate people on how to
save energy, such as by turning off lights and using
more natural light, turning off the heater when it is
unnecessary and turning off computers and other
appliances when leaving your office, all of which will
create a better environment for everyone. These things
can be done at home, in shopping centres and
elsewhere. Today we cannot afford to ignore what
currently happens. Everyone must get involved. They
are small things, but they count. We must save energy
and water which in turn will save money.
There are a number of recommendations in the report
on saving money. The government has funded
education programs and asked councils to become
involved with community groups and organisations.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS

Thursday, 14 September 2006

COUNCIL

The report also talks about a rebate scheme for energy
efficient products, as well as delivering energy
efficiencies. It also talks about the 5-star energy rating
scheme on appliances so that consumers know how
much those appliances will cost to run.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. H. E. Buckingham) — Order! The member’s
time has expired.

Auditor-General: results of special audits and
other investigations
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — It is always
good to use Auditor-General’s reports to back up our
criticism in opposition of what the government is doing.
Sometimes the public gets tired, as do government
members, of the opposition pinpointing some
deficiencies and flaws. It is always good to have the
Auditor-General report details which backup some
areas of interest to all Victorians and which the
opposition has been working on.
The Auditor-General’s report into the fast rail project is
one such report which explains some of the deficiencies
in the project. I know that Victorians are now starting to
wake up to the fact that the Bracks government is more
committed to spin than it is to substance. It is more
committed to how it is perceived by Victorians than
actually doing anything. It wants to give the perception
of something it is not, and there is no better example
than the fast rail project.
What should have been the biggest rail upgrade in the
state’s history was well overdue. Initially it was well
received by the opposition parties who thought it was
an opportunity to upgrade the system, which the
previous government had failed to do, but it did not
happen. There could have been Victoria-wide support,
but the government has to call it something it is not. It
told the people of Victoria it was doing something, but
did not do it. It had to tell a giant lie to the people of
Victoria that it would deliver fast rail. The government
knew it could never deliver fast rail in the way people
perceive fast rail — that is, a 300-kilometres-an-hour
rail system that would compete against air and not
against road transport. All governments in the Western
World call it for what it is, but not this government.
The Auditor-General’s report highlights the cost
blow-outs in the project. The Auditor-General made an
initial report of the cost blow-outs and indicates what
the position is currently. He also highlights the original
completion date, which was set down for 2004. We are
still ironing out the bugs. There is real concern,
although it has been denied by the Department of
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Infrastructure, from employees of the rail system that
once the upcoming election is over the trains will come
off the tracks so some of the glitches can be fixed. We
are continuing to suffer delays in the system, and only
the future will tell us what sort of job the government
has done.
The Auditor-General also talks about the lack of
planning for the fast rail project. The experts involved
in rail say that no plans have been put in place for a
properly integrated and coordinated country
interchange system with rail, bus and the metropolitan
system. That is how you can achieve your best gains.
But that has not been achieved; it was not even looked
at because this mob was so concerned about trying to
tell the people of Victoria they were going to be given
fast rail.
The project has been dogged by continual delays. They
ripped up the second track between Bendigo and
Kyneton and that has caused and continues to cause
enormous delays. People ring my office on an average
of once a fortnight to relay horrific stories about a
simple trip on a train — wrong platforms, stoppages in
the middle of nowhere, waiting in a station that
normally should take 30 seconds to disembark and
unload passengers. The whole thing has been a sham.
The government is talking about trains that travel at
160 kilometres an hour. We know they travel at that
speed for about 1 kilometre and then they have to stop
or slow down again. The average saving is about
2 minutes. It has been a sham and the Auditor-General
has exposed it.

Auditor-General: results of special audits and
other investigations
Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western) — I rise to also
make a statement on the Auditor-General’s report of
August 2006, numbered 2006:8. I support the
comments of my colleague Mr Drum in relation to that
reporting process. The report sets out the results of five
special audits and I will be referring only to the
management of the two major rail transport
undertakings by the Department of Infrastructure (DoI),
which are the fast rail project and rail gauge
standardisation.
Importantly, we can say that this report would have to
be one of the most damning reports ever tabled in this
Parliament. The inept capacity of the government to get
anything planned, costed or delivered defies belief. The
Minister for Transport in the other place should resign
from his brief; if not, the Premier should remove him
from office. This shocking performance and hopeless
outcome would not be tolerated anywhere else,
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especially in the private sector. The lack of delivery of
fast rail and rail gauge standardisation is a disgrace. The
Bracks government has had every reason, the funds and
the capacity to complete this program, particularly for
the movement of heavy freight.
I draw the house’s attention to the report on these
matters, which is found between pages 3 and 9. Under
the headings ‘Overall conclusions’ and ‘Delivering
regional fast rail services’ the Auditor-General said:
… in 2000 —

that is, nearly seven years ago —
the government approved funding to upgrade rail lines to
provide fast rail passenger services between Melbourne and
Ballarat, Bendigo, Geelong and Traralgon …
… These activities included upgrading the rail infrastructure;
providing new, faster trains; installing a fibre optic cable
network as the backbone of an upgraded signalling system;
designing a new timetable; and improving connecting
regional bus services.

The Auditor-General:
… found that the delivery of more frequent fast rail services
in the Geelong, Ballarat, Bendigo corridors by the agreed
dates was not achieved.

Under the heading ‘Fast rail initiative costs’ the
Auditor-General’s report says:
In December 2004, DoI estimated the cost of delivering the
infrastructure upgrade to be $750.5 million, some
$194.5 million greater than the original estimate.

Under the heading ‘Timelines’ the report indicates:
Up until June 2006, V/Line Passenger was aiming to
introduce a fast rail timetable in July 2006 … DoI has not
finalised the timetable for the four corridors, and the
introduction of fast rail services will be delayed beyond the
end of July 2006.

The report goes on to say:
The rail infrastructure upgrade completion dates are between
9 and 19 months behind schedule. The time lines set … were
clearly unrealistic and this should have been understood at the
time.

Under ‘Feasibility studies report’ the Auditor-General
indicates that:
The cost-benefit analysis included in the project feasibility
studies report overestimated the benefits and underestimated
the cost of the upgrade.

In relation to the infrastructure upgrade contracts the
report finds that:
The primary cause of the time delays and additional costs was
the lack of proper planning …
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… A fixed-fee contract, incorporating a design component,
was inherently high risk in the circumstances where the
design at the time was only conceptual …
Most of the delays and cost increases can be directly linked to
scope changes that mostly arose from legitimate stakeholder
concerns about the ability of the design to the passenger needs
and safety requirements.

In relation to rail gauge standardisation the
Auditor-General:
… examined how well DoI has planned and managed the rail
gauge standardisation project …

The report goes on to indicate the overruns that have
taken place. It clearly demonstrates that this
government was never serious in relation to the rail
standardisation project. This is a pity when we consider
the amount of heavy freight we now find on our
highways. The government has left Victoria with a
mess in both the rail gauge standardisation and the fast
rail projects.

Sustainability and Environment: report 2004–05
Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — I wish to make a statement
on the Department of Sustainability and Environment
report 2004–05. In doing so I refer particularly to the
section of the report that deals with urban and regional
strategies and programs and in particular with the
activity centre responsibilities of the department. I do so
noting that on a number of occasions in this debate and
other debates in the house the Honourable David Davis
has made a number of comments in relation to
Mornington. Mornington of course is a township on the
Mornington Peninsula that has been designated as one
of the activity centres which are part of the planning
responsibility of the Department of Sustainability and
Environment and which are mentioned in this report.
In Mr Davis’ criticisms of this government and its
members he made a number of comments in relation to
the inclusion of the Mornington Peninsula shire in
Melbourne 2030. Mr Davis has criticised the
introduction of protections for Mornington. In
particular he criticised some interim height controls that
were announced by the minister in July this year. These
controls establish mandatory height limits of four to
five storeys and are among the first to be introduced in
Victoria. This was done as part of the process of
working towards a structure plan for Mornington.
In his criticisms of the government members in this
place, Mr Davis suggested that members of the Labor
Party were the only people in favour of the minister’s
decision on interim height controls for high-density,
high-rise development, Melbourne 2030 style — which
of course is not what it is — and the inclusion of the
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Mornington Peninsula in Melbourne 2030. I can advise
the house that on 12 September in the Mornington
Peninsula Leader there is a headline to an article on
page 11 that reads:
Mayor backs 2030 plan.

The mayor of the Mornington Peninsula Shire is Brian
Stahl. I know Brian reasonably well; I was a manager
with the Shire of Hastings when he was a councillor
there. He is a very nice fellow but he is not a member of
the Labor Party. I do not know whether he is a member
of the Liberal Party, but I think his sympathies would
lean far more that way than to the Labor Party. He is
reported in the article as saying:
Comments by Liberal politicians or former Liberal
politicians —

criticising Melbourne 2030 —
are just that — comments by politicians, made when a state
election is only a couple of months away …
Council is disappointed that 2030 is being treated as a
political football …

He is reported further on in the article as saying that
Melbourne 2030 served to protect the peninsula from
overdevelopment.
The shire supports the Minister for Planning in the
other place; the community supports the process of now
developing a structure plan for Mornington; and the
means by which the character and uniqueness of
Mornington can be protected is through 2030, which
protects the green wedges. The whole purpose of
including the Mornington Peninsula in 2030 was to
include it in the growth boundaries for Melbourne and
to protect the green wedges. The structure planning
process is now under way. It is being conducted by the
shire to protect the particular characteristics of the
Mornington township.
The only people, as Mr Stahl, the Mornington
Peninsula shire mayor, says, that are criticising the
government and criticising this process are politicians
like Mr Davis who are whipping up trouble.
Hon. D. McL. Davis interjected.
Mr VINEY — They are scaremongering about
height and excessive growth. Those people have been
exposed by Mr Stahl and the Mornington Peninsula
Shire Council.
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Consumer Affairs Victoria: report 2004–05
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — I rise
today to speak about the Consumer Affairs Victoria
annual report 2004–05, in particular page 96 of the
report which deals with legislative review and lists the
number of unfinished reviews this government has
under way at the moment. This report, which came out
some 15 or 16 months ago, listed 10 reviews, only 5 of
which have been dealt with; 3 of the reviews had been
completed, 2 are in the Parliament now and 5 were still
outstanding.
The reason I ran out of time when making my
contribution during the last sitting week was that I took
some time to look at the Consumer Affairs Victoria
web site. I found that it paints an even darker picture of
the number of reviews that are outstanding under this
government. The web site lists 20 reviews and
consultations, and only the 3 that were included in the
annual report some 16 months ago have been
completed; 2 are before the house as legislation at the
moment — the Owners Corporations Bill and the
Conveyancers Bill; and 2 were reviews of regulations
that had sunset clauses, so they had to be completed.
That is 7 that are almost finalised — 3 as a result of
legislation, 2 as a result of regulations and 2 are in the
house at the moment. A further 3 reviews are being
conducted by other bodies, but there are 10 reviews that
are outstanding under the current minister.
I will not talk about the code of conduct for packaged
liquor licences, nor about the reviews into the
Associations Incorporations Act, business licensing, the
Fair Trading Act, consumer credit, domestic building
contracts, the Fundraising Appeals Act, harmonisation
of telemarketing laws or motorcar traders, because I
have spoken about those before. I would like to speak
about the two other reviews I did not have time to deal
with last time.
One is the rural tenancies discussion paper. This
discussion paper was released in April 2005, and the
closing date was May 2005. We have still seen nothing
resulting from the discussion paper; there has been no
report by the government or any action on this
consultation. The web site still has a link to Graham
Watson who wrote that discussion paper, but Graham
Watson has not been with Consumer Affairs Victoria
for well over 12 months, so the web site is very much
out of date.
The other outstanding review listed on the web site is
the utility metering regulations consultation. This
review was only begun in June 2006. Submissions
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closed on 18 August 2006, but there has been no further
action since then.
One of the funny things I saw listed on the web site was
the regulation review of the Patriotic Funds Act, which
was conducted in August 2005. The strange thing is
that the web site states that the legislation is currently
before the Parliament, but the Veterans Act was passed
in October 2005. The web site is very much out of date,
but it shows how out of date the Minister for Consumer
Affairs and the government are because they are not
completing their reviews. It shows that we have a lazy
minister in this portfolio. It is no wonder that the Age
listed the minister on the front page as one of the
ministers who must go, because under this minister we
are not seeing any action in providing consumer
protection.
The government says it is consulting with the
community. What it does is go out there and waste the
community’s time and energy engaging it in
consultation, and then it completely ignores what the
community has to say. This is an arrogant government
that must go in November, and the Minister for
Consumer Affairs is a lazy minister who must also go
in November. Victorians have the choice to elect a
Liberal government which will value their opinions.

Library Board of Victoria: report 2004–05
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — I would like
to speak today on the 2004–05 annual report of the
Library Board of Victoria. When you have a look at this
report you can see the key performance indicators
outlined on page 9, and in particular I would like to
speak today about the events and exhibitions visits
referred to there.
Since this report was done, a new chairman has been
appointed to the Library Board of Victoria — former
Premier John Cain. I would like to say how generous
Mr Cain was in inviting me to this year’s Victorian
Premier’s Literary Awards. He rang personally, and I
have to say it was a very gracious and very nice
invitation which I was very pleased to accept. I think
Mr Cain will go on to be an excellent chairman of the
library board. He has the library’s passions at heart. I
know he has been a long-time supporter of the library,
as indeed has Mrs Cain, and I believe they will be
excellent advocates for the State Library of Victoria,
which hopefully will go from strength to strength.
We now understand how well the Kennett government
did with the refurbishment work it had done on the state
library, and I believe the work being done now builds
upon that. I was pleased to see money given to the state
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library recently, because I think everyone in this
chamber would agree that the state library belongs to all
Victorians and that it is important that we get it right. I
believe that Mr Cain will do an excellent job in
achieving that.
I would like to talk about the Premier’s literary awards,
which were absolutely super. They demonstrated the
depth of talent we have here in this country and the
depth of experience of our writers. I would like to put
on the record some of the prizes that were given and
indeed some of the works that were awarded a prize.
There were 12 awards this year, and that shows the
depth of the Premier’s literary awards which are run by
the state library on an annual basis. The awards are one
of the highlights of the events on the library’s calendar.
The awards encourage young writers — and in fact
not-so-young writers — to go on and do some more
very innovative work, which bodes very well for the
future.
This year’s prizes were the Vance Palmer Prize for
Fiction, the Nettie Palmer Prize for Non-fiction, the
Prize for Young Adult Fiction, the Prize for an
Unpublished Manuscript by an Emerging Victorian
Writer, the C. J. Dennis Prize for Poetry, the Louis
Esson Prize for Drama, the Alfred Deakin Prize for an
Essay Advancing Public Debate, the Village Roadshow
Prize for Screen Writing, the Grollo Ruzzene
Foundation Prize for Writing about Italians in Australia,
the John Curtin Prize for Journalism, the Prize for
Indigenous Writing and the Prize for a First Book of
History, which I thought was extremely interesting. The
presenters who introduced the winner of the first award
of the evening, the Prize for Young Adult Fiction, was
a group of school children, and I have to say that those
children were very poised and impressive, and they
really did an excellent job.
I believe the book that won that prize was the highlight
of the night. The book is called Theodora’s Gift and is
published by Viking/Penguin Books Australia. The
author is Ursula Dubosarsky, and she has written an
excellent book. It is a novel of dislocation of
middle-class life where chaos is synonymous with
living and where the Holocaust is glimpsed in an
Australian landscape, and it achieves both a lightness
and depth which is enriching for the reader. The
author’s voice gives the story a fairytale quality
suggesting the mystery of ordinary things and creates in
Theodora a naive poise and isolation which makes her
both moving and gently comic. This novel will reveal
most to readers who are much older than its 14-year-old
protagonist, and its vision will reveal to them ways to
nest in a storm.
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I have read this book, and it is an excellent book. I
could not put it down. It was terrific, and I can see how
it has captured the imagination of young adults and
older adults such as myself as well. I recommend the
book to everyone in this chamber. It is an excellent read
and is very amusing, but also poignant and touching at
the same time. The author in her very gracious speech
of acceptance recognised a number of issues which I
think were important to all of us gathered at that forum,
and her eloquent and poised speech reflected the calibre
of author she is. It showed that not only can authors
write, but they can speak as well. It was an excellent
night.
The other prize that was very interesting and which was
given for the first time was the John Curtin Prize for
Journalism, for which Eric Beecher was the judge.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. H. E. Buckingham) — Order! The honourable
member’s time has expired.

Sustainability and Environment: report 2004–05
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — I am pleased
to make a contribution to statements on reports today
and in doing so to talk about the 2005 annual report of
the Department of Sustainability and Environment.
Mr Viney — You came back in!
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — There was a slot that
appeared.
Mr Viney — Dear me, what a sensitive and
precious jewel you are.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — No, I am never one to
miss making a political point when the Labor Party has
got it wrong, and on this occasion the Labor Party has
got it wrong in its application of Melbourne 2030 to the
Mornington Peninsula. Mr Viney and others who have
lived for many years in that vicinity should know that
many people move to the peninsula to get away from
metropolitan Melbourne and to get away from the
high-rise buildings and the hustle and bustle. They seek
to move to a seaside location or a location that has a
greater rural capacity and rural vistas. Instead of that,
the Labor Party plan is that the Melbourne 2030
planning system which was outlined in 2002 will apply
to the tip of Point Nepean! Three activity districts have
been nominated by this government — Hastings,
Rosebud and Mornington. Acting President, you would
have visited the Mornington peninsula over the years,
as have many other members of this chamber, and you
would be surprised to see the development of high-rise
in the Rosebud vicinity and in Hastings, and
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particularly in Mornington. Nobody down there wants
it.
Mr Viney hopped up earlier to indicate that the mayor
of Mornington had made a statement. The mayor is
entitled to make a statement, and I am very pleased that
Mr Viney enjoyed it. The Mornington Peninsula Shire
Council was faced with a very difficult situation. There
was no protection from Melbourne 2030 whatsoever —
we could have seen a Mitcham-style 14-tower high-rise
development on the peninsula! For that reason, the
council has thought that it will live with five storeys,
but no-one on the peninsula really wants developments
with four-storey and five-storey blocks taking up huge
parts of the town and changing the character of the
Mornington shops. Nobody in the town wants that.
They would have preferred to retain the more amenable
nature of the town they now have.
The town of Mornington is now under a considerable
threat by this government. The meeting I addressed
down at Mornington saw more than 500 people
gathered, and not one person spoke in favour of
Melbourne 2030 — except the Labor candidate for
Mornington, Mr Puls. He was the lone speaker at the
public meeting in favour of Melbourne 2030. He said
that Melbourne had to grow, he said the growth had to
come down along the peninsula, and he said the
peninsula was part of Melbourne. I have to say that the
more people I speak to on the Mornington Peninsula
the more clear it becomes to me that the peninsula
needs to be treated as a distinct and separate zone. It
needs its own planning scheme arrangements. It needs
arrangements that take into account its character and the
lifestyles, aims and interests of the people living there. I
do not believe the one-size-fits-all Melbourne 2030
approach that this government has slapped across the
whole of metropolitan Melbourne is satisfactory.
That structure plan has been forced on the council by
the presence of Melbourne 2030. If the council had not
introduced a structure plan it may well have faced even
taller towers in that town. Across metropolitan
Melbourne councils have understood that unless they
have significant structure plans in place they are totally
exposed to the ravages of Melbourne 2030; they are
exposed to the risks of inappropriate high-rise,
high-density development.
Each of the Labor Party members on the peninsula
should hang their head in shame for not having stood
up for their area. Like a group of toadies each of the
Labor members has supported Melbourne 2030 without
ever speaking against it or without ever being prepared
to stand up for their area and without ever being
prepared to fight for the values that people in their area
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want. The Liberal Party members down there will do it.
The member for Nepean in the other place, Martin
Dixon, has done it.
Hon. R. H. Bowden — I have.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — Mr Bowden has been
prepared to stand up and fight on traffic issues in
particular. But the Labor members are toadies.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. H. E. Buckingham) — Order! The member’s
time has expired!

CITY OF MELBOURNE AND DOCKLANDS
ACTS (GOVERNANCE) BILL
Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated on motion of Ms BROAD (Minister
for Local Government).
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
In April 2004, the government’s decision to return the
Docklands area to city of Melbourne and to democratically
elected local government in time for residents and ratepayers
to participate in the 2008 Victorian local government
elections was announced. This announcement reflects the
government’s election commitment to ‘restore and strengthen
local democracy’ in Victoria.
This commitment was in response to the decision of the
previous government in 1998 to excise Docklands from the
municipal district of the city of Melbourne. While the
decision to transfer these responsibilities directly to the
Docklands Authority (now VicUrban) was for the purpose of
developing the site as a world-class addition to the city of
Melbourne, it effectively excluded Docklands’ residents and
ratepayers from participating in democratically elected local
government.
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the retention of the IDC to oversee the implementation
of the government’s decision.
In addition, the government agreed with the IDC’s view that
the City of Melbourne, as the inheritor of Docklands, should
bear the costs of the Docklands’ place management function.
The government’s position was based on the IDC’s
determination at the time that this function could be funded
from the projected future Docklands’ municipal rates revenue
stream, following the return of the precinct to city of
Melbourne.
The IDC reconvened as the Implementation IDC (‘IIDC’) in
June 2004, and established a governance framework to
oversee the implementation of the government’s decision.
This bill reflects the work of the IIDC. The bill has been
introduced to:
provide for the return of the Docklands area to the
municipal district of the city of Melbourne;
divest VicUrban of the powers to exercise municipal
functions in the Docklands area;
provide for a transfer date prior to the November 2008
city elections (commencement by proclamation, default
date being 1 January 2008);
provide for the temporary reservation of Victoria
Harbour and a number of other public access areas in
Docklands, and the appointment of the City of
Melbourne as committee of management (where
appropriate) for those areas.
provide for the addition of other areas of Docklands to
the Crown land reserve upon completion of their
development;
the creation of a special committee of the Melbourne
City Council (‘the Docklands Coordination Committee’)
to coordinate place management for the temporary
reservations in Docklands.
I now turn to the bill and its contents.
Part 1 of the bill (clauses 1 and 2) sets out the purposes of the
bill, which are to amend both the City of Melbourne Act 2001
and the Docklands Act 1991 to give effect to this
government’s decision to return the Docklands area to the
municipal district of the city of Melbourne, to provide for the
establishment of the Docklands Coordination Committee and
to provide for the reservation of certain areas in the
Docklands area for public purposes.

the restoration of the Docklands precinct and its
municipal management functions, with the exception of
statutory planning, to the City of Melbourne;

Clause 2 provides for the act’s commencement. The clause
provides that, subject to subsection (2), the act commences on
a day or days to be proclaimed and provides that if a
provision of the act does not come into operation before
1 January 2008, it comes into operation on that day. The
default commencement date will enable all transitional
requirements to be met (such as the compilation of the voters’
roll relating to the Docklands area) before the next Melbourne
City Council municipal election in November 2008.

the establishment of a coordinating body to oversee the
management of the Docklands waterways and
waterfront (the Docklands’ ‘place management’
function); and

Part 2 of the bill (clauses 3 to 5) amends the City of
Melbourne Act 2001 to provide that the municipal district of
the City of Melbourne is to include the Docklands area and to
establish the Docklands Coordination Committee.

The government decision announced in April 2004 was in
response to the recommendations of the Docklands and
Adjacent Areas Interdepartmental Committee (‘the IDC’) in
its 2003 report on Governance of Melbourne’s Docklands
and Adjacent Areas. In its report, the IDC recommended:
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While VicUrban will no longer be the municipal authority in
the Docklands area upon the commencement of this bill, it
will have a legitimate and continuing interest in the provision
of place management services in certain parts of the
Docklands area for so long as it has a development function
in the Docklands area.
For this reason, clause 5 of the bill provides for the
establishment of a ‘Docklands Coordination Committee’.
This committee will be a special committee of the Melbourne
City Council under the Local Government Act 1989, although
not all provisions in the Local Government Act 1989 relating
to special committees will apply to it.
The bill provides that that the Docklands Coordination
Committee is to have a membership of up to seven members.
Three members will be nominated by the council and three
members will be nominated by VicUrban. A seventh member
may be appointed jointly by the minister administering the City
of Melbourne Act 2001 (currently the Minister for Local
Government) and the minister administering the Docklands Act
1991 (currently the Minister for Major Projects) for a term of
up to four years.
The bill provides for the appointment of deputy members.
The bill provides for the removal of members as follows: the
Melbourne City Council may remove its own nominees (or
deputies) at any time. The council must remove any
VicUrban nominees (or deputies) at the request of VicUrban.
The two ministers may jointly remove their appointee (or
deputy) at any time.
The bill provides for a quorum of five members. Where the
committee does not include the ministerial appointee,
decisions are required to be unanimous.
The bill provides that if there is a ministerial appointee, that
person is to chair the committee meetings. Where there is no
such appointee, chairmanship is to be alternated between the
council nominees and VicUrban nominees, commencing with
the council nominee.
Where there is a ministerial appointee on the committee, the
ministerial appointee will have a casting as well as a
deliberative vote and a question before the meeting is to be
determined by a majority of votes.
The bill provides that the committee carry out functions in
relation to the monitoring of place management services in
the coordination area in Docklands.
‘Place management services’ are defined in the bill and
include services that relate to site presentation and the
marketing and promotion of the Docklands area and other
prescribed services. The full extent of those services will be
detailed in regulations to be made under the bill. However,
the intent of this definition is to ensure that the committee has
a role in monitoring those services which contribute to
Docklands’ world-class status.
The committee will also be required to approve any place
management or finance and infrastructure plan prepared for
the coordination area.
The coordination area will be made up of Victoria Harbour
and the public access land in the Docklands area (currently
VicUrban land) which will be surrendered to the Crown and
temporarily reserved for public purposes. The bill also
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provides for the addition of other Crown land to the
coordination area by order in council on the joint
recommendation of the minister administering the City of
Melbourne Act 2001 and the minister administering the
Docklands Act 1991.
The bill recognises that the Melbourne City Council and
VicUrban may enter into an agreement in relation to the
provision and coordination of place management services in
the coordination area. It is the intention of the government
that there will be a deed of protocol negotiated between
Melbourne City Council and VicUrban. This deed will deal
with matters relating to place management services and the
return of the Docklands area to the municipal area of the City
of Melbourne.
The bill provides for the making of regulations prescribing
matters that may be included in the deed. The bill provides
that this agreement must not be inconsistent with the bill or
the regulations made under the bill.
Part 3 of the bill amends the Docklands Act 1991 to reflect
the fact that Melbourne City Council is the municipal
authority in the Docklands area and performs all municipal
functions in that area. The bill also ensures that VicUrban
recognises the legitimate role of Melbourne City Council in
the Docklands area when exercising its development powers
under the Docklands Act 1991.
The bill includes transitional provisions to implement the
return of the Docklands area to the municipal district of the
City of Melbourne. These relate to such municipal issues as
sewers and drains, local roads, authorised officers, rates,
indemnities and voters’ rolls. The bill also provides for the
Governor in Council (on the joint recommendation of the
minister administering the Docklands Act 1991 and the
minister administering the City of Melbourne Act 2001) to
make transitional orders to provide for any matter necessary
or convenient to give effect to the return of the Docklands
area to the municipal district of the city of Melbourne.
These orders will cover a range of matters. The bill provides
that sections 220S(1) and 220S(2) (other than paragraphs (h)
to (j) of the Local Government Act 1989) apply to these
orders. The bill also requires Melbourne City Council and
VicUrban to comply with these orders.
The bill recognises that VicUrban and Melbourne City
Council may enter into an agreement in relation to any matter
associated with the return of the Docklands area to the
municipal district of the city of Melbourne.
Division 2 of part 3 of the bill provides a mechanism for the
divesting of certain land (as indicated on the LEGL06/071
plan lodged in the central plan office of the Department of
Sustainability and Environment) from VicUrban, the deeming
of that land to be unalienated Crown land and the deeming of
the land to be temporarily reserved under the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978 for public purposes, and (where
provided for) the deeming of Melbourne City Council as
committee of management of that land.
These provisions implement the government’s commitment
to the return of public areas in the Docklands area to the
Crown and the people of Victoria. The land to be reserved
includes Victoria Harbour, the widened part of the Yarra
River immediately below Charles Grimes Bridge and public
access areas adjacent to Victoria Harbour.
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The bill also provides for the future surrender and divesting of
land in the Docklands area from VicUrban. As development
continues in the Docklands area, and as VicUrban will no
longer be the municipal authority, it is considered appropriate
for those public areas, including parks and promenades
(including promenades along the Yarra River) to be
surrendered to the Crown, temporarily reserved for public
purposes and (where appropriate) the Melbourne City
Council-appointed committee of management.
Section 21 of the Docklands Act 1991 gives the Governor in
Council (on the joint recommendation of the minister
responsible for the Docklands Act 1991 and the minister
responsible for the Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978) the
power to revoke temporary or permanent reservations of
Crown land. This power will be expressly extended to
reservations created under this bill. This amendment will
reflect VicUrban’s important development role in the
Docklands area while ensuring transparency in operation.
It is anticipated that this power will be used to lift reservations
over Crown land, thus allowing for the development of the
land (including the granting of leases of greater than
21 years). Following development, the land can be
re-reserved for public purposes and the leases preserved.
A number of leases have been granted by VicUrban over the
land to be reserved. Some of these leases are for periods
longer than 21 years (which is the usual limit for leases of
reserved Crown land). All existing leases will be preserved
under the bill (including those for periods of longer than
21 years) with the Melbourne City Council (if committee of
management for the relevant land) being substituted as lessor
for the remainder of the existing terms.
Land is usually surrendered to the Crown ‘freed and
discharged from all limitations’. It is necessary therefore, for
the bill to expressly preserve those rights (such as easements
and interests in the nature of easements) existing over that
land in favour of a person (other than VicUrban) immediately
before the date of reservation. The bill also provides for the
preservation of planning agreements entered into by
VicUrban under the Planning and Environment Act 1987 and
the Docklands Act 1991.
The bill provides for the keeping of a public register of such
rights and provides for the minister administering the Crown
Land (Reserves) Act 1978 to enter into agreements with
beneficiaries of those rights to cancel those rights. The bill
also provides that while all care has been (and will be) taken
to preserve existing rights on title, no compensation will be
payable by the Crown in respect of anything done or arising
out of those provisions.
Part 4 of the bill makes consequential amendments to a
number of acts to reflect the fact that the Docklands area is
being returned to the municipal district of the City of
Melbourne.
This government’s ‘Listens Then Acts’ 2002 policy platform
outlined our commitment to ‘return the Docklands precinct to
the management of democratically elected local government’.
The City of Melbourne has agreed to accept the return of the
Docklands precinct.
The City of Melbourne and Docklands Acts (Governance)
Bill 2006 brings to fruition the government’s commitment.
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I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Hon. J. A. VOGELS
(Western) on motion of Hon. Andrea Coote.
Debate adjourned until next day.

CONVEYANCERS BILL
Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated for Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister
for Consumer Affairs) on motion of Ms Broad.
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
Buying a home represents the most significant transaction that
the average person or family will make in their lifetime. An
enormous proportion of their earnings is invested and their
confidence in that investment can directly affect their sense of
personal security.
Interests in real property are justifiably given the highest
protection by the law in Victoria. The types of interests
recognised by the law are many and varied. For these reasons,
the process of transferring title to a property can be complex
and usually requires professional conveyancing skills.
Conveyancing includes examining the contract of sale,
drafting vendor certificates and requisitions, arranging for
payment of the deposit and stamp duty and calculating
adjustments for council and water rates. While conveyancing
work is performed by some legal practitioners, a significant
conveyancing industry has developed in Victoria independent
of the legal profession.
Victoria currently operates a limited regulatory regime for
conveyancers under the Legal Profession Act. While legal
practitioners can perform all work necessary to effect a
property transaction, the Legal Profession Act provides that
non-lawyer conveyancers cannot perform the legal work
associated with property transactions.
The National Competition Council has determined that the
current regime is contrary to national competition policy
because it allows legal practitioners to maintain a monopoly
on the legal work associated with property transactions.
Further, the recent collapse of a major conveyancing firm
highlighted serious deficiencies in consumer protections
under the Legal Profession Act in relation to non-lawyer
conveyancers, particularly in relation to the handling of client
moneys. While research indicates that errors and fraud in the
provision of conveyancing services are relatively infrequent
in Victoria, when these problems do occur, the consequences
are severe.
Problems which may have occurred in the conveyancing
process are unlikely to become apparent until years after the
transaction. By the time the consumer becomes aware of the
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problem, there may be little opportunity for redress. The
government commissioned a review into the regulation of
conveyancing services in Victoria to determine the best way
to address these issues.
The review recommended that a number of core proposals be
implemented. The government response to the review
indicated its agreement with the core proposals and its
intention to allow conveyancers to undertake the legal work
associated with property transactions under a new system of
regulation and licensing established especially for them as an
alternative to lawyers.
The government is cognisant of the need for balance in
regulation. The National Competition Council and the review
of the regulation of conveyancing services in Victoria
identified the need to open up the provision of legal work
associated with property transactions to persons other than
lawyers. The government supports increasing competition in
the conveyancing industry but also wishes to strengthen the
accountability of those involved in the provision of
conveyancing services.
The government has determined that the best way of
achieving these objectives is through a licensing system that
imposes similar obligations and a similar level of
accountability on conveyancers as are currently imposed on
legal practitioners. The government considers that this level
of accountability is more than justified given that for many
people their home represents their most important asset.
The bill gives effect to the principles adopted in the
government response and ensures that consumers will be able
to enter into one of the most significant transactions of their
lives with confidence. Consumers will be able to buy a home
and be confident that every measure is in place to ensure that
the transaction will proceed smoothly, that they will get what
they pay for and that their investment will provide security for
themselves, and their families, into the future.
The bill will establish a framework allowing consumers to be
confident that licensed conveyancers are required to be
knowledgeable and skilled. The bill seeks to protect
consumers from errors and fraud by conveyancers. The bill
encourages a competitive conveyancing industry that delivers
high-quality services at low cost to consumers. The bill is
structured to facilitate mutual recognition of conveyancers in
other jurisdictions if possible in the future. I will briefly
outline how the bill achieves each of these objectives.
The bill allows conveyancers to undertake the legal work
associated with property transactions. However, the bill also
lists a number of types of legal work that conveyancers are
not permitted to undertake. This includes work such as
establishing a corporation, applying for a grant of probate or
letters of administration, and work relating to sales of
businesses. However, the bill provides that the government
will review the exclusion of work relating to sales of
businesses by 1 July 2009.
Once the bill is implemented, consumers will be able to be
confident that conveyancers are knowledgeable and skilled
because no-one will be permitted to carry on a conveyancing
business in Victoria unless they have satisfied strict eligibility
requirements for a conveyancer’s licence. The licensing
regime set out in the bill is consistent with a number of other
licensing regimes already in place in Victoria and will be
administered by the Business Licensing Authority.
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Eligibility for a conveyancer’s licence will depend on an
applicant obtaining prescribed qualifications and 12 months
work experience. There will be transitional arrangements for
conveyancers who have already been working in the industry
for at least 12 months but do not have the prescribed
educational qualifications. These conveyancers may apply for
a provisional licence and their practice would be regulated
under the new act. However, they would be limited to doing
the range of work allowed by the old Legal Profession Act
regime until they complete the qualification requirements.
This must be done within five years, or they will lose their
right to practice. Through these measures, consumers will be
confident that conveyancers have the education and practical
experience to complete property transactions properly.
The bill requires conveyancers to obtain professional
indemnity insurance, to help protect consumers from the
financial consequences of errors. The bill provides for a
ministerial order to prescribe a minimum level of cover for
professional indemnity insurance.
To help protect consumers from fraudulent conduct by
conveyancers involving money held on trust for consumers,
the bill imposes strict obligations on conveyancers relating to
the maintenance and auditing of trust accounts. The bill also
allows for compensation to be claimed from the Victorian
Property Fund in the event of a defalcation by a licensed
conveyancer. Conveyancers’ licence fees and interest from
conveyancers’ trust accounts are to be paid into the fund to
support this purpose.
Where there is potential for serious detriment to consumers,
for example, where a conveyancer’s licence is suspended or
cancelled, the bill gives the director of Consumer Affairs
Victoria (‘director’) the power to appoint a statutory manager
to manage the conveyancer’s business and gives the Supreme
Court the power to appoint a receiver to take control of trust
money and receivable property.
The bill also imposes on conveyancers a number of
professional obligations similar to those in place for legal
practitioners. These include obligations to disclose costs and
conflicts of interest to clients. The bill also provides for
professional conduct rules to be prescribed through
regulations.
The framework of the bill is expected to increase the
competitiveness of the conveyancing industry by abolishing
the distinction between legal and non-legal work which
previously allowed legal practitioners to maintain a monopoly
on the legal work associated with property transactions. The
bill does not prevent estate agents from holding conveyancers
licences or the development of multidisciplinary practices
which may further increase the competitiveness of the
industry. Greater competition can be expected to deliver value
for money to consumers.
The bill has been structured consistently with the
corresponding act of New South Wales and other jurisdictions
as far as practicable. This will facilitate mutual recognition of
conveyancers in other jurisdictions if possible in the future.
Regulations proposed to be made under the bill will prescribe
qualification requirements based on the national financial
services training package, which will provide students with
some exposure to the conveyancing practices of other
jurisdictions. As the conveyancing industry develops across
Australia, these aspects of the bill will facilitate the
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recognition of conveyancers licensed in other jurisdictions
and vice versa.
Victoria is home to one of the largest, most complex property
markets in Australia. The bill will allow government to
properly manage the risks to consumers of conveyancing
services in Victoria, while still supporting a competitive
industry.
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Charitable trusts may only give to charities

The trustees of charitable trusts may only make grants for
charitable purposes or to charities in accordance with the
terms and conditions of their trust deeds. Normally, trust
deeds specify that charitable trusts may only give to bodies
that are charitable at law. If trustees make grants to bodies
that are not considered charitable at law, then the trustees are
technically in breach of their trust deeds.

I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern).
Debate adjourned until next day.

CHARITIES (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated for Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister
for Sport and Recreation) on motion of Ms Broad.
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
Background

The philanthropic sector has played an active role in assisting
charities to fulfil their charitable purposes and functions.
Philanthropic donations have assisted in the important work
of public institutions such as galleries, museums, libraries and
hospitals, which provide a wide range of services that benefit
the Victorian community.
Charitable trusts are the legal vehicles that allow individuals,
families and corporations to make philanthropic donations.
Charitable trusts have a range of tax benefits under
commonwealth income tax law: they are exempt from
income tax and donations to charitable trusts are tax
deductible.
The number of charitable trusts — particularly a class of
private charitable funds established by the Australian Tax
Office (ATO) called prescribed private funds — is steadily
increasing. By 2004, there were about 220 prescribed private
funds. The number of prescribed private funds is now
approaching 500, of which 200 are based in Victoria.
The value of grants by Australian charitable trusts cannot be
accurately measured, as there is no public reporting
requirement and such figures are not collected by the
Australian Bureau of Statistics. However, it is estimated that
the 220 prescribed private funds established by 2004 held
around $300 million under investment for future distribution.
The entire Australian philanthropic sector (made up of over
1200 trusts and foundations) is estimated to distribute up to
$500 million a year to charities.

The law has long held that a gift to a body for the purpose of
carrying out a government function or the work of
government cannot be a gift for a charitable purpose, even
where the body performs functions that are clearly charitable
in nature. This is because the law generally regards such
bodies to be carrying out their functions for a governmental,
rather than a charitable, purpose.
Since the 1990s, a series of Australian court decisions have
created uncertainty about the legal meaning of ‘charity’ or
‘charitable at law’ as it relates to government-linked bodies.
These court decisions have very broadly interpreted the kinds
of bodies that are considered to carry out a ‘function of
government’ or the ‘work of government’, even if these
bodies have purposes and functions that are otherwise
charitable.
These decisions have led to confusion about whether a wide
range of government-linked bodies are charitable at law, even
if the community would perceive such bodies to clearly be
charities. Public hospitals, museums and libraries are
examples of such bodies.
As a consequence of these court decisions, charitable trusts
are experiencing considerable uncertainty and difficulty in
determining to which government linked bodies — that are
also charities at law — they may make grants. Currently,
charitable trusts cannot make grants to a broad range of
government-linked bodies, including government-linked
public hospitals, the Royal Botanic Gardens and the National
Gallery of Victoria, without the risk of breaching their trust
deeds.
These restrictions are frustrating the intentions of Victorian
charitable trusts to continue making grants to bodies that have
long been considered charities. These restrictions have also
had an adverse effect on the recipient bodies undertaking
charitable work. For example, Victorian government-linked
public hospitals estimate that, until recently, they received
around $15 million a year from charitable trusts, which makes
up around 19 per cent of their total donations.
Objectives and features of the bill

The primary objective of this bill is to give Victorian
charitable trusts the legal power to make grants to bodies with
charitable purposes and functions, which are currently
precluded from receiving grants from trusts only because of
the bodies’ connection to government.
The bill will extend the distribution powers of charitable
trusts to enable them to make grants to bodies that qualify as
‘eligible entities’. Bodies will qualify as ‘eligible entities’ if
they have charitable purposes and functions, and are
deductible gift recipients under the Commonwealth Income
Tax Assessment Act 1997. Generally, deductible gift
recipients have charitable purposes and functions, or perform
work that is of benefit to the public. It is already a standard
requirement of the deeds of certain types of charitable trust,
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including prescribed private funds, that they may only make
grants to bodies that are deductible gift recipients.
The bodies that will be able to receive grants as a result of the
bill must also have a connection to government. The bill
provides a non-exhaustive list of factors that may be taken
into account in determining whether a body may be taken to
be connected to government:
the extent to which the body is under government
direction or control; or
the extent to which a body is required to implement
government policy; or
the extent to which the government may appoint
members of its governing body.
The bill lists these factors only for the purposes of assisting
charitable trusts to identify the bodies to which they are
currently precluded from giving, but to which they will have
the legal power to make grants after ‘opting in’ to the new
law.
The bill will validate grants made by charitable trusts before
the commencement of the bill to those eligible entities to
which trusts would have been able to make grants in
accordance with their trust deeds, but for the eligible entities’
connection to government.
The bill will override charitable trust deeds only to the extent
necessary to enable trustees to have validly made such grants
in the past, and to make such grants in the future. The bill will
not authorise charitable trusts to make grants that are
inconsistent with specific prohibitions trust deeds on the
making of grants to certain kinds of bodies.
The bill does not change the legal meaning of ‘charities’ or
‘charitable at law’ for any purpose other than to extend the
distribution powers of charitable trusts, while maintaining
their charitable status. The bill does not affect the capacity of
bodies that may be connected to government within the
meaning of this bill to be charitable at law.
The bill will extend the distribution powers of trusts in
relation to grants to bodies linked with state and territory
governments, local government and the commonwealth
government.
Law only applies if trusts opt in

This bill will not alter the powers of charitable trusts or trust
deeds without a decision of the trustees. The provisions of the
bill expanding trusts’ distribution powers will only apply to a
trust when its trustees have executed a deed declaring the new
law applies to it. This should ensure that trustees consider the
tax and legal implications of ‘opting in’ to the new provisions.
The bill prescribes the form of such a deed to ensure the
decision of the trustees is recorded with certainty. The
prescribed form will also help trustees with the administrative
aspects of ‘opting in’, as the ATO will require documentation
of the decision of the trustees.
It should be noted that the bill will not, of itself, allow
Victorian charitable trusts to give to these government-linked
bodies. Further steps must be taken by Victorian charitable
trusts and the commonwealth government for the bill to have
full effect. Charitable trusts that ‘opt in’ to the legislation will
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only be able to exercise the legal power to make grants to
government-linked bodies after they have obtained an
appropriate tax endorsement from the ATO. It may also be
necessary for the Commonwealth government to amend the
Income Tax Assessment Act 1997 (Cth) to enable, from a tax
perspective, charitable trusts to exercise the full powers
available under the bill.
Other provisions relating to the administration of
charitable trusts

I now turn to the other features of the bill, which improve
Victorian law relating to the administration of charitable trusts
and the interpretation of charitable trust deeds. These
amendments implement various recommendations of the
parliamentary Legal and Constitutional Committee’s report
on the law relating to charitable trusts.
The bill repeals section 61 of the Religious Successory
and Charitable Trusts Act 1958 (‘RSCTA’), as it
duplicates powers of the Supreme Court that already
exist in the Court’s common law jurisdiction and in
other acts, such as the Trustee Act 1958 and the
Charities Act 1978.
The bill removes section 63 of the Religious Successory
and Charitable Trusts Act 1958 and re-enacts an
expanded provision based on section 63 in the Charities
Act 1978. This amendment will broaden access for
administrators and trustees of all charitable trusts, not
just public charitable trusts, to seek leave from the
Supreme Court to apply trust funds for additional
purposes to achieve the purposes of the trust. This will
assist trustees who are restricted in carrying out the
purposes of their charitable trusts because their trust
deeds provide them with only narrow powers.
The bill removes section 131 of the Property Law Act
1958 and re-enacts this section in the Charities Act
1978, thus consolidating Victoria’s provisions relating to
the interpretation of charitable trust deeds.
The bill provides that the proposed provisions will come into
operation on the day on which the bill receives royal assent.
This bill will allow charitable trusts to make grants to bodies
that are effectively charities in their purposes and functions,
but which are currently restricted from receiving grants from
charitable trusts only because of their connection to
government.
The bill will also improve the administration of charitable
trusts and the capacity of trustees to carry out the purposes of
their trusts.
The bill will assist Victorian charitable trusts to continue to
make valuable contributions to the good work done by
organisations with charitable purposes and functions. This
initiative reflects the recognition by Victoria of the important
role of charitable trusts in our community and our
commitment to facilitating philanthropy.
I commend the bill to the house.

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

ROAD LEGISLATION (PROJECTS AND ROAD SAFETY) BILL
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ROAD LEGISLATION (PROJECTS AND
ROAD SAFETY) BILL
Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated on motion of Ms BROAD (Minister
for Local Government).
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
This bill makes a number of important amendments to the
Road Safety Act 1986 and other acts within the transport
portfolio. These amendments include:
tougher penalties to deal with the ongoing problem of
drink-driving and drug-driving;
greater use of alcohol interlocks;
a range of measures to improve the safety of young and
inexperienced drivers;
implementation of the National Transport Commission’s
model bill on the intelligent access program for heavy
vehicles;
addressing deficiencies in the owner-onus system used
in relation to traffic camera, parking and tolling
offences;
providing for notification on the vehicle securities
register and blocking of registration transfers where a
vehicle impoundment application has been made under
hoon driving laws;
measures to better protect against the rebirthing of stolen
motor vehicles; and
transfer of responsibility for structures on roads over
irrigation and drainage channels from road authorities to
water authorities, and enable the transfer of
responsibilities between road authorities and utilities by
agreement.
The bill also makes some amendments to improve the land
compensation provision in the Land Acquisition and
Compensation Act 1986 and the Planning and Environment
Act 1987 and to facilitate development at the Mount Hotham
alpine resort and the redevelopment of the M1 freeway,
including those parts of the Melbourne CityLink that form
part of the M1.
Drink-driving and drug-driving

An independent report presented by the Victorian Sentencing
Advisory Council in 2005 recommended substantial increases
in the maximum penalty for repeat drink-driving offences.
Drink-driving continues to be a major contributor to death
and trauma on our roads. In line with the Sentencing
Advisory Council’s recommendations, the new maximum
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imprisonment term for repeat drink-driving offences is being
increased from 3 months to between 6 months and 18 months,
depending on the breath or blood alcohol concentration of the
offender and the number of prior offences he or she has
committed. These increased penalties reflect the seriousness
with which the community views this behaviour and a
common view that the current maximum penalty does not
adequately accommodate the worst types of drink-driving
cases. The maximum penalty available for drivers who refuse
to submit to an alcohol test has also been increased to ensure
that there is no incentive for offenders to minimise the impact
of drink-driving penalties by failing to comply with testing
requirements.
The maximum penalties for drug-driving offences will also be
increased to ensure consistency with the maximum penalties
for drink-driving offences. The maximum penalty for driving
while impaired by a drug will be increased from 3 months
imprisonment to 12 months imprisonment for a second
offence and 18 months imprisonment for a third or
subsequent offence. The maximum penalty for a roadside
drug-testing offence will be increased from a fine of 6 penalty
units for a first offence and 12 penalty units for a second or
subsequent offence to a fine of 12 penalty units for a first
offence, 60 penalty units for a second offence and 120 penalty
units for a third or subsequent offence. In addition, licence
cancellation periods for these offences will be doubled from 3
to 6 months for a first offence and from 6 months to
12 months for a second and subsequent offence.
Expansion of alcohol interlock scheme

The alcohol interlock scheme has been an important initiative
for fighting the problem of drink-driving by focusing on harm
minimisation and rehabilitation of drink-drivers and not just
punishment of offenders.
This bill will expand the alcohol interlock scheme to further
improve road safety and discourage drink-driving. It will
make alcohol interlocks mandatory for a driver whose licence
is cancelled for a first drink-driving offence involving a
breath or blood alcohol concentration of 0.15 or more. Repeat
drink-drivers will continue to be subject to mandatory alcohol
interlocks, and the minimum period for use of the interlocks
will be increased. The courts will also have the discretion to
impose an alcohol interlock condition for a driver whose
licence is cancelled for a first offence involving a breath or
blood alcohol concentration of 0.07 or more. They will also
be required to impose such a condition for a driver who was
under the age of 26 years or was a probationary
licence-holder at the time of a first drink-driving offence in
cases involving a breath or blood alcohol concentration of
0.07 or more.
Finally, the bill amends the penalty for unlicensed driving in
circumstances where the driver may or would have been
subject to an alcohol interlock condition if their driver licence
had been restored. This removes any incentive which a person
whose licence has been cancelled for a drink-driving offence
may have to not apply for their licence back on the basis that
that licence may be subject to an interlock condition.
Young driver safety

The bill amends the Road Safety Act 1986 to better protect
young and novice drivers, as part of the government’s
commitment in the Arrive Alive! road safety strategy.
One-third of the road toll results from crashes involving
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young drivers — in human terms this means over 100 deaths
and over 2000 serious injuries each year. The reforms
introduced in this bill will provide the opportunity to increase
safety for our young drivers by better matching licensing
arrangements and initiatives with their key road safety issues.
The new measures are expected to save up to 800 casualties
per year, including 12 fewer deaths and 190 fewer people
seriously injured.

Intelligent Access program

The government last year released a discussion paper on
young driver safety and graduated licensing. The measures
proposed received overall community and stakeholder
support and the government will now act to implement a new
graduated licensing system which will include:

Under the scheme transport operators will engage a private
sector company to provide compliance monitoring services,
and that company will notify VicRoads as the responsible
road authority if the operators are in breach of the agreed
conditions.

an extension of the minimum learner period from
6 months to 12 months for learner drivers aged less than
21 years applying for a probationary licence;
a requirement for 120 hours of supervised driving
experience for learner drivers aged less than 21 years
applying for a probationary licence;
an improved driving test;
a two-staged, 4-year probationary period divided into a
12-month P1 period and a 3-year P2 period;

The Intelligent Access program is a voluntary program
whereby heavy vehicle operators agree to remote tracking of
the movement and location of their vehicles, to ensure they
are complying with agreed operating conditions in return for
less restrictive access on the road network than an equivalent
vehicle that is not tracked.

The Intelligent Access program proposal is consistent with
the government’s approach to introduce smart solutions to
improve industry efficiency. In particular, it will assist in
coping with the freight task, which is projected to double over
the next 15 to 20 years.
The Intelligent Access program is a national road transport
reform and has broad industry support. The National
Transport Commission’s model bill on which the proposed
amendments are based has been endorsed by the Australian
Transport Council.

a ban on any mobile telephone use during the P1 stage,
and also a restriction on towing except for work or when
under instruction during this stage;

The amendments ensure that privacy issues relating to driver
identification are managed to ensure the collection, storage
and security of information is protected against loss,
unauthorised access, use, modification or misuse.

a requirement for a good driving record to progress
through licence stages;

Owner onus

a requirement for P1 drivers to display a P-plate with a
white P on a red background, and P2 drivers to display a
P-plate with a white P on a green background;
support programs for new drivers, parents and
supervising drivers, and driving instructors;
a new high-powered vehicle restriction; and
alcohol interlocks for first-time drink-driving offenders
who hold a probationary licence or who are aged under
26 years.
This bill specifically allows for the implementation of:
the two-staged P1 and P2 probationary period;
the requirement for a good driving record to progress
through licence stages;
alcohol interlocks for drink-driving offenders on a
probationary licence or aged less than 26 years; and
the compulsory carriage of licence for drivers aged less
than 26 and compulsory carriage of learner permit.
The government will make the required changes to
regulations and administrative systems to implement the total
package over the next two years. Changes to the licensing
system will not increase the cost of learner permits or
probationary licences.

Under the ‘owner-onus’ system which is used in relation to
traffic offences detected by safety cameras, parking offences
and payment of tolls on City Link, the registered operator of a
vehicle (or the person responsible for the numberplates
displayed on the vehicle) is responsible for offences
committed through use of the vehicle. However, the ‘owner’
may avoid liability by nominating the actual driver, or by
establishing that he or she could not reasonably have known
who the driver was, or by establishing that the vehicle or
numberplates had been stolen.
However, the current system does not adequately provide for
the identification of the person responsible for the use of a
motor vehicle, particularly where that ‘person’ is a company.
In particular:
A vehicle operator can nominate the person who was
driving at the time of an offence (if known) but not the
individual or entity who had control of the vehicle. In
many cases, the owner knows who had possession of the
vehicle but not who was driving it. For example, the
operator may know the name and address of the
company or individual who had possession of the
vehicle on lease or loan, but not who was driving it at a
specific time.
Companies and similar entities cannot be ‘drivers’, and
so the chain of nominations breaks whenever a car is
leased or lent to a company. This severely limits the
usefulness of traffic cameras as an enforcement tool in
the transport industry — many companies rent vehicles
as required.
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Unlike the registered operator, a person who leases or
borrows a vehicle has no obligation to assist police to
identify the actual driver.
Registered operators can avoid liability by alleging that
another person committed the offence but without
providing enough useful information to identify or
locate the alleged offender. The name may be incorrect
or the address out of date, or sometimes even fictitious.
The act does not give agencies the discretion to reject
inadequate nominations.
It is difficult to prosecute for making false statutory
declarations in support of nominations. This requires a
charge of perjury, which is an indictable offence and
would be a disproportionate sanction.

To address these deficiencies, it is proposed to amend the
owner-onus provisions in relation to parking, traffic camera
and City Link tolling offences as follows:
A registered operator may nominate the person or
company who had possession or control of the vehicle at
the time of the offence, as well as the actual driver. The
nominated person then becomes the ‘responsible person’
for the offence. In effect, ‘owner-onus’ responsibility
may be transferred to the person or company nominated
as the ‘responsible person’.
A nomination must be accompanied by supporting
information sufficient to enable that person to be
identified and located. The nominated person can avoid
liability by showing that their nomination was incorrect
in which case responsibility reverts to the person who
nominated them. As at present, responsibility may be
avoided by showing that the identity of the responsible
person is not known for some good reason, for example,
the vehicle was stolen or used by a person unknown and,
for reasons beyond the operator’s control, the operator
has no way of establishing the identity of the person
driving or in charge of the vehicle at the time of the
offence.
A ‘responsible person’ has the same options as the
registered operator. They can nominate another person
as the driver or person in charge, and that person
becomes then the ‘responsible person’.
The nomination process repeats until the actual driver is
ultimately located or a good reason is established for the
actual driver’s identity being unknown, for example, that
the car was stolen.
A ‘responsible person’ will be required to assist police to
identify the driver of a vehicle, in the same way as an
owner must at present.
A summary offence of providing a false statement in
relation to the operator-onus system is created.
These amendments will enhance the significant road safety
benefits from traffic cameras and the operation of the tolling
system on Melbourne CityLink.
The amendments will also enable the use of traffic where the
camera detects only one element of the offence, such as the
use of point-to-point cameras for speeding offences.
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Rebirthing of motor vehicles

This bill includes an offence of tampering with a vehicle
identification number or other label or mark on a vehicle that
uniquely identifies it and sets it apart from similar vehicles.
This is intended to deter criminals who perpetrate vehicle
rebirthing scams and assist the police in successfully
prosecuting those who engage in this activity.
Vehicle impoundment

This bill reinforces the government’s commitment to
introduce a vehicle impoundment scheme that discourages
hoon driving behaviour.
The vehicle impoundment scheme allows a court to order that
a repeat hoon offender’s motor vehicle be impounded or
immobilised for up to three months and if the person
continues to offend their motor vehicle can be forfeited. If a
person is notified of an application to have their motor vehicle
impounded, immobilised or forfeited they are not allowed to
sell or otherwise dispose of the motor vehicle. Despite this
law, it is possible that some people subject to these
applications may attempt to frustrate the application by
having their motor vehicle registered in another person’s
name or by selling the motor vehicle to an innocent third
party who is not aware of the application.
The proposed amendments will address this by requiring
VicRoads to block the transfer of registration of a motor
vehicle if Victoria Police is applying to the court for an
impoundment, immobilisation or forfeiture of that motor
vehicle. Victoria Police will also be allowed to place a record
about that motor vehicle on the Vehicles Securities Register
to warn potential purchasers that it may be subject to an
impoundment, immobilisation or forfeiture order.
Structures on roads over irrigation and drainage channels

The Road Management Act 2004 currently assigns
responsibility for structures on roads over irrigation and
drainage channels to road authorities. This is inconsistent with
the basic policy underlying the act that owners of
infrastructure assets in the road reserve (in this case water
authorities) are responsible for those assets. It is also
imposing significant additional responsibility and financial
burden on local government in particular with regard to the
management of these structures.
Prior to the introduction of the act, water authorities were the
owners of structures on roads over irrigation and drainage
channels. Their budgets and water charges incorporated a
component to cover maintenance and asset renewal costs for
these structures, except where VicRoads had agreements to
the contrary for larger structures on arterial roads.
It is proposed to amend the act to transfer responsibility for
these structures back to water authorities. The proposed
changes will not impose on water authorities any greater
obligations than existed prior to the introduction of the Road
Management Act.
With regard to the larger structures on arterial roads over
irrigation and drainage channels, the government’s view
continues to be that it is in the state’s interest for the state road
authority to manage these structures. This arrangement is
consistent with a memorandum of understanding entered into
between VicRoads and rural water authorities prior to the
introduction of the Road Management Act whereby
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VicRoads accepted responsibility for managing these larger
structures.
As a result, a further amendment to the act is proposed to
enable the transfer of responsibilities between road authorities
and utilities by agreement. This amendment will allow for the
transfer of responsibility from a water authority to VicRoads
to manage the larger structures on arterial roads over
irrigation and drainage channels.
This power could also be used to enable the transfer of other
responsibilities between road authorities and utilities where
both parties agree to that. There is already a precedent for this
in the Road Management Act, whereby road authorities may
enter into arrangements with each other to transfer their road
management functions.
The measures taken by this bill continue the Bracks Labor
government’s efforts to facilitate the safe and efficient use of
Victoria’s road network.
Land compensation

The bill also amends the Land Acquisition and Compensation
Act 1986 and the Planning and Environment Act 1987 to
correct the operation of those acts in circumstances where
they do not provide landowners, whose land is acquired, with
compensation that properly reflects their loss.
The act provides for compensation to be paid to landowners
for land actually acquired. Where only part of the land is
acquired, compensation is also paid for the impact of the
acquisition on the balance of the land remaining in the
landowner’s possession.
This issue can arise in the following way. In the development
of road or rail projects, a public reservation is imposed on
land, often years before any acquisition activity. When the
land affected by that public reservation is subsequently
acquired, compensation is payable if, as a ‘consequence’ of
the public reservation, a planning restriction (such as a zone
boundary) is imposed on the land remaining in the
landowner’s possession.
This is a fair and proper outcome where the planning change
has been caused directly by the project, or it has been made as
a step in, or to facilitate the project, or if the restriction is
imposed for the same purpose as the public reservation.
However, planning instruments sometimes adopt the
alignment of public reservations for purposes unconnected
with the public reservation. For example, a zone boundary
may adopt the alignment of a road or rail reservation, before
any acquisition activity commences, as a convenient or
practical landmark for planning purposes. In that case the
‘consequence’ rule would probably apply to subsequent
acquisitions. This is because the planning instrument can be
said to have been imposed as a ‘consequence’ of the public
reservation: that is, if the public reservation had not been
placed in that alignment, the planning instrument would not
have adopted that alignment.
This can lead to unfair results. It can lead to taxpayer money
being spent to compensate landowners for the impact of a
planning restriction on their land where the planning
restriction is imposed as part of the normal planning process,
not as a result of a government infrastructure project. This is
inconsistent with the usual rule that compensation is not
payable for the impact of planning changes. It involves
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additional compensation being paid for planning changes
only. It is not, therefore, a payment that properly reflects the
loss suffered by the landowners as a result of the acquisition.
Conversely, the ‘consequence rule’ can also lead to
landowners receiving reduced compensation for the
acquisition of land, in some cases to no compensation. This is
an odd result, and is a product of the relationship of complex
and technical provisions of the act.
The proposed amendments will correct this inequity. They
will enable zone boundaries to be taken into account where a
zone boundary is imposed, after the date of the public
reservation of the land, for a purpose other than the purpose
for which the land is acquired. This means that the actual
zoning can be taken into account where the zoning change
was not made as a step in the infrastructure project for which
the land is reserved. It will allow the zoning to be ignored in
assessing compensation where the zoning is imposed by a
planning instrument as part of or to facilitate a public
infrastructure project. In the latter case landowners will be
compensated for zoning changes that are imposed as part of
or to facilitate a public infrastructure project.
Mount Hotham alpine resort

The bill inserts a new part 5A into the Alpine Resorts
(Management) Act 1997 in order to facilitate a major new
development proposed for the Mount Hotham alpine resort.
The proposed development, subject to planning approvals,
involves the construction of a resort complex, new apartment
developments and the creation of retail space. A key element
of the proposal to create the development sites and a
pedestrian environment within the village is the realignment
of the Great Alpine Road. The realigned road will be elevated
and an integral part of the road design is a multi-level car park
to be constructed below the road. Rights to use the car
parking spaces are to be sold to the purchasers of the new
apartments and commercial and other use of the car parking
spaces is also proposed. It is important for apartment
purchasers that the rights to the car parks that are granted in
connection with the sale of an apartment are for the same
term as the sublease of an apartment — a maximum of
99 years under the Alpine Resorts (Management) Act 1997.
The proposal to grant the various rights to the car parks is a
novel arrangement in the context of the Road Management
Act 2004 and the Alpine Resorts (Management) Act 1997
and is not specifically catered for in those acts. The
amendments clearly empower VicRoads to grant the
necessary rights of use and access in respect of road
infrastructure for up to 99 years to the Mount Hotham Alpine
Resort Management Board, while enabling VicRoads to
retain any powers it requires such as maintenance powers.
The amendments also clearly empower the Mount Hotham
Alpine Resort Management Board to on-grant rights to third
parties with further on-granting by those parties provided for.
These amendments, which relate specifically to the site of the
proposed road realignment, will provide confidence to
VicRoads, the Board and importantly, the ultimate users and
purchasers that their rights are soundly based, despite the
novelty of the proposals.
M1 redevelopment project

The bill proposes a range of amendments to the Road
Management Act 2004 and the Melbourne City Link Act
1995 to facilitate the upgrade of the M1 freeway from
Yarraville in the western suburbs to Doveton in the
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south-east. This includes the sections managed by VicRoads
and those owned and operated by Melbourne CityLink Ltd
under the City Link concession. Collectively, the upgrade of
these roads is known as the ‘M1 redevelopment project’.
This project is a leading-edge solution to Melbourne’s most
heavily trafficked and economically important transport
connection — the West Gate to Monash corridor. The
solution includes not only civil engineering work to improve
capacity but a dynamic, intelligent system to maintain smooth
traffic flow despite increasing future demand. This is the
freeway management system of tomorrow, including
real-time information on travel and road conditions to enable
users to make route choices. It will bring to Melbourne a
combination of the latest and best freeway management
practices from Germany and the Netherlands.
The bill will amend the Road Management Act 2004 to
facilitate the necessary planning approvals and to expedite
acquisition of both public and private land to enable
construction to proceed on schedule. The bill also amends the
Melbourne City Link Act 1995 to allow amendments to the
concession deed and related agreements relating to the
upgrade of the City Link sections of the M1. The bill will also
authorise construction and operation of the upgraded road by
CityLink Melbourne on terms consistent with the contractual
arrangements.
I commend the bill to the house.

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

FUNERALS BILL
Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated for Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister
for Consumer Affairs) on motion of Ms Broad.
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.

Incorporated speech as follows:
Arranging a funeral occurs at a difficult time for consumers.
Vulnerable from the grief associated with the death of a
relative or friend, consumers must arrange a funeral within a
limited time frame, including purchasing of funeral goods and
services that they are likely to know little about.
Many consumers who arrange a funeral will be doing so
without any prior dealings with the funeral industry, or any
understanding of what is involved in arranging a funeral
service. As a result, consumers rely heavily and often solely
on funeral directors to provide information and assistance in
arranging their funeral.
Funeral providers provide an important service to the
community. The majority of funeral providers operate
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professionally and ethically, treating the deceased and their
family with dignity and respect. There are, however,
examples where people have had their vulnerability and
inexperience taken advantage of, and it is this type of
exploitation that this bill aims to address.
The bill implements a number of the commitments made in
the Victorian government’s response to the Family and
Community Development Committee’s inquiry into the
regulation of the funeral industry.
The bill aims to both empower consumers dealing with the
funeral industry, and increase the government’s capacity to
protect consumers at a particularly vulnerable time in their
lives. Nevertheless, the bill has been developed to minimise
the compliance burden for businesses that operate
professionally and ethically.
As a result of this bill, funeral providers will now be required
to clearly disclose prices for funeral goods and services to
consumers up front.
For consumers, the problem caused by having little prior
experience or information can lead to the acceptance of
non-price competitive funeral items or the purchase of goods
and services they do not need.
Currently, there is reduced incentive for funeral directors to
provide transparent and non-discriminatory information,
knowing that consumers must choose their provider within a
short time frame, and often choose the first provider that they
contact.
This bill requires that funeral providers produce a clear and
legible funeral goods and services price list, which sets out a
description and the price of funeral goods and services offered
by the funeral provider, including a description and price of
coffins offered for sale.
Funeral providers will be required to provide the price list to
any individual who asks them in person about their funeral
goods or services or on request.
These price disclosure requirements will ensure that
consumers have access to information that will allow them to
make more informed decisions when arranging a funeral.
The price list will be complemented by the statement of
goods and services, which funeral providers must give to a
customer before entering into final agreement for the
provision of funeral services.
This statement will set out the individual goods and services
that the customer wishes to purchase, the price of each
individual item, and the total cost of the funeral. This
statement will require that the funeral provider clearly
disclose any service fees charged and provide a reasonable
estimate for disbursements.
Vulnerable consumers are less likely to approach government
agencies to make a complaint in the same way that other
consumers do. As a result, consumers who are dissatisfied
with the services of a funeral provider are likely to be
reluctant to make a complaint to Consumer Affairs Victoria.
For that reason, it is important that funeral providers have
appropriate complaint-handling procedures to ensure that
customer complaints are handled effectively and vulnerable
consumers are not deterred from seeking redress.
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This bill requires funeral directors to establish and maintain
written complaint-handling procedures and obliges funeral
providers to notify customers of these procedures, and how to
make a complaint. Complaint handling guidelines for funeral
providers will be developed to assist funeral providers create
their own procedures and ensure that best-practice complaint
handling techniques are adopted.
The bill provides for the establishment of a register of funeral
providers in Victoria. The register has a number of benefits.
The register will provide members of the public with access
to a list of funeral providers in Victoria. This will allow
consumers to verify the details of the funeral provider,
including the physical address of their place of business,
before the service of that funeral provider is engaged. The
register also provides for the identification and monitoring of
funeral providers in the industry. The register will improve
the government’s ability to communicate effectively with the
funeral industry, and will provide for better targeted
compliance and enforcement activity.
The parliamentary inquiry into the regulation of the funeral
industry recommended the development of a register of
prepaid funeral contracts to enable consumers and funeral
directors to expeditiously verify details of existing contracts.
The creation of a prepaid funeral register is provided for by
this bill. The register will provide a way for individuals to
access information about prepaid funerals where they may not
have known about the specifics of a prepaid funeral contract
that a relative may have entered into. The details of a prepaid
funeral register, including the form of the register, will be
prescribed under regulations. This will allow for the
development of the register in consultation with the funeral
industry.
Protecting the privacy of individuals who have purchased a
prepaid funeral contract will be important in the
implementation of the prepaid funeral register.
Inspection powers will be enhanced by the implementation of
this bill. Inspection powers are an important component of an
effective compliance and enforcement program. They are
necessary to ensure funeral providers comply with the
requirements of this bill and the existing provisions in the
Funerals (Pre-Paid Money) Act 1993. These powers include
the provision for the inspection of a funeral provider’s
premises when an offence against this bill is believed to have
occurred.
This bill is the outcome of the parliamentary inquiry, which
was supported by extensive stakeholder consultation, which
the government continued with during the development of the
bill. The Victorian government commits to continue working
with the funeral industry in the future, through this bill’s
creation of a Funeral Industry Advisory Council. The council
will have employee and employer representatives from the
funeral industry, representatives from the health industry and
representatives of consumer interests.
The bill also provides for the development of a mandatory
code of conduct for the funeral industry. This code of conduct
will be implemented through regulations, and will be
developed in consultation with the Funeral Industry
Ministerial Advisory Council.
This bill will empower consumers at a time of vulnerability,
through enhancing transparency and accountability in the
funeral industry. This bill succeeds in strengthening consumer
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protection in the funeral industry, without imposing a
significant regulatory burden on business.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern).
Debate adjourned until next day.

TRANSPORT (TAXI-CAB
ACCREDITATION AND OTHER
AMENDMENTS) BILL
Committed.
Committee
Clauses 1 to 24 agreed to.
New clause
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) — I move:
Insert the following New Clause to follow clause 11—
‘A. Offences relating to security cameras and
privacy of passengers

After section 158B(6)(a) of the Transport Act
1983 insert—
“(ab) without limiting paragraph (a), applies to
prohibit anything done by a member of the
police force in the course of investigating an
offence involving violence or the threat of
violence alleged to have been committed in
a taxi-cab; or”.’.

This bill is important inasmuch as the taxi industry is a
vital part of our public transport system, affects millions
of Victorians on a daily basis and is required to provide
a high level of service, efficiency and, above all, safety
for the operators, drivers, other members of the industry
and the travelling public.
One of the considerations that we would respectfully
suggest to the government is the desirability of giving
Victoria Police the ability to download images from the
taxi cameras that are installed in vehicles. These
cameras give a recognised level of protection by
providing images of both the driver and the occupants
of the cab and therefore dramatically enhance the
probability of the authorities being able to trace the
people involved should there be a reportable incident
and provide follow-up whatever the purpose of that
follow-up may be.
The opposition suggests to the government that the bill
would be improved if Victoria Police members were
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authorised to have access to and could readily
download images should they wish to do so. Given the
irregular hours of the taxi industry and its
24-hour-a-day, 7-day-a-week operation, the ability to
have rapid follow-up and downloading of images if a
reportable incident should occur would be of great
advantage to passengers and taxidrivers. We believe
that the men and women who provide the service and
the industry deserve the very best consideration and
resources that we as a state can provide. It is important
that we support them.
The amendment is intended to enable Victoria Police to
have access to and to download images without
impediment should the police need to find people who
have acted inappropriately or in ways that have led to
great concern. We are asking the government to
acquiesce to this request. We put it forward as a
positive recommendation.
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — On behalf
of The Nationals I rise to support the opposition
amendment. In the debate yesterday we spoke about the
taxi industry as a unique industry. A number of
speakers said that our industry is probably the only one
in the world where someone can step off the street, get
in a car and believe they have absolute safety. I think it
is a good thing that they believe that. It is good that that
perception exists throughout our community. However,
over the last few years we have seen more violence
directed at drivers and, in some cases, at passengers in
our taxis. I believe this is a practical amendment that
would go a fair way towards ensuring that anyone who
committed any of those acts could have action taken
against them. We have spent a lot of time in this house
on related matters. A couple of large bills in relation to
the taxi industry have been introduced to ensure that the
drivers, the operators, the depots and everyone else in
the industry is fully accredited. We think that is a good
thing, and we supported those bills. However, the
missing link appears to be the step we now need to take
to ensure the safety of both drivers and passengers.
One of the elements in this regard is the presence of
video cameras in taxis. Those cameras record acts of
violence and fare evasion. The missing link seems to be
that Victoria Police members do not have full access to
the recordings. It seems to me that in today’s world of
modern technology it should be a very simple matter
for a taxi to pull into the depot and download a
recording. The recordings of any incidents such as
those I have mentioned could be beamed directly into a
police facility in a seamless process. That would ensure
that all involved in the taxi industry could feel a degree
of comfort and that Victoria Police had full access to
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those video images. We believe that would go a long
way towards protecting both drivers and passengers.
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — In
response can I firstly indicate that the government does
not support the amendment. However, I acknowledge
that the government believes what Mr Bowden is
seeking to do through his amendment is in line with
what the government wants to do as well — that is, to
have an effective way of using security films in the taxi
industry to address criminal activity in a timely and
effective way. That is what the taxi industry task force
is charged with.
In addition, in the lower house the minister also
indicated that the government’s view — and the advice
to me — is that the existing provisions in fact provide
an exemption for a member of the police force acting in
the course of his or her duty, as long as that relevant
activity would otherwise be lawful, and that there is
nothing to prevent members of the police force from
being authorised under the act. The government’s
advice is that the amendment would not effectively
achieve anything different from what the bill will
implement.
The minister also indicated in the lower house that to
make the use of security films effective it is important
that the downloading of film is carried out by a person
who has been properly trained and accredited to do that
and that that, amongst other things, is important to
make sure that the downloading process does not
jeopardise the evidentiary process. The advice to the
government is that the attitude of Victoria Police is that
they would rather have specially trained people
undertake the task, to ensure that the evidentiary
process is not jeopardised. The issue of police carrying
out the downloads will be submitted to the taxi industry
safety task force. If, following that consideration, the
task force determines that the police are able to carry
out the downloads in a satisfactory way which does not
jeopardise the evidentiary process and police agree to it
as a preferable way to go, then no amendment is
required to achieve the effect of what Mr Bowden seeks
through moving this amendment.
Those are the reasons why the government does not
support the amendment and acknowledges that the
amendment moved by Mr Bowden is certainly in line
with the intentions of what the government is seeking to
achieve.

OWNERS CORPORATIONS BILL
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Committee divided on new clause:
Ayes, 17
Atkinson, Mr
Baxter, Mr
Bishop, Mr (Teller)
Bowden, Mr (Teller)
Brideson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D. McL.
Davis, Mr P. R.

Drum, Mr
Forwood, Mr
Hadden, Ms
Koch, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Stoney, Mr
Strong, Mr

Noes, 20
Argondizzo, Ms
Broad, Ms
Buckingham, Mrs (Teller)
Carbines, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eren, Mr
Hilton, Mr (Teller)
Jennings, Mr
Lenders, Mr
McQuilten, Mr

Madden, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Mitchell, Mr
Nguyen, Mr
Pullen, Mr
Scheffer, Mr
Smith, Mr
Theophanous, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Viney, Mr

New clause negatived.
Reported to house without amendment.
Report adopted.
Third reading
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so I thank members for their contributions to
the second-reading debate.
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known as owners corporations, and will provide for the
management, powers and functions of owners
corporations and for resolution of disputes relating to
owners corporations. It will also amend the Subdivision
Act 1988.
In any civilisation where people live closely together
there always needs to be some sort of democratic
process for sorting out their affairs; that can be by a
level of government, as in a federal, state, or local level
of government. When we live in a closely-confined
situation, such as in an area where there may be several
units on a block or a multistorey apartment building, we
need some sort of governance arrangement to deal with
the day-to-day difficulties that arise from people living
in such close proximity. An owners corporation is
another form of governance — a governance for those
people who are living in close proximity to each other
in a domestic situation.
In my time I have had experience with a couple of
different types of bodies corporate, both at opposite
ends of the scale. One was run by the residents of the
area in which the units were located. The other involves
quite a large body corporate which is run by an Inner
Melbourne City Management here in the city. It deals
with the complex in which the apartment I use as my
second residence when I am at Parliament is located.
My family has also been involved in a body corporate
to do with a shopping complex, in that we have a
business in a marketplace complex in Shepparton. That
has given me quite a good overview of the different
sorts of issues that can arise for members of a body
corporate.

Debate resumed from 12 September; motion of
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Sport and Recreation).

When I arrived in Melbourne a couple of weeks ago I
saw that the swimming pool above the car park of my
apartment complex had leaked. As I drove through the
car park down several levels to where my car space is at
the bottom, I saw that the pool was leaking down
through every level of the car park. I have to admit that
I looked at it and thought, ‘Thank goodness it is
someone else’s worry to sort out’ — not only the mess
but also the problem with the pump on the pool. I made
a call to the manager of the body corporate to ensure
that they knew this was happening, because it was a
Sunday. They were aware of it and were onto it; they
had had the pump fixed but the residual leaking still
existed at the time I saw it. I was grateful it was
somebody else’s responsibility to sort out.

Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — I rise to
speak on the Owners Corporations Bill and at the outset
acknowledge that the Liberal Party will not be opposing
this bill. The bill will create a new legal framework for
the governance of bodies corporate, which will now be

The first body corporate I was involved in, as I said,
was run by residents within the area where the units
were. The body corporate here in Melbourne is run by
professional management, and although the owners are
all involved in it, the day-to-day running is at arm’s

Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
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length from the residents. The body corporate I was
involved with, which was run by residents, was a little
bit more awkward and was not something that I felt
comfortable with. Some interesting situations arose out
of neighbours running each other’s business. However,
bodies corporate do exist and some of them run
extremely well, although I am not sure that the one I
was involved with was run well.
This legislation has come out of a review undertaken by
the Honourable Helen Buckingham, which began in
2003. I would like to congratulate Mrs Buckingham on
her conduct of the review, which she did through what
was a very difficult time for her. I would have to say
that every member of this house had great admiration
for her during that period of time for what she went
through and for the way that she conducted herself
through that time.
Unfortunately, I do not believe the legislation reflects
the spirit of Mrs Buckingham’s consultation. The bill
before us does not reflect the creation of harmony
within civilisations or within people’s living
arrangements. It has really been crafted to deal with the
needs of the larger bodies corporate. It is overly
prescriptive and will be extremely onerous for the vast
majority which have less than five lots in their owners
corporation, as it will now be called.
I turn to the main provisions of the bill. It will change
the term ‘body corporate’ to ‘owners corporation’. It
will also create a three-tier dispute resolution process.
The first will be an internal dispute resolution process; a
default process will be set out in model rules which will
be determined with the regulations. The second tier will
be consultation or mediation, which will be offered by
Consumer Affairs Victoria, and the third tier will be
taking the dispute to the Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal.
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corporation fees and other matters to potential
purchasers.
The bill also requires an annual financial statement to
be presented at the annual general meeting, with larger
owners corporations to have their financial statements
audited. What size those owners corporations will be is
still to be prescribed. We are unsure of just which
owners corporations will be required to have their
annual financial statements audited. Larger owners
corporations will also be required to develop a
maintenance plan and fund, and obtain valuations for
insurance every five years. The bill also places
restrictions on developers who hold the majority of
power to ensure they represent the best interests of all
owners.
There have been a number of concerns raised with us
about this legislation. I thank the people who lent us
their expertise and knowledge when we were going
through this rather large piece of legislation. In
particular I mention the Institute of Body Corporate
Managers, the Real Estate Institute of Victoria, the
Property Council of Australia and the Law Institute of
Victoria, who all lent us their expertise. We also had
input from the Tenants Union of Victoria and the
Consumer Law Centre Victoria. We were able to draw
on the expertise of Body Corporate Services, Ace Body
Corporate Advisory Services and Victoria Body
Corporate Services, as well as two very informed
lawyers who deal with bodies corporate on a day-to-day
basis in the persons of Justin Lethlean and Julie Van
Dort. Their expertise was invaluable to us in the
consultation on this bill. I would also like to thank the
many Victorian citizens who are members of bodies
corporate who also contacted the opposition to speak of
their concerns about this legislation.

Under the legislation managers will be required to
register with the Business Licensing Authority, hold
professional indemnity insurance and be solvent. The
bill defines the various roles and responsibilities of the
owners corporations, including committees of
management, developers who control owners
corporations, managers, lot owners and occupiers.

Before I go through the concerns that were raised with
the opposition over this legislation I note that although
nearly everybody acknowledged that what we have
here is something that is better than what exists, they all
felt it could have been improved upon. They did not
feel it was in the spirit of the consultation that had been
conducted by Mrs Buckingham, and everyone felt that
once the legislative drafters got hold of it, it lost some
of the spirit of the consultation.

The bill sets out procedures for conducting annual
general meetings. It also changes the disclosure
requirements, requiring records of activities,
undertakings and membership to be kept and made
available for inspection at no charge to current and
incoming owners. It requires the owners corporation
certificate to be attached to the section 32 vendor’s
statement to ensure full disclosure of owners

The Law Institute of Victoria (LIV) has contacted the
opposition and has also put a submission to the
government. It is interesting that many of the other
people we consulted with, but not the law institute,
advised us that they were all expecting house
amendments to be made to this bill. They were all
confident, having spoken to the government after the
bill had been introduced in the lower house, that there
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would be amendments made to it, because most of
them had raised the same concerns. The law institute
said it:
… welcomes the concept of the bill but considers that it still
requires a great deal of revision.

That was basically the feeling of everyone we
consulted. The institute also said:
The LIV is concerned that the regulations to accompany the
bill have not been provided since the initial draft of the bill
was released in … 2005. This makes any commentary
difficult as the whole package cannot be viewed at once.

I agree that it makes things very difficult when we have
enabling legislation — a lot of enabling legislation goes
through this house — but we do not get to look at the
regulations at the same time, and because of this we
really have no idea of what the real impact of the finer
detail of the legislation will be. The law institute went
on to say:
While the new legislation is very welcome, some areas of the
bill are overly complex, restrictive and place unreasonable
burdens on an owners corporation.

The institute gave a summary of the major issues it had
identified:
The need to simplify the operation of committees.
The need for an independent facilitator … to chair a meeting
where there is a dispute or in a large development for the
selection of a manager or committee.
The commencement of legal action should require an
ordinary resolution by the lot owners by a postal ballot or at a
general meeting.
General meeting should be defined to be a meeting or a postal
ballot of all the lot owners.

To expand, a major issue was the overly complex
requirements for committees. It said:
The bill has been drafted in a prescriptive manner which will
not be understandable for ordinary people living, working
with and managing owners corporations.

So the requirements will be particularly onerous for
small owners corporations that will be self-managed.
The institute gave an example that the bill:
… introduces a requirement that there must be rules to
appoint or set the powers of a subcommittee. Drafting and
registering rules may take more than 12 months to develop.
Subcommittees are needed when urgent issues arise in larger
developments. The legislation needs to provide greater
flexibility.

The institute also questioned whether a manager could
act as a chairperson or secretary of an owners
corporation. That is certainly an issue that was raised
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with us by nearly all stakeholders in the consultation on
this legislation. Most people said the bill failed to
recognise that much of the role of the chairperson or
secretary is currently undertaken by the manager, and
certainly as a member of an owners corporation, I do
not want to be the chairperson or the secretary.
Hon. D. K. Drum — Yes, you do!
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — I want to be able to select
someone who wants to do that job or pay a professional
person to take on that role. Mr Drum and I actually live
under the same body corporate, so if I am going to be
the chairperson, Mr Drum can be the secretary.
Clause 79 of the legislation restricts the chairing of
general meetings to the chairperson and allows for a
manager to chair a meeting only in the absence of the
chairperson. It therefore restricts managers of larger
owners corporations in chairing annual general
meetings that might be attended by many of the
residents and might require professional skills to keep
things under control. An advantage of allowing the
manager to be the chairperson is that it keeps the
conduct of the meeting at arm’s length from the
personal conflicts that may exist in the closely confined
area of an apartment building.
Clause 99, in conjunction with clause 107, requires a
secretary to be elected from the lot owners and only
allows for the manager to act as a secretary where an
owners corporation does not have a committee or a
secretary. Again much of the role of the secretary is
undertaken by paid professional managers, and many
people in owners corporations are happy for that
situation to continue. Perhaps there should have been
flexibility in this legislation to allow owners
corporations to make their own decisions about whether
they want one of their own to chair meetings or act as
secretary or whether they are happy for a paid
professional manager to take on that role.
The next issue raised by the Law Institute of Victoria
was the use of the instrument of delegation. It said:
Before 2001 an instrument of delegation was not required.
Experience has shown that the requirement to have an
instrument of delegation for lot owners carrying out tasks on
behalf of the body corporate has been too restrictive.

It said the instrument of delegation is a problem
because:
Most lot owners on a committee do not have an instrument of
delegation.
The instrument of delegation can only be issued at the AGM
(and needs the affixing of the common seal).

OWNERS CORPORATIONS BILL

3450

COUNCIL

Committee members and lot owners can change during the
year and then the instrument of delegation is not valid.

Issues arise during the year and work needs to be
carried out as required, but work will be restricted by
the requirement to have an instrument of delegation. In
other words if something arises during the year, you
need to call another general meeting in order to have an
instrument of delegation so that issue can be dealt with.
The law institute also raised the issue of a special
resolution requiring a 75 per cent vote to commence
any legal action, and stated:
The LIV contends that the requirement for a special
resolution to commence legal action is far too restrictive.

That was also raised by many people in response to this
legislation. The special resolution under clause 96
requires 75 per cent approval, and many people say that
will be almost impossible to achieve, particularly at
Docklands where in certain buildings over 90 per cent
of owners are investor owners and are therefore absent,
so it is difficult to get 75 per cent of owners to a general
meeting to vote in favour of that special resolution.
There is allowance made for an interim resolution to be
made if the resolution is approved by only 50 per cent,
failing to get the 75 per cent, but then it requires a
further 29 days before that interim resolution will
become a special resolution. You need to give 14 days
notice of the ballot and a further 29 days notice to
owners that there has been an interim resolution moved.
They have the power to object, but if 75 per cent do not
object then it becomes a special resolution. Most of the
stakeholders say that this will particularly restrict the
ability of owners corporations to object to planning
applications et cetera where they may wish to take legal
action.
The institute is also concerned about the definition of a
general meeting and stated:
The LIV proposes that a general meeting should be defined as
a meeting or ballot of all the lot owners —

rather than just a meeting of the lot owners —
Many lot owners are investor owners ( in Docklands as high
as 90 per cent can be investor owners) and on past experience
very few owners attend meetings. Some managers report that
no lot owners, or only a few lot owners, attend their general
meetings. It is essential to facilitate the making of all
decisions that can be made by the owners corporation to be
made by postal ballot as well as a general meeting.

It gave examples, such as:
(a) Adding or removing a committee or a committee
member.
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(b) Affixing the common seal.
(c) Any other matters to be determined by the owners
corporation —

particularly affixing the common seal.
Under clause 20 there is a requirement for the common
seal to be affixed only by resolution at a general
meeting. People say that this is impracticable
particularly with a car parking space that may belong to
common property but runs with a lot, which means that
if that particular apartment is leased out and the lessee
changes, they need to affix that common seal to the
lease. They will have to go back to a general meeting to
do that. The institute is looking for some simplification,
such as it being able to be approved by a committee to
allow for the day-to-day running of the owners
corporation.
Another issue raised by the law institute is the focus on
compliance rather than on building communities. It
stated:
The LIV contends that the bill (with its focus on dispute
resolution and compliance) will divert resources into
compliance with legislation.
Most current bodies corporate are working well. Under the
current regulations, the body corporate uses the meeting to
facilitate communication, resolve issues and find solutions to
manage and maintain property. The proposed process will
undermine communication at meetings and divert attention to
ensuring compliance with the complaint or dispute processes.

The law institute also referred to the burden on small
owners corporations and said that:
The bill proposes to introduce new responsibilities on owners
corporations and committees which will impose a
disproportionate burden upon them. Some of these new
responsibilities include:
(a) Keeping and maintaining an accurate register of
information relating to the owners corporation.
(b) Preparing certificates in 10 working days.
(c) Keeping accurate records of all decisions.
(d) Ensuring each delegate has an instrument of delegation
or written authority to act.
(e) Making records available to owners and potential
purchasers at no charge.
(f)

Making available minutes of committee meetings to lot
owners.

(g) Establishing a complaints procedure.
(h) Making rules that can be enforced by VCAT.
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Making rules of the role and functions of
subcommittees.

(j)

Taking action in relation to complaints and disputes.
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(k) Making and responding to complaints made to
Consumer Affairs Victoria.
(l)

Participating in conciliation on behalf of owners
corporations.

(m) Making and responding to applications made to VCAT.
(n) Representing the owners corporation in hearings at
VCAT.

Many people have said that these onerous
responsibilities will force many of the smaller owners
corporations to employ professional managers and go
out of self-management. They say that this will cost
people in owners corporations an additional $1000 per
annum in owners corporations fees.
That was the next point the law institute raised, in that
the bill will increase the cost of housing. It stated:
The LIV envisages that members of committees may have
difficulties obtaining leave from employers to attend
conciliation and VCAT hearings.
Due to the extra compliance costs, small self-managed bodies
corporate of less than five lots … will now have to employ a
manager which will increase the cost of housing for each lot
owner (possibly $1000 per lot per year).

The law institute said that the restriction of an
independent person to chair a meeting was contrary to a
fair hearing. It stated:
The bill also prevents the use an independent facilitator to
chair meetings when there is a dispute where the owners
corporation is so large that it needs a skilled facilitator to go
over all the issues at an AGM.

The institute talked about the removal of a manager and
said:
The bill enables one person who has delegated powers to
remove a manager. The removal of a manager has a
significant impact on an owners corporation.

The institute feels that this provision should be
consistent with other measures in the bill and requires a
decision of a majority of members to remove the
manager, not just the decision of one member.
I shall run through some of the other submissions made
because they cover some of the same concerns. The
Institute of Body Corporate Managers was concerned
about the ability for managers to act as a chairperson or
secretary. It said:
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Sections of this Owners Corporations Bill fail to recognise
that managers perform much of the role of the secretary of the
owners corporation and chairperson of general meetings …
It does not make any sense that the manager can send out
ballots and proxies but cannot receive them …

It asks how many owners who are secretaries would
want to open their homes to other members of the body
corporate or owners corporation so that they can inspect
minutes et cetera. It believes it is a general practice
where a body corporate has a manager that the manager
chairs the general meetings, and that happens in
99.9 per cent of all meetings of owner corporations
where they have a manager.
The body corporate managers institute says there is an
excessive burden in the keeping of records, and raised
concerns about the inspection times listed in the bill,
which it says are unreasonable. The times should really
be between 9.00 a.m. and 5.00 a.m. on a weekday or at
any other reasonable time, but not open hours.
Concern was raised about the increased complexity that
will cause additional cost to owners under the
legislation, and it strongly recommends that managers
should have a qualification-based registration, which is
not something that is dealt with in the bill. Anybody
can register to be a manager of an owners corporation
and there is no requirement for any minimum
qualification.
The institute is concerned about clause 193(d) in
division 2, which is headed ‘Register of Managers’.
Under that clause there is a requirement for a manager
to provide information on all the owners corporations
that are managed by that manager. The Institute of
Body Corporate Managers Victoria does not feel this is
what was intended in the final report presented by
Mrs Buckingham. The institute questions what other
industry has to publish a complete list of its client base
and wonders what relevance it has.
The institute is concerned about the requirement for a
manager to return records within 28 days of having
been removed as a manager. It says there is no lien
available that allows for a manager to withhold
information if an outstanding amount of money is owed
to that manager. If there is an outstanding sum of
money owed to lawyers, they are able to withhold files
until it is paid. However, there is no lien here to protect
a manager who may have been removed but is still
owed a significant amount of money by an owners
corporation. I agree that a manager who has been
sacked and paid out and where everything is above
board should return any records within a reasonable
time; and in fact 28 days is probably too long. If there is
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a dispute, there has to be some way of settling it. In
dealing with builders et cetera the best way you have of
settling a dispute is to withhold perhaps the final
payment. A manager trying to settle on his final
accounts should be able to withhold some of the book
work of an owners corporation, just as lawyers are
allowed to withhold files.
The Real Estate Institute of Victoria (REIV) also had
several concerns with this legislation. Restricting the
chairing of general meetings to being chaired by a
chairperson was a major concern. It felt there should be
a provision that allowed a manager to chair a meeting.
It acknowledged that the complexity of the legislation
would lead to increased costs and body corporate fees.
It was also concerned about security of owners’ funds,
which is something I have not yet raised. The bill
allows for a manager who manages several owners
corporations to keep the funds belonging to all
corporations in a pooled account. The REIV was
concerned that if there were a manager who was not
completely above board or just wanted to do things a
little bit more easily, there could be an opportunity to
use funds belonging to a different owners corporation.
One of the examples it used was of two different
owners corporations, one of which had significant
funds and one of which was a bit short of funds. If the
second one suddenly had damage to its pool or part of
common property that needed to be fixed immediately,
rather than raise a special levy on the owners
corporation, the manager might say that because the
annual fees were due in the next month it would just
borrow money from the first corporation in order to
have the work carried out immediately without having
to go through all the processes of collecting special
fees. That would be dishonest because it would be
using someone else’s funds to do it. Pooled accounts,
which are not run under the same strict guidelines as
some trust accounts, may allow that to happen. We
hope it would not happen, but there would always be
the temptation.
The REIV also felt that Victorian Civil and
Administrative Tribunal would need to establish a
specific list to deal with owners corporations issues
because they are unique. There may be quite a number
of them given the numbers of people who live in
buildings run by owners corporations at the moment.
The REIV was also concerned about the inspection of
the register of the manager and that anyone could get a
full list of a manager’s clients. As I mentioned, the
Institute of Body Corporate Managers Victoria is also
concerned about that matter. The REIV was concerned
that there is no minimum qualification for managers. It
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raised the issue that there was not even a requirement
for a police check, which is required for someone who
is acting as an estate agent’s representative. Someone
who is not a fully qualified estate agent but acts as a
representative has to at least have a police check.
Someone could be a manager of an owners corporation
without any minimum qualifications or being subject to
a police check.
Julie Van Dort raised many of the same issues — the
restriction of managers, the increased compliance
workload and cost, and the requirement for the
subcommittee to set up rules, which may take
12 months. She also raised the issue of the special
resolution requiring a 75 per cent vote at a general
meeting and the difficulty in gaining that. She spoke
about the removal of managers. One person could make
an application to Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal in this respect and she felt it would have a
significant impact on many of the owners corporations.
She also spoke about the definition of a general
meeting. She felt it should be either a meeting of all
owners or a ballot of all owners, just as applies with the
law institute. She mentioned areas such as Docklands,
which has up to 90 per cent of investor owners.
Justin Lethlean also raised a number of issues with us
which were a little different to some others. He felt that
clause 173, which allows for an application to the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal for an
administrator to be appointed, is too broad. He felt that
VCAT could get clogged up with vexatious litigants.
He thinks that part 12 of the act fails to ensure only
suitable and qualified people are registered as
managers, and that is one of the concerns that have
been raised by several people.
He also raised the issue of proposed new section 33 of
the Subdivision Act which requires a unanimous
resolution to increase a lot entitlement or liability. He
said that this will virtually never happen because if you
need 100 per cent of the vote in order to increase the
liability on a particular lot, that lot owner is highly
unlikely to vote in favour, making it very difficult to get
a unanimous resolution.
Mr Lethlean also raised concerns about clause 219,
which deals with the attachment of the certificate to the
section 32 statement. He feels differently to the law
institute on this issue. He feels that 10 days is too long a
period in which to produce the Owners Corporation
Certificate and that it should be produced much more
quickly.
The Institute of Body Corporate Managers raised many
of the issues raised by others, as did most of the other
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body corporate managers and many body corporate
members who contacted the Liberal Party to give their
impressions of how this bill will affect the running of
their body corporates. One of the main issues is the
increased complexity of this legislation and the fact that
it will lead to increased costs and fees. Most people are
estimating those costs to be up to $1000 per annum for
smaller body corporate members, and that is a
significant concern.
There were concerns expressed that the dispute
resolution process is too long. Clause 155 allows
28 days for the rectification of an alleged breach.
Clause 157 allows a further 28 days after the final
notice is served, so if you have a tenant in a building
who is playing loud music which is affecting everyone
else, they should receive notice that they have 28 days
to rectify the situation. If they have not rectified the
situation in 28 days, they must receive a final notice
which involves a further 28 days. We are talking about
eight weeks, and that is a long time for residents to
endure breaches that disturb the quiet enjoyment of
their homes. A breach could involve a resident
continually playing loud music, or, as one member of a
body corporate reported, tenants in an apartment
building who were throwing food and drink from
balconies and continually having late and loud parties.
This was disturbing the rest of the residents, and eight
weeks would be a terribly long time for them to have to
endure that behaviour.
Another concern that was raised with us by members of
body corporates relates to clause 159, which deals with
the reporting of complaints to the annual general
meeting (AGM). They say that this presumes there will
be no confidential settlement of disputes. If disputes are
listed at the AGM it will often be easy to identify who
has raised a particular complaint. I remember when we
debated the Retirement Villages Act that it contained
the same requirement; any complaint had to be reported
on at the AGM. Village residents and the Retirement
Villages Association raised the same concern that
having to report back on a complaint at the AGM
would mean there would no longer be confidential
settlements of disputes.
That summarises most of the concerns that were raised
with the opposition about this legislation. As I said
earlier, the opposition is not opposing the bill. We are
disappointed that the government did not listen to the
concerns raised by many people, and we are
particularly disappointed that many organisations were
given the impression that the government would be
introducing house amendments. In fact several of the
submissions that were put to the government after this
legislation was introduced into the lower house were
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prepared by Robert Larocca, a former adviser to the
minister. The people he was dealing with were
convinced that amendments were going to be made to
this legislation.
The Liberal Party will not be opposing the bill. We
recognise that times have changed since the 1988
Subdivision Act was passed to govern the operations of
body corporates. At that time there were only
35 000 body corporates in Victoria, covering about
200 000 people who lived or worked in a building
covered by a body corporate. We have moved on and
today there are 65 000 body corporates in Victoria. It is
estimated that at least 1 million people live or work in a
building that is covered by a body corporate.
We still need to recognise that this bill has been
prescribed for larger lots which really account for only
about 25 per cent of body corporates in Victoria. There
are still around 30 per cent or 144 000 body corporates
that contain five lots or less and which are more likely
to be self-managed and will be detrimentally affected
by this legislation. A further 45 per cent of body
corporates only cover between 5 and 100 lots, and only
25 per cent cover over 100 lots, but with the
development of some of the larger buildings that are
going up around Melbourne that figure will increase.
For that reason everyone recognised that there needed
to be changes to the legislation.
It is a shame that this bill has not been crafted in a more
conciliatory and flexible manner so that it could have
dealt with some of those smaller body corporates and
not been so onerous on them. However, the Liberal
Party will not oppose this legislation.
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — Before I
make my contribution to the Owners Corporations Bill
I would like to take the opportunity to thank you,
Acting President Hilton, for the work you have done in
the Parliament over this last term. I might not get the
opportunity in the next sitting week to tell you that it
has been an absolute pleasure to have you as part of this
chamber. Indeed, none of us might have the opportunity
to say anything in this chamber in the future. Thank you
very much, Acting President, for your help throughout
the course of the last year, especially in our work
together on the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee.
The Nationals will also not be opposing the Owners
Corporation Bill. We have identified that the regulatory
framework of the industry does need some adjustment
and some alteration. The bill will establish the
management, powers and functions of owners
corporations and will also amend the Subdivision Act

OWNERS CORPORATIONS BILL

3454

COUNCIL

1988. The bill will effectively change the name of what
we have come to know as bodies corporate — the
organisations that look after those predominantly
residential allotments that have joint use of common
areas — to owners corporations. The bill will also put
in place some dispute resolution mechanisms, but it is
predominantly aimed at establishing a legislative and a
regulatory framework that will help administer and run
what will be known as owners corporations. There are
some 65 000 bodies corporate or owners corporations
in Victoria looking after some 480 000 lots.
Some 30 per cent of these bodies corporate are very
small and contain five lots or less.
I must also acknowledge the initial groundwork that
Mrs Buckingham has done in going out and talking to
the sector in order to identify the issues and bring them
to the Parliament to enable it to frame this legislation
around those issues. One of the major debating points
about this bill is whether it goes far enough in relation
to the licensing of the managers of owners corporations.
The government has chosen to take the small-stick
approach to the industry as opposed to forcing anyone
who is involved in the management of an owners
corporation to become licensed. It has opted to simply
form a registry, and there will not be a requirement for
managers of owners corporations to be licensed.
The bill will put a lot more onus on the members of
management committees for the management and
running of owners corporations, and it will also
effectively give more responsibility to the chairpersons
of those management committees. Where there is a
manager, it will be up to the committees to oversee the
manager’s duties. It will be up to the management
committees to oversee the management of their own
bodies corporate or owners corporations. Obviously the
larger ones will bring in outside managers, and some of
those managers will be acting on behalf of 20, 30, 40 or
more owners corporations and organising the
maintenance plans and financial plans for those
corporations.
When you look into this sector, it is amazing to think
we have not had a major problem with finances in the
sector. We have very large bodies corporate, and on
average they are getting larger, and the amounts of
money that each member of those bodies corporate
contributes either on a quarterly or an annual basis is
quite substantial. For good reason, there should be real
concern over the management and/or mismanagement
of the funds involved in an owners corporation. This
bill will effectively bring into being some stricter
financial reporting procedures which will hopefully
eliminate the ongoing risk that is currently attached to
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the amounts of money that currently exist within the
sector.
One of the other major aspects of this legislation is the
dispute resolution mechanism. The bill will be putting
in place a three-tier dispute resolution mechanism under
which, in the first instance, an attempt will be made to
get disputes resolved internally.
The crux of this legislation — and I am sure
Mrs Buckingham will go into this in more detail
later — are the kits that are proposed to be handed out
to each member of our owners corporations. These kits
may be available at real estate agents upon the sale of a
relevant property. The kits may also be available at a
local government level and online. The government has
indicated it will provide some very extensive kits to the
people involved in owners corporations to give them a
better understanding of what their rights, duties and
responsibilities are and how they should go about
overseeing the role of their owners corporations,
whether by taking on board the duties themselves in
some of the very small owners corporations or by
simply overseeing the management role that the larger
professional managers put in place around them.
The stages of dispute resolution have been laid out very
clearly in the bill. As I said, the first stage is the internal
mechanism which is aimed at getting the dispute
resolved internally. If resolution is unable to be
achieved at a local level, Consumer Affairs Victoria
will be able to step in. If Consumer Affairs Victoria is
unable to alleviate the problems and resolve the dispute,
then the bill provides an opportunity for the parties to
go not to the Magistrates Court but to the Victorian
Civil and Administrative Tribunal hopefully to get the
issue sorted out once and for all. It is a better dispute
resolution system than the one that currently exists.
A delineation is to be drawn between the smaller and
the larger owners corporations. This line in the sand or
this delineation has not been clarified in the bill, so
effectively we have to wait until the regulations come
out to see what will be classified as a small and what
will be classified as a larger owners corporation.
According to the classification, there will be differences
in the reporting mechanisms and in the financial,
accounting and auditing procedures. The larger owner
corporations will need to put in place financial,
accounting and auditing processes. This will not be
necessary for the smaller owners corporations. Also, a
maintenance plan will need to be very clearly outlined
by the larger owners corporations; again, a maintenance
plan will not need to be outlined by the smaller owners
corporations.
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This bill goes a long way towards effectively fixing the
main problem we have in the sector at the moment —
that is, that we have one-size-fits-all legislation.
Obviously the sector has grown not only in size but also
in variety. The bill covers a huge range of situations,
and the regulations to be put in place need to be
relevant to each respective situation.
Currently within this sector a trend is developing of
developers going in and building residential units and
apartments and effectively stitching up the maintenance
plans and the body corporate proxies, effectively
making themselves the beneficiaries of some very
financially lucrative maintenance plans and projects by
entering into non-competitive contracts with their own
subsidiary companies. This bill puts in place measures
to force developers to act in a dutiful and honest way
making them act in good faith in exercising their
majority vote. They must act with due diligence and in
the interest of all owners corporations. We need to put
in place measures to stop the growing trend of people
setting up deals like those that appeared with some
Australian Labor Party rental deals in Canberra. I am
not sure what they were called but the ALP stitched up
some nice deals for a number of years. We do not want
to see that happening in the real world.
It was put to us that a few issues arise from the bill. At
the moment you can have a body corporate with a
manager who does a fine job and looks after the body
corporate for you; a person who looks after the
maintenance plans and has the accounting procedures
under control. Many members of current bodies
corporate simply want to make sure that things are
under control and are being managed in an above board
manner, and they would like their manager to run their
annual general meeting (AGM). Currently, if there are
no committee members present and the chairperson
does not want to run the AGM, they can delegate that
power to the manager. This bill will stop that
happening.
We understand there have been calls for greater power
to be given back to the committee of the owners
corporation, although that power already exists. So if
the chairperson of an owners corporation wishes to
chair an AGM, they can already do that. Under this
legislation they must always chair the AGM even if
they know they are not suited to taking the chair. So
now AGMs will bumble along with chairs continually
deferring to a manager to assist with particular aspects
of the business instead of letting the manager chair the
meeting. If the committee wishes a manager to chair an
AGM then he or she should be able to do so, but
unfortunately this bill will not enable that to happen,
although if the chair of a committee is away then a
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manager can step in. So concerns about that have been
expressed by people who work in the sector. They are
concerned that day-to-day practices will be
compromised.
Earlier debate was about whether we should license the
larger players in this business because they are going to
be dealing with serious amounts of money. Quite a few
managers of owners corporations are licensed real
estate agents who have very onerous restrictions placed
on them regarding the way they go about their business.
However, there is nothing to stop anybody from
starting up their own business to manage owners
corporations. They do not need either a police check or
the necessary skills that a licensed real estate agent
needs to have. Only the future will tell whether we
should have had such licensed people.
We hope the law institute’s predictions that the bill will
increase the cost of housing does not eventuate, and I
do not think it will, but we will have to wait and see
how this sector operates in the future now that it has
this regulatory framework around it. Hopefully the bill
will stop developers awarding themselves lucrative
maintenance deals with irrevocable proxies. Part 3 of
the bill headed ‘Financial Management’ gives owners
corporations the ability to levy fees and borrow money.
Clauses 26 and 27 give an owners corporation the
power to invest and borrow money and to recover
arrears owed to it. Clauses 33, 34 and 35 deal with
auditing procedures and financial records.
The Nationals think this bill will help the industry. It
will give people moving into buildings with owners
corporations a lot more peace of mind. We hope the bill
works well into the future, and commend it to the
house.
Hon. H. E. BUCKINGHAM (Koonung) —
Legislating for the betterment of the community is a
noble act, but inevitably it is a balancing act between
protecting people’s individual rights and freedoms and
protecting the rights and freedoms of the whole
community. As good as laissez-faire government is,
theoretically we need laws and regulations to enable
society to function. Good governments work hard to get
this balance right, and I believe the Bracks government
has done this with the Owners Corporation Bill before
us today. I would like to thank the previous two
speakers for their contribution and for supporting this
bill.
Feedback during the consultation phase strongly
identified gaps or ambiguities in the current regulations
as a major problem for all involved with bodies
corporate. The regulations are largely silent or
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ambiguous on important issues including the rights,
roles and responsibilities of key players such as
managers, developers and committee members on how
to resolve disputes, what records must be kept and who
has access to them. Many of the extra provisions in the
bill before us today remove ambiguity surrounding
these matters and clarify the position for lot owners.
Without clear guidance in these areas, it is more likely
that disputes will occur which would need legal action
to be resolved.
Much of the extra regulation is enabling, empowering
owners corporations to take action regarding things
such as establishing a committee or a maintenance fund
and taking part in the dispute resolution system rather
than telling owners corporations what to do. Owners
corporations with less than 13 lots — and that is the
vast majority of owners — are not required to form
committees, but the bill enables them to do so if they
want.
There were calls from some stakeholders for a more
prescriptive scheme, in particular in relation to
increased penalties. Rather than taking such a
heavy-handed, punitive approach, the bill is designed to
help those involved in owners corporations to work
together and to resolve disputes through dialogue,
consultation and negotiation.
The current regime for the regulation of bodies
corporate is split between Part 5 of the Subdivision
Act 1988 and the Subdivision (Body
Corporate) Regulations 2001. The act and original
1989 regulations were made at a time when the average
subdivision was about four lots and most bodies
corporate were able to be self managed. A former
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Mr Lenders, announced
a review of the body corporate system in
September 2003 and I was appointed to chair that
review. The terms of reference were to identify options
and strategies to improve the regulation of bodies
corporate, in particular to protect body corporate funds
and minimise and resolve internal disputes, with the
aim of making the experience of living in a body
corporate building more equitable and efficient and
therefore more attractive.
The review was prompted by the explosion in
high-density living in the years since 1988, particularly
in more recent years at Docklands and in the central
business district, which exposed problems in the current
regulatory framework in ensuring a fair and efficient
operation of bodies corporate, particularly those
managing complex, mixed-use, high-rise developments.
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Whilst our laws may have been appropriate and
effective for smaller blocks of flats, the larger
complexes we now see demand a different legislative
response, one that takes into account the variety of sizes
and shapes we now see. The Victorian body corporate
industry continues to grow with the number of bodies
corporate increasing by approximately 2000 every year.
About 66 000 lots have been created in the last five
years. Approximately one million Victorians, or one in
four — one in five if you err on the conservative side,
but closer to one in four — are involved in a body
corporate.
With this growth we also saw the growth in the
professional management industry. This growth will
not slow. The trend to high-rise living is expected to
continue. In 2004 the City of Melbourne advised that
there were 230 new residential projects either under
construction or proposed in its municipality alone, set
to produce over 20 000 new dwellings in the next 5 to
10 years.
In conducting the review the government was
concerned to ensure that members of the community
had ample opportunity to participate and provide
feedback — and that they did. We went through a
comprehensive process. An issues paper was published
in October 2003. Based on the submissions received, a
future directions paper was published in March 2004.
Over 200 submissions were received on both the issues
paper and the future directions paper. The government
also undertook extensive consultation, which I was
involved in, with stakeholders such as the Law Institute
of Victoria, the Real Estate Institute of Victoria, the
City of Melbourne, VicUrban, the Property Council of
Australia, the Council on the Ageing, the St Kilda
Legal Service, the Macquarie Bank, the Tenants Union
of Victoria and of course the Institute of Body
Corporate Managers. We also held a range of forums to
allow members of the public to provide feedback to the
review.
I would like to share with the house a few examples of
the types of issues that were raised by stakeholders
throughout the review. Stakeholders indicated that most
disputes arose as a result of a lack of information, poor
communication, poor recordkeeping and an inability to
access records. One body corporate resident told us of
their discovery that the body corporate had not met for
11 years. They also found that the insurance for the
building had not been paid. Many stakeholders raised
issues regarding body corporate managers. One
stakeholder described how they were going through a
number of body corporate managers. It was their
perception that this was because managers could not
resolve disputes between members, and it was felt that
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they were not tough enough. In my dealings with the
Institute of Body Corporate Managers, I have found
body corporate managers to be a most professional
group with a commitment to both their profession and
to self-regulation. Another case — and this is an
example of the broader experience — was of a body
corporate which was a mixed commercial-residential
development, where a large chunk of the common
property was used to service the commercial part of the
development. However, during the process of assigning
costs, the residential tenants ended up paying 97 per
cent of the costs of maintaining the common property.
The residential lot owners quite correctly saw this as
unfair.
During the review I could not get over the number of
people who were engaged in their owners corporation.
Whilst this was good, it was also noticeable that the
existing legislation was not as effective as it could be. It
was just not clear to these people how to resolve issues.
The problems seemed to fester unresolved, which was
not a good thing. They felt the legislative structure was
neither clear enough nor provided good guidance. The
existing legislation offered no effective way to work
through the concerns raised, nor was there a simple
process to conciliate their issues. People were shuffled
off to the court system needlessly, spending too much
money, time and energy. There had to be a simpler
way, and there is.
The legislation before us today addresses the concerns
of the people we consulted with. It clarifies roles as
between the body corporate; the committee; the
chairman; the secretary; the manager; members, or lot
owners; and occupiers, or renters. It will improve
transparency and decision making on financial matters.
It will improve governance arrangements on matters
such as access to information, the need for maintenance
plans, meeting processes and record keeping. It will
improve dispute resolution, including internal grievance
processes and conciliation processes. It makes special
provision for larger bodies corporate, for which the risk
and therefore the required protection is larger. It will
improve communication processes and make lot
owners and body corporate managers aware of their
rights and responsibilities.
This bill will reform and replace the regulatory scheme
for the management of bodies corporate under the
Subdivision Act 1988. It renames ‘bodies corporate’ as
‘owners corporations’, which is the phrase used in New
South Wales and the Australian Capital Territory. As I
have stated, the bill clarifies the roles, responsibilities
and powers of the owners corporations, committees of
management, managers, and lot owners and occupiers.
It will improve protection of owners corporations
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funds, avenues for dispute resolution and governance
arrangements. It will also improve enforcement. For the
very first time there will be general principles of
conduct which set standards of care and encourage
compliance. People involved in owners corporations
will be obliged to act honestly and in good faith and to
exercise due care and diligence. Professional managers
will have to be registered with the Business Licensing
Authority. There will be a public register, which will
enable lot owners and the public to know about levels
of professional indemnity insurance or any orders
affecting them. Importantly, Consumer Affairs Victoria
(CAV) will now have an up-to-date list with which to
inform managers about changes to legislation and
regulation.
The bill institutes a three-tier dispute resolution system
similar to that which was instituted in the Retirement
Villages Bill that came before this house last year. The
first tier is an internal one — a help-yourself model, if
you like, with guidance from CAV. The second tier
involves the CAV acting as a conciliator and mediator.
The third tier is the Victorian Civil and Administrative
Tribunal, instead of the Magistrates Court.
Other important aspects of the legislation include
information disclosure to potential buyers, which is
being improved by the requirement that the owners
corporation certificate be attached to the section 32
vendors agreement, thus allowing potential buyers to
obtain details of fees and other relevant information
before committing. Larger owners corporations will be
obliged to develop a maintenance plan and financial
statements in accordance with prescribed standards and
auditing and also obtain a five-year valuation of
common property for insurance purposes. Maintenance
funds will have to be kept in separate accounts.
Meeting processes, record-keeping requirements and
access to owners corporations records, and the capacity
to enforce rules are all set out in this bill. There will be
an extensive public information campaign, which has
already been alluded to by Mr Drum, to educate
ordinary members of owners corporations about crucial
aspects of the day-to-day operations of owners
corporations, such as meeting procedures, the role and
responsibility of committees and the purpose and
operations of maintenance plans and maintenance
funds.
While key aspects of these matters are clearly provided
for in the legislation, there is space for guidelines or
further rules. In particular, the bill provides that the
procedure at general and committee meetings will be at
the discretion of the owners corporation and will allow
the owners corporation to determine what a
maintenance plan or the agenda for an annual general
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meeting may contain beyond the core of mandatory
items, or what conditions it may set on paying money
out of the maintenance fund.
The bill creates a category of prescribed or larger
owners corporations, which will be subject to higher
standards of financial planning and reporting — size
does matter. Extra regulation will apply to larger
owners corporations, such as requiring the preparation
of maintenance plans and funds, obtaining regular
valuations for insurance purposes, and getting financial
statements audited. High financial and asset
management standards are appropriate in this case
because of the extra financial contributions imposed on
lot owners and the need to safeguard a much larger pool
of funds.
The threshold for prescribed owners corporations will
be set out in the regulations, which will be drafted after
the bill is enacted and will go out for separate public
consultation as part of the regulatory impact statement
process. I hope that will allay Ms Lovell’s fears. One
possible option is for owners corporations with annual
fees over $200 000 to be prescribed, as is the case for
incorporated associations — we will have to wait and
see.
This is excellent legislation that is the result of
exhaustive consultation — and I can attest to that. It
will create the right balance between protecting
people’s rights and regulation. With this legislation the
Bracks government is ensuring that communities are
good places to live and work, and that rights are
protected and disputes minimised. It also ensures that
people have access to fair dispute resolution processes
that are not cost prohibitive.
Owners corporations regulations affect people’s homes.
Therefore it is critical to get them right. This legislation
delivers the best possible protection for consumers who
are members of owners corporations and for other
stakeholders. I commend the former Minister for
Consumer Affairs, Mr Lenders, and the current
minister, Ms Thomson, and the hard work of the public
servants at Consumer Affairs Victoria and Justice —
some of them here in the advisers box — who have
worked tirelessly to bring this legislation to the house
today. It has been a long journey. I would also like to
thank Julie Van Dort, a former public servant, who has
enabled me to learn a lot about owners corporations, or
bodies corporate.
We considered the criticisms that came forward and
that were discussed in some depth by Ms Lovell. We
think we have the balance right with this legislation. I
am very proud of the amount of public consultation that
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we undertook in bringing this legislation before the
house today and I commend it to the house.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) — I
rise to also make a contribution on behalf of the Liberal
Party. I thank the last speaker for her contribution,
which was an in-depth speech with some level of
passion, which is always refreshing and certainly so
from the other side.
I will speak very briefly on this. I want to get on the
record a couple of issues and concerns that have been
put to me and maybe get some clarification from the
ministers or their advisers as to what the process under
the new legislation will be. I was not proposing that we
go into committee to resolve this, and I raise it now
because I have had a direct application by a constituent,
Mrs Pat Hickey, who has a residence in Kew and is
prepared to have her name put on the record. I was
seeking some clarification when I was going through
the bill. In this particular case, Mrs Hickey owns one of
the four properties in a set of flats. Her property is a
12-square apartment and there are two other 12-square
apartments and one 24-square apartment in the one
block. Currently they all sit within what will now be the
owners corporation but previously was the body
corporate.
The issue that has arisen is that Mrs Hickey is
concerned that the annual insurance bill has come
through. Each of the owners pays 25 per cent of the
amount payable, although, as I indicated, one of the
apartments is double the size of the other three. I
understand that the legislation, which I have been
through a couple of times to try to get some
clarification, provides that the owners corporation must
meet. They have done so, and three of the four owners,
Mrs Hickey being one of them, have voted to continue
with the status quo.
I have indicated that we need to look for some way of
being fair and equitable. Is there advice that
Mrs Hickey can take, maybe by going to an internal
disputes resolution process in the first tier and, if not, in
the second tier? The only reason I raise it is that I am
trying to help Mrs Hickey, as I am sure the government
would like to, as she is 84 years of age. I guess I have
put enough on the record to try to get some clarification
on where the legislation provides for me to be able to
give her guidance. This is like an adjournment debate
matter, but I did not want to raise it then. I think it is
important, given that we will have new legislation and
we do need to help people like this particular elderly
lady.
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Other than that, the legislation is moving in the right
direction. It is about giving some clarity. I hope that
people like Mrs Hickey, who could not get clarity under
the old bodies corporate law, will be able to get some
guidance under the new owners corporations law. I am
sure that there is some way that this can be worked out.
If not, Mrs Hickey will accept that, as she understands
that there are processes. I am happy to leave with the
minister a letter that outlines some of the details that
might give further clarity to the matter. Other than that,
the Liberal Party does not oppose the bill and I look
forward to it having a speedy passage.
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — The Liberal
Party will not be opposing the bill, basically because it
is an improvement on the current legislation. The
purpose of the bill is to create a legal framework for the
governance of bodies corporate, which will now be
known as owners corporations. It provides management
powers and functions of owners corporations and for
the resolution of disputes relating to owners
corporations. It also amends the Subdivision Act 1988,
in particular relating to the creation of owners
corporations, and it makes a number of minor
amendments to other acts. It is the result of a review of
the body corporate law in Victoria.
I would like to put on the record my admiration for the
work that Mrs Buckingham did on this particular bill
and to say that she will be a great loss to this place. I
have enjoyed working with her and indeed I consider
this a fine way for her to end her parliamentary career
in this place. It is a testament to the work and
professionalism that she has brought to this house. I
commend her for her work on this bill and the work that
she has done while she has been in this place. We will
miss her.
It is very interesting to consider my own electorate of
Monash Province, which covers the Legislative
Assembly seats of Prahran, Albert Park, Caulfield and
Malvern. Going back into the past, the areas of Elwood,
Prahran and St Kilda had some of the earliest small
apartment blocks in this state. Those very first old
blocks had bodies corporate, as do the new high-rise
developments along St Kilda Road and at Docklands
and Beacon Cove. It is important to realise that the
legislation has to cater for all the different
accommodation styles, from the blocks with just one or
two apartments right through to the huge high-rise
developments at Beacon Cove and along St Kilda
Road.
As with much of the Bracks government’s legislation,
this bill does not go far enough. It is an attempt to get it
right and certainly an enormous amount of work has
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been done to get it to this stage and, yes, it is better than
what was there before. But, sadly, it could have gone so
much further. Much of the detail in the bill could have
been tidied up. This is a pattern that we are starting to
see with this government. We have coming in here a
degree of sloppy legislation — legislation that is half
baked, that is not quite good enough but almost good
enough. This is another example of just that type of
legislation.
In relation to the new high-rise developments that are
booming, questions must be asked of the government.
Is the boom in the high-rise developments being
monitored? What will be the pressures and challenges
for owners corporations and people who will live in
these high-rise buildings? The government has not put
enough vision into the bill, which is a great pity
because it is a missed opportunity.
Some major issues should be scrutinised with regard to
this bill. I put on the record my particular thanks to
Justin Lethlean, a partner at Middletons. He has great
expertise in this area, and I thank him for his advice. In
addition, I put on the record my thanks to Julie Van
Dort from Coadys lawyers, who was formerly the body
corporate guru in the office of the minister formerly
responsible for Consumer Affairs Victoria, Mr Lenders.
She is certainly a recognised authority in the field, and a
great and true professional.
This bill will not go through a committee process, but I
will draw attention to certain clauses. It is important to
get my concerns about them onto the record. The first
one I want to mention is clause 166. This empowers the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT) to
make an order imposing a single penalty not exceeding
$250, if it determines that a person has failed to comply
with the owners corporation rules. A $250 penalty is
not a great deterrent for some owners. Some of the
apartments in my electorate are worth millions of
dollars, so $250 will not be a great deterrent. The bill
should have taken this further — the penalty could have
been larger or VCAT could have had a greater power to
determine the penalty.
Clause 173 enables an owners corporation, a lot owner,
a creditor of an owners corporation or any person with
an interest in land affected by an owners corporation to
apply to VCAT for the appointment of an
administrator. This power is too broad and will lead to
the clogging up of VCAT. We already know of the
huge problems with VCAT, but this will add to the
problems. Vexatious and unreasonable applications will
clog the VCAT system even further — for example, a
vexatious lot owner might take it upon themselves to
seek the appointment of an administrator over a petty
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amount of money, let us say $100. It could lead to a
VCAT hearing under this clause.

if the government really wants to make this a better bill,
it will take up some of my recommendations.

The clause needs to be rewritten to specify a
predetermined amount of money. As it is it has the
potential to clog up a very slow system and make it
worse. This is an example of what I was saying
before — that this bill could have tidied up a lot of
anomalies. I suggest they go back to the drawing board
on this clause.

I have some general concerns about the bill, one of
which concerns the provisions regarding annual general
meetings (AGMs). At an inaugural AGM it is more
than likely that the developer will own all the apartment
lots, or at least a large proportion of them. The bill
provides for lot owners to receive notices of the AGM,
an agenda and other relevant information. Given the
developer usually owns all the apartment lots at the first
AGM, this would mean that developers have to give
notice to themselves. This is ridiculous and
cumbersome. The government should have been more
vigilant and taken some time to get this right. It is
sloppy legislation drafting, which is a hallmark of this
government, as I have said before.

Regarding part 12, I understand it is important to
register managers, many of whom are responsible for
huge amounts of money. However, it would have been
better if the minister had taken the time to stipulate
more rigorous qualifications and conditions for
potential managers, especially in this day and age,
when corporate governance is required at all levels of
corporate life. Some of this rigour should be reflected
here.
Examples of additional requirements could include
ongoing training in financial management and the
acquisition of an ongoing understanding of what will be
the Owners Corporations Act. A potential manager
could have to go through a program so that they
understand the details of the act. Perhaps they should be
required to have police checks. Under this government
grandparents are required to have police checks if they
want to employ their grandchildren on a farm. Yet we
are dealing in this bill with managers who will
potentially be involved with millions of dollars, but we
are not being vigilant about it. This issue should
perhaps have been at least acknowledged in this bill.
Some level of management expertise should also be
expected.
Clause 211 amends the Subdivision Act. I refer to
proposed new section 34 and will quote Justin Lethlean,
because he clarifies it far better than I could. He says:
This clause requires a unanimous resolution of the members
and owners corporation in the event that lot entitlement and
lot liability are to be altered. It is highly unlikely that this
would occur where one lot owner may be having their lot
liability increased. I would have thought a special resolution
would be more appropriate or where all but one member of
the owners corporation votes in favour of an amendment to
lot entitlement and lot liability, an application to VCAT could
be brought for determination.

That is from the point of view of a lawyer who is
looking at the practicality and workings of this bill. I
encourage the minister to have a closer look at this and
get the bureaucrats to revisit this clause and see what
can be done to make it a lot easier. I believe the intent
of this bill was right. The intent was to get it right, and

The bill should therefore have had a section dealing
with the first AGM where the developer has control of
the body corporate and a separate section for all other
AGMs. This would have clarified the issue, and made
certain that everybody knows what they are talking
about. It would decrease the cumbersome and
ridiculous nature of this provision of the bill.
The bill will also increase the cost of compliance,
particularly for smaller owner corporations. If there had
been a better look at the detail and red tape, this might
not have occurred. Very importantly another concern
regards the fact that the bill is not to come into effect
until 31 December 2007 or by gazettal. No
consideration has been given to contracts of sale that
are current now and do not settle until after the
commencement date — that is, off-the-plan sales.
These contracts comply with the law as it now stands.
Should these change to make them comply with the law
as it will be on 1 January 2008? This is where it would
have been good to go into a committee stage to tease
out the issue and get it clear for everyone.
The reason this is of concern is that under the new law
developers have a duty to act in the best interests of the
owners corporation, but currently they do not. Many
lawyers draft existing contracts where the developer
retains a long-term lease of the common property roof
which they can lease for income to advertisers or
telecommunication companies. In views I sought the
concern was that this will not be possible in the future
as the income should go to the body corporate if the
developer is complying with its obligation to act in the
best interests of the body corporate. The act should deal
with this by confirming that contracts of sale entered
into prior to the commencement of the act need only
comply with the current law. This will avoid
uncertainty. I suggest that be clarified.
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Another concern is about tenants versus lot owners of
an apartment building. As the bill stands, an effective
tenants union will have more power than lot owners,
particularly if the majority of the lots are owned by the
developer and the developer therefore has a block of
voting rights. Often tenants will have a greater
opportunity and greater power than will the lot owners.
I have spoken about managers, but I would like to put
on the record that if a manager takes off with money,
will not give up money or is just a vehicle for a
developer, the only way a body corporate can have
recourse is to report directly to the director of
Consumer Affairs Victoria for action. The red tape and
delays will be monumental for the director and will
involve them in huge amounts of time and effort. It will
be cumbersome. This is evidence of the cumbersome
nature of many of the provisions of the bill.
The bill is another wasted opportunity. The government
should have taken the time to get it right. I believe that
if the bill had been brought into this place by the
Minister for Finance, who was the Minister for
Consumer Affairs, those details would have been
attended to. The Minister for Consumer Affairs,
Minister Thomson, has presided over this bill, which
lacks the detail, clarity and practicality that I have
indicated. I suggest that the minister have a close look
at what the opposition has brought up in the debate and
take the opportunity to get it right. I believe her
direction and the thrust of this bill are in the best
interests of all owners corporations. I certainly believe,
as do my Liberal colleagues, that this will provide a far
better situation than what currently exists. I would like
the minister to take more time to get it right in the
future.
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Consumer
Affairs) — I just want to say a few words in wrapping
up the debate. First I express my appreciation to
Mrs Buckingham. She has done an outstanding job, not
just in consultations but in sitting down and talking
with me personally and others about some of the
complexities of the issues that are apparent with this
bill.
At the outset I will say that this is very complex
legislation, and it is very complex for a number of
reasons. Originally bodies corporate started off as
bodies run by the owners. It is a much changed
environment that we now live in, and it will continue to
be so. This legislation tries to deal with each of the
complexities in a reasonable way. One of the
requirements was to try to make clear what the
responsibility is of the owners in an owners corporation
and what the responsibility is of the managers, and that
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will become even clearer as we go through the setting
of the regulatory framework around the legislation.
The legislation is complex but it will make things
clearer. Most of the disputes that have occurred in the
smaller owners corporations have occurred because
there has been uncertainty about who is responsible for
what. When people take on committee work, they take
on responsibility. That is part and parcel of becoming a
member of a committee. As a consequence they do
have obligations to the body corporate, or in this case to
the owners corporation. The legislation will give time
for the mounting of an educative campaign amongst
those who serve on committees so they can fully
understand what their obligations and responsibilities
are.
The bill makes managers more answerable. Where
there are professional managers of owners corporations
they will be more responsible and will have more to
adhere to in their bookkeeping responsibilities, and
Consumer Affairs Victoria will be able to monitor and
assess the way the industry is dealing with its
responsibilities.
This is important legislation. It is very complex. I have
not heard what the opposition’s position is on any of
this. What I have heard is the raising of objections and
difficulties that certain associations have had with
aspects. We heard them all in the consultations, and we
have discussed them ad nauseam. What we think we
have done is come up with a fair and reasonable
balance. No doubt there will be more finetuning as we
deal with regulations, but we have dealt with this as
fairly as we possibly could, given the complexity of not
putting too much of a regulatory burden upon people
but building in responsibility. This is the balance that
we have struck.
The Honourable Richard Dalla-Riva raised an issue a
constituent had with lot liability. Whilst I do not know
that I have a quick answer, we will consider the letter
he has given to us. There are new dispute resolution
mechanisms in place in the legislation. There are new
arrangements in relation to responsibilities for the
allocation of liability based on the value of property, the
value of lots, and all those sorts of things. All those will
apply into the future. But we will look at this individual
case in detail and get back to the constituent directly on
it.
I thank all honourable members for their contributions
to the bill and for the efficiency with which this bill will
pass through the house. I finish by saying that this is the
culmination of a lot of years of work. I thank my
predecessor, Mr Lenders; Mrs Buckingham, who has
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been absolutely marvellous and outstanding in the way
she has dealt with the issues coming through the
consultations; and the officers at Consumer Affairs
Victoria, who have had to live with this piece of
legislation for now two years.
Motion agreed to.
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question and not to attack members of the previous
government or members of the opposition.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
minister has 4 minutes to answer a question. The
minister has just begun to give his answer, and I ask
him to move on to the question. He has some time yet
to answer the Leader of the Opposition’s question.

Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
Sitting suspended 1.06 p.m. until 2.12 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
Government: advertising
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — Deputy
President, what a delight to see you here today. I direct
my question to the Minister for Finance. I refer to the
Auditor-General’s report on government advertising
released today and the minister’s responsibilities for the
administration of tendering and procurement practices
in this state’s public sector. The Auditor-General
concluded that the eight Labor advertising campaigns
examined:
… did not comply with the procurement requirements of the
relevant departments …

When will the minister stop the use by the Labor Party
of distorted government advertising and procurement
practices for its own political purposes?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I welcome
the Auditor-General’s report. One of the strengths of
the Bracks government has been — —
Mr Viney interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Exactly, Mr Viney. We inherited
an environment where the Auditor-General was
nobbled and the former Premier’s prefect, Mr Forwood,
who presided over the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee as the Parliamentary Secretary to the
Premier, Jackboot Jeff — I mean, Mr Kennett. I
withdraw.
Hon. Philip Davis — On a point of order, Deputy
President, I ask you to bring the minister to order and
seek that he desist from his barrage against a member
of this place and refer him to the fact that the obligation
of a minister at question time is to actually answer the

Mr LENDERS — As I was saying, the context of
the Auditor-General’s report and why we so welcome
the Auditor-General’s report, which directly answers
the Leader of the Opposition’s question — I need to
paint the context of this — is that the checks and
balances enshrined not just in the constitution, not just
in the Audit Act, but in the change of behaviour
brought about by the Bracks government to governance
in the state of Victoria has put a series of checks and
balances in place.
One of those is the power of the Auditor-General to
fearlessly and without favour bring forward reports that
comment on government administration. I congratulate
the Auditor-General on doing so.
Hon. Bill Forwood — Don’t you think Ches did
that?
Mr LENDERS — It is interesting — I take up
Mr Forwood’s interjection, ‘Don’t you think Ches did
that?’. Yes, Mr Baragwanath did that, and because he
did that the Kennett government took to him with a
meat axe and put the agent of the Premier, the
Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier, in the chair of
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee. The
Kennett government got away with that until the voters
of Mitcham sent the message loud and clear that that
was not accountable, fair or transparent; and then the
voters of the entire state of Victoria got the boot in as
well on 18 September 1999.
The Leader of the Opposition asked about advertising.
He asked about my role as finance minister and I am
delighted to talk about it. Firstly, on advertising let us
get the context absolutely right. The last
Auditor-General’s report into advertising was done in
1996, if I recall correctly. I can check my notes. If you
go back to 1996, when Mr Forwood started his mission
as the Premier’s prefect to keep the Auditor-General
and his committee under control, and look at what
government advertising was in the state of Victoria at
that time, you see a figure of about $130 million, if I
recall correctly — and I will again refer to my notes.
Ten years later we see a figure that is less than that
when you take into account advertising, and given the
rantings of Mr Dalla-Riva and others opposite who say
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government has grown so much, as a percentage of
government it is even less.
The Leader of the Opposition talks about political
advertising. I ask the Leader of the Opposition: what is
political about a safety message through the Transport
Accident Commission? What is political about a safety
message for WorkCover? What is political about
advertising — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order!
Mr Forwood will allow the minister to answer the
question.
Mr LENDERS — What is political about
advertising for nurses? Perhaps the opposition does not
like the fact that we have put 7000 more nurses in
public hospitals. What is political about advertising for
police, except perhaps the opposition does not like the
fact that the community sees us putting 1000 more
police on the street?
It is worth noting from the Auditor-General’s report
itself, and I quote the Auditor-General’s words:
It is appropriate for government to inform the public of new,
existing or proposed government policies or policy revisions;
to provide information on government programs or
services … to which the public are entitled to access; to
inform the public of their rights, entitlements or obligations
under the law; to inform the public that the state is a good
place to live, study, work, or invest; and influence social
behaviour, in the public interest.

He did not say it is a good place to live, work and raise
a family, but he came very close. In response to the
Leader of the Opposition’s comment, we will look at
the report, we will analyse the report and we will
respond to the report. We welcome the report of the
Auditor-General.
Supplementary question
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I thank the
Minister for Finance for his extensive response to my
question. Under Labor’s procurement practices, the
state brand, and I quote from the report:
… has become the brand for the incumbent government,
rather than for the state.

Is the minister going to implement the
Auditor-General’s better practice criteria for
government-funded publicity activities or is he going to
ignore it totally and continue to smear Victoria’s brand
with Labor’s brand?
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Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I am
clearly confused. I thought we were talking about the
2006 Auditor-General’s report, not the 1996
Auditor-General’s report talking about ‘Victoria — on
the move’, which was a Liberal Party slogan that
became a state slogan. What the Auditor-General is
doing is correctly informing the government of how it
can better deal with these issues, and the government
will respond.
The Auditor-General has commented positively on a
number of things the government has done. He has also
highlighted a few technical areas. Nowhere in his report
does he say there is anything fundamentally out of
order. I am sure Mr Forwood has read the report. I have
read most of it. I assure the house that I spent a lot of
time on it today. The Auditor-General refers to
technical issues. He does not refer to anything
fundamental, but we will go through the report line by
line, item by item and respond to it. We welcome the
Auditor-General’s report as part of an open, transparent
and accountable government.

Commonwealth Games: financial reporting
Hon. H. E. BUCKINGHAM (Koonung) — My
question is to the Minister for Commonwealth Games,
the Honourable Justin Madden. Can the minister outline
to the house the details of the Melbourne 2006
Commonwealth Games special purpose report, which
identifies net operating resources by the Victorian
government and, in particular, the Office of
Commonwealth Games Coordination?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Commonwealth Games) — I thank the member for her
particular interest in the Commonwealth Games and her
contribution, as I thank other members of Parliament
for their contribution, to the best ever Commonwealth
Games. No matter how you slice it and dice it, today is
good news day when it comes to the Commonwealth
Games. Not only were the Melbourne 2006
Commonwealth Games simply the best, they were
delivered $50.1 million under budget. Let me say that
again: the largest event in Victoria’s history delivered
by the Bracks Labor government was delivered on
time, was hailed as the best ever and was delivered
$50.1 million under budget. This is not just another
government report. As we promised, we have delivered
well before the election a fully transparent and
comprehensive special purpose financial report on the
2006 Commonwealth Games. Not only that, but the
Auditor-General has independently examined the
report, so it has been verified by the Auditor-General.
Hon. Bill Forwood — Just check the adding up.
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Hon. J. M. MADDEN — Mr Forwood might want
to disclaim this, but I can assure him that the
Auditor-General has left no stone unturned in
examining all costs associated with the 2006
Commonwealth Games. There are a lot of people we
would like to thank. First and foremost we thank the
people of Victoria — the millions of people who
attended the games.
Hon. B. N. Atkinson interjected.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — What is it about the
Commonwealth Games you do not like? Millions of
Victorians attended the games. They participated in and
enjoyed the cultural festival, they packed the
Melbourne Cricket Ground, they lined the Yarra River
for the opening ceremony and they watched and
enjoyed those wonderful fish. Victorians who
participated in and watched the Queen’s baton relay
when it passed through every municipality probably got
great support because there were no politicians
involved. Victorians volunteered not only as games
volunteers but with St John Ambulance, the State
Emergency Service, the Country Fire Authority and
elsewhere. They helped us deliver the best ever
Commonwealth Games. Children and other young
Victorians learned about and joined in the spirit of the
games because we as a state were united by the
moment.
But those 12 emotion-filled days of sport, culture and
celebration did not just happen. Today it is important to
recognise the enormous contribution of the men and
women who worked tirelessly to deliver the games. I
would like to thank in particular the man who gave us
so much of his time, skill and energy. I speak of course
the chairman of Melbourne 2006, Ron Walker. The
board of 2006, as expected, resigned today as those
figures were released. I also pay tribute to John
Harnden and his team at the World Trade Centre, and
Meredith Sussex, director of the Office of
Commonwealth Games Coordination, and her team. It
was no easy task, but we know that it will be
recognised as being a time in Victoria’s history when
we were all united by the moment.

Government: financial reporting
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — I direct
my question without notice to the Minister for Finance,
Mr Lenders. The unanimous Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee estimates report tabled today
contains on page 436 a quote from a letter dated
15 December 2005 sent by the chair of the Victorian
Government Purchasing Board to the Secretary of the
Department of Human Services. The issue is the iSoft
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tender. The letter, talking about the probity auditor, says
that he:
… did not serve the department or the complainant well.

Since this letter was written, has the minister or the
Victorian Government Purchasing Board taken this
matter up with the probity auditor and, if so, with what
result?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I welcome
Mr Forwood’s question and his ongoing interest in
these matters. While we are quoting Auditor-General’s
reports or Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
reports to each other, I draw Mr Forwood’s attention to
what the Auditor-General said in his statement on
reports on public sector agencies in August 2004:
A strength noted in the current procurement environment are
the requirements of the Victorian Government Purchasing
Board —

which were found to be —
… highly effective.

Hon. Bill Forwood — What has happened in the
last two years?
Mr LENDERS — Mr Forwood is very keen to get
information, and we as a government are delighted to
comply quickly. Unlike the government in which he
was the Premier’s prefect looking after these matters,
what we have done as a government is not appoint a
Premier’s prefect but have a team of very busy
monitors, to use the school analogy, out there getting
information.
Hon. Bill Forwood — One Labor member signed
that.
Mr LENDERS — I cannot help but take up
Mr Forwood’s comment. He waved around a report of
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee and said,
‘A government member signed it’, as if it were some
horror. One would hope that in the Parliament of
Victoria we would have an independent Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee — five members of
this house, including Mr Forwood, are members of the
committee — which would frankly and fearlessly give
advice to government. Sometimes that advice is not the
most welcome advice, because it holds government to
account, but as an accountable government we receive
it. In the environment where Mr Forwood was the
Premier’s prefect — let us get it right! — the
government members of the committee would never in
a pink fit have dreamed of putting in a report
contradicting or being critical of the government,
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because they were the trained goosesteppers of the
Premier.
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the annual report. That is what I have committed to and
that is what will happen — those things will be
reported.

Hon. Bill Forwood interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
member has asked the minister a question. The minister
may not be answering it in a way the member wants
him to, but it is incumbent on the member to show
respect to the minister and hear the minister’s answer
without screaming across the chamber.
Hon. Bill Forwood — On a point of order, Deputy
President — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! I ask
Mr Forwood to sit down. As the member asking the
question, if there is comment in the minister’s answer
you are unhappy with, you have the opportunity to ask
a supplementary question on a matter related to your
first question. I ask you and other members of the house
to quieten down and have some respect for Hansard and
other members of the chamber and allow ministers to
answer the questions you have asked.
Hon. Bill Forwood — On a point of order, Deputy
President, I ask the minister to withdraw the words that
I was goosestepping to the previous Premier.
Mr LENDERS — I withdraw.
In general terms I want to make some more points
specifically about what Mr Forwood said. The first
point is that we are not shocked that a committee of
members actually makes comment on government —
that is what Parliament is about, to be open, transparent
and accountable. The second point is that I and 19 other
ministers each year face the Public Accounts and
Estimates Committee for 3 hours of grilling by that
committee. That is something the Kennett government
never did. It gives us more transparency and
accountability. The third point is that the notice paper
today shows it is day 183 of the Legislative Council
sittings. If I recall correctly, when I was elected to
Parliament in 1999 the Parliament had 17 sitting days
that year and had not sat for about 8 months.
On the specifics that Mr Forwood raises on the iSoft
account, which again is one the Minister for Health in
the other place is responsible for, in general terms I will
take up for him the area of accountability. There are a
couple of things to note. The Victorian Government
Purchasing Board (VGPB) did engage legal service for
the investigation of a tender complaint which was
subsequently resolved. The investigation determined
three breaches of supply policies which had no effect
on the outcome of the tender. This will be recorded in

For the record, and on how we generally do on this, in
the 2004–05 report, 6 per cent of the total number of
requisition approvals and 0.6 per cent of the total value
of requisition approvals were actually reported on.
There is a report each year on how these things are
happening. Mr Forwood raises one and uses it as an
example, but crikey, it has been in this chamber, before
the VGPB, at the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee and he is raising it again today. There is
scrutiny. The Auditor-General has the capacity to report
on it, the audit committee of the Department of Human
Services has the chance to report on it and I am
answering Mr Forwood in Parliament, which is sitting
and is not locked away in cotton wool like it was during
the Kennett years.
We are accountable. I am standing here and answering
the question. Even though it directly relates to the
Minister for Health, I can talk in general terms about it.
Mr Forwood has the opportunity as a member of the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee to ask that
question whenever he chooses, which he has done —
and good on him!
Supplementary question
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — I thank
the minister. Let me just point out that the Victorian
Government Purchasing Board said that the probity
auditor:
… did not serve the department or the complainant well.

One would have thought that in those circumstances,
seeing that the probity auditor is the probity auditor for
a lot of other government projects, in the interests of
accountability the Victorian Government Purchasing
Board might have followed it up with the probity
auditor. The minister did not answer that question, and I
know why: it is because he has not. I ask the minister:
does he believe that when the Victorian Government
Purchasing Board makes such a finding it should
inform the person about whom the finding has been
made?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) —
Mr Forwood knows, but I will repeat it for his benefit in
case he has forgotten, that we have moved from a
model of the dead hand of a central public works
department to a model where accredited purchasing
units, departments and agencies are responsible for
procurement. They operate under the guidelines and
policies of the Victorian Government Purchasing
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Board. When things do not work, the board varies and
changes policy; it offers advice and provides training
courses for purchasing officers in departments.
Mr Forwood will get a bruised forehead if he beats his
head against the pillar any longer or any harder. It is an
occupational health and safety issue, and I am the
Minister for WorkCover and the TAC as well as
finance at the moment.
There is a regime in which we report instances which
are not working. The board has the discretion to
recommend various practices to me as minister. We
have devolved. We believe in the philosophy of
departments being responsible for their actions, but we
are responsible for policy. We have a more transparent
system — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
minister’s time has expired.

Commonwealth Games: financial reporting
Hon. S. M. NGUYEN (Melbourne West) — My
question is to the Minister for Commonwealth Games.
Can the minister highlight to the house the financial
position of the Melbourne 2006 Corporation, and
further, whether there is a dividend for the people of
Victoria arising from the efficient management of the
Commonwealth Games?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Commonwealth Games) — I welcome the member’s
interest in the Commonwealth Games and particularly
the support from his region throughout the games. I
have already outlined the stunning result of the 2006
Commonwealth Games that has been signed off by the
Auditor-General. I am very pleased to go into a bit
more detail on the specifics of the organisations
involved in the delivery of the games.
As I indicated in the previous answer, the 2006
Commonwealth Games were delivered $50.1 million
under budget. I can reveal to the house today that this
figure is made up of two particularly outstanding
figures. The Office of Commonwealth Games
Coordination, known as OCGC, has delivered a result
of $24.4 million under budget — that is an amazing
result.
Hon. Bill Forwood interjected.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — I will say it again —
$24.2 million under budget. I say to Mr Forwood, it is
an amazing result. The savings have arisen through
good management, thorough planning and sublime
coordination. Meredith Sussex and her M2006 team
and the men and women right across government
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strived to make these games a success — and they
certainly were a success.
Hon. B. N. Atkinson interjected.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — There is also another
outstanding result that Mr Atkinson would be interested
in, and I speak of course of the M2006 Commonwealth
Games Corporation, led by chairman, Ron Walker, his
board and John Harnden, its chief executive officer.
The Melbourne 2006 Corporation not only left us with
memories of the best ever games, but it did so by
delivering the games $25.9 million under budget — as I
said before, an outstanding result. It is another example
of a highly efficient and skilled organisation that paid
the necessary attention to detail and showed a financial
competence which is unparalleled in major events
management. It is also testimony to the wonderful
support of Victorians who attended the games and
delivered outstanding ticket sales. It also shows the
great support from corporate Australia, in particular
Victoria, which saw the value of participating in these
games.
It is also worth appreciating that the security budget —
although I was not directly responsible for that because,
as members would appreciate, we took advice from the
relevant security agencies and it is outside the
$50.1 million — was delivered $28.8 million under
budget. Hence, there has been spectacular management
and savings.
I complimented him earlier but I want to compliment
again the chairman, Ron Walker, for his patience, his
humour, his corporate knowledge and of course his
unflagging energy. The games would not have been the
same without him.
This result has special significance, and I refer to the
2006–07 budget and to page 105 of budget paper 2 —
and Mr Rich-Phillips would be across this of course —
where halfway down the page we read that:
… any remaining M2006 Corporation surplus resulting from
the games, after discharging all financial commitments and
other obligations, is to be transferred to the association —

meaning the Commonwealth Games Association —
This surplus is, in turn, required to be paid to the state to be
used for the benefit of sport …

That has been agreed to, so the M2006 surplus will be
returned to sport in Victoria. This is a win-win situation
for everybody across the state, except for Mr Forwood
and the opposition.
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I also take this opportunity to thank my ministerial
staff, past and present, who delivered an outstanding
performance, supported their minister and delivered the
best ever Commonwealth Games.

Hazardous waste: Nowingi
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — My
question without notice is directed to the Minister for
Major Projects, Mr Lenders. The public response to the
minister’s recent media comments on his proposal to
site a toxic waste dump in the Mallee is one of
disbelief. Obviously the minister has not listened to
people’s fears and in fact indicated that it is a done deal.
Therefore I ask, as a show of good faith, will the
minister address a public meeting in Mildura to clearly
state his position prior to the election?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Major Projects) — I
thank Mr Bishop for his question. I assume he is
referring to my comments on ABC radio in Mildura,
last Friday I think it was, and I am surprised that there
was any ambiguity. Perhaps Mr Bishop misunderstood
my comments, and if he did I would be happy to send
him a transcript of what was said.
When I was interviewed about the long-term
containment facility proposed for Nowingi — the only
people who call it a toxic dump are Mr David Davis
and other uniformed people — the presenter asked me a
number of very serious questions, and I was very
conscious of how I answered them. As the Minister for
Major Projects I am the proponent of the site. We have
gone through the 30 recommendations of the Coleman
report, and yesterday we heard the Leader of the
Opposition praising Mr Coleman, a minister in a former
coalition government, who chaired that committee.
We went forward from there. We found the site, and I,
as the proponent, have been arguing the case for it in
front of an independent panel, so I do not resile from
my position. A case has been put forward which I think
answers the questions that were raised. Unlike the
Kennett government, I am not the judge, jury and
executioner. I am the person who is proposing before
an independent panel the case as to why it is important
to build a world-class facility in a location in Victoria
where it is safe to store waste — the safest location that
can be found — and then where we store the
89 000 tonnes of category B waste that at the moment
will go into landfill.
I know that members opposite quite like the idea of
landfill, and in Baillieu Land, where money grows on
tall trees, you have different answers for different
people wherever you are in the state and whatever day
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it is. You have Mr David Davis saying one thing in
Tullamarine or Lyndhurst and another thing at Dutson
Downs, or you have Ms Lovell saying different things
depending on which part of an electorate she is talking
to. You have people pretending there is category B
waste and you can wave a magic wand and it will all go
away. No-one else on the planet has found such a
magic wand. But in Baillieu Land, where money grows
on trees and you say different things to different people,
there might be answers to this problem.
I said on radio when I was in Mildura, and I thought
quite clearly, that this was the case. I said I was the
proponent. I explained why we were doing it, why we
had 24 reports, why we had 9 supplementary reports
and why we had 56 days of hearings before an expert
panel. It took 56 days — —
Hon. B. N. Atkinson interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Atkinson might scoff, but we
were responsive to people like his colleague Mr David
Davis, who was the 1761st person in the queue to
actually put in an environment effects statement
submission. We extended the time and requested the
panel to extend the time — at least the Minister for
Planning in the other place did. That was the case I put
to the people of Sunraysia.
I went to Mildura with Mr Bishop and, as he knows,
there was a large group of people there to greet me. I
went to the site — and we have already discussed how
Mr Peter Crisp and his vocal supporters were bellowing
away and scaring the poor emu-wren. We also know he
held a number of public meetings, and I have
complimented Mr Bishop on that before. I have had
Mr Russell Savage, the member for Mildura in the
other place, chewing on my ear for four years about
this. Russell Savage has been hammering us over this,
so we know what the people of Sunraysia think. There
is a panel report coming out, and I urge Mr Bishop to
read the report when it comes through.
Supplementary question
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — It is true
that the Minister for Major Projects came to Mildura.
However, those meetings were closed meetings and
entry was available by invitation only, so I ask: why is
the minister not prepared to be open and accountable
and to debate the issue with the wider community?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Major Projects) —
Mr Bishop has an interesting view of a closed meeting.
If I recall correctly, we had a meeting that he was not
invited to, and he turned up. We were most delighted
for Mr Bishop to participate. He made a very
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constructive contribution to the meeting, I give full
tribute to Mr Bishop for that, and I probably avoided a
bruise or two because he was there. We had meetings
right through the town, and at every meeting we met
and spoke with people — —
Hon. D. McL. Davis — All hand picked!
Mr LENDERS — Mr David Davis says ‘hand
picked’. I would like to know his version of ‘hand
picked’. If he were going on a private tour of the
Nowingi site and when he arrived there were four
semi-trailers, about eight people with megaphones and
hundreds of people there greeting him with their arms
crossed, it would seem to me to be a strange
hand-picked audience. It might have been hand-picked
by Mr Bishop or Mr Crisp, but certainly not by me!
We in government will continue the dialogue. We have
not on a single occasion turned down an invitation for
major projects personnel to go to Sunraysia to address
people. Every minister has been up there and I have
been there. We have engaged with and will continue to
engage with the community as appropriate.

Commonwealth Games: sporting associations
Hon. R. G. MITCHELL (Central Highlands) —
My question is to the gold medal Minister for
Commonwealth Games. Following the recent release of
the Commonwealth Games special purpose financial
report, will the minister highlight how state sporting
associations will be the first beneficiaries of substantial
savings from the Commonwealth Games dividend?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Commonwealth Games) — I thank Mr Mitchell very
much for his question. I know how dedicated and
committed he is to grassroots sport out in his electorate,
and I appreciate his enthusiasm when it comes to the
Commonwealth Games.
Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! We are
accustomed to robust question times and we do have
room for apposite interjections, but if it gets to the point
where members are interrupting the proceedings of
question time and it is becoming impossible for the
Chair and for Hansard to hear the minister’s answer to a
question or to hear someone ask a question, then that
has gone too far. I ask members to quieten down and to
listen to the answer of the minister.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — We have a great sporting
culture in this state and we have a great love of sport,
and that great love of sport comes about very much as a
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result of the commitment of state sporting associations.
Whether it be volunteers, officials or spectators, we
have great participation in sport, and that is reflected in
our great culture of sport and in particular in our state’s
sporting associations.
The passion for sport continues throughout the state at a
grassroots levels through dedicated volunteers, and
record numbers are participating in and playing sport as
never before. State sporting associations share a lead
role when it comes to developing more active
participation in sport in the community.
As part of the dividend I announced today in relation to
the Commonwealth Games, as I read from the budget
estimates, state sporting associations will be eligible to
apply for one-off grants from this dividend as part of a
$1.5 million grant program. This funding has come
about as a result of the Commonwealth Games
dividend. It will be complementary to what the state
sporting associations are already doing and what they
are already receiving, and we will be encouraging them
to develop innovative opportunities to engage
communities, to be strategic and to encourage people to
participate in more active recreation.
We in government recognise the great contribution of
state sporting associations and we recognise their great
support in the lead-up to, during and of course after the
Commonwealth Games, and we want to continue to
encourage them. As a result of this initiative, grassroots
sport out there in local communities will be the big
winners.
State sporting associations were the principal
consultants in the redistribution of sporting equipment
after the Commonwealth Games, and here again they
will be the big beneficiaries of that dividend by
receiving support for grassroots sport across the state.
We want to thank them for their input and we want to
recognise their ongoing contribution to sporting
development in this state. The funding will improve
opportunities for those associations to build
membership at a grassroots level in sport across
Victoria. It will help us to continue to grow and build
the social fabric in this state, and it will continue the
great work that sport does. The funding reflects the
enormity of the contribution of the Commonwealth
Games and the feeling of being united in the moment
that the games generated, which will be perpetuated in
Victoria for generations to come.

Aged care: Ballarat
Ms HADDEN (Ballarat) — My question without
notice is directed to the Minister for Aged Care,
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Mr Jennings. The minister has regularly informed this
house of the government’s commitment to promoting
the health, fitness and wellbeing of aged senior citizens
in our community through various programs and
activity groups which play a very important role in
engaging the frail, elderly and isolated seniors in our
community. How, then, will the minister rectify the
recent reduction in home and community care funding
to day centre activity programs across the Ballarat
health services area?
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — I actually thank the member for her question
and for her concern about the wellbeing of older
members in the community in her constituency, and I
thank her for having the good grace to recognise the
determination of the Bracks government to provide
quality services and opportunities for older members of
the Victorian community, including those in her
electorate.
In fact the opposition spokesperson asked me a similar
question to this some time ago, and following that
question I had a look at the impact of revisions of the
new triennial funding rounds that apply to home and
community care services throughout Victoria, a
component of which the member has made reference
to. Indeed there has been some tightening of the
availability of transportation services to planned
activity groups and day centre activities within the
Ballarat area. The member is quite right to indicate that
this sub-element of the home and community care
program has actually received some degree of
tightening in relation to the allocation of transportation
costs as a proportion of the total service.
One of the challenges that we in government are trying
to address is the way in which we can ensure that
people who live in a catchment area outside of Ballarat
have access to bus services in particular and other
transportation options to enable them to reach some of
the activity programs in that area. I can assure the
member and her community that I am particularly
concerned to ensure that, as much as possible, we
operate the home and community care program in an
inclusive way which provides a service for those who
may feel isolated and vulnerable. We leave no stone
unturned in trying to make sure that those transportation
arrangements are the best possible and that they are
affordable and meet the needs of residents in those
communities who want to participate in day centres and
planned activity groups.
We are alive to this issue. We are determined to try to
provide the best service and to grow the service as
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much as we possibly can to account for those who may
feel some degree of social isolation.
Supplementary question
Ms HADDEN (Ballarat) — I thank the minister for
his usual eloquent and informative answer to the very
important issue of the health and wellbeing of the aged
senior citizens in our community. The current high fuel
costs associated with transporting senior citizens living
either at home or in nursing homes into day centres
within greater Ballarat in order to participate in these
important home and community care-funded activity
group programs has resulted in the recently announced
federal government’s liquefied petroleum gas
conversion grant of $2000 per motor vehicle. Will the
minister now direct his department to match this grant
to help the aged access these important day activity
programs in Ballarat?
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — Ms Hadden may be a prophet! She must just
wait and see. I am particularly concerned with the
opportunities for us to reduce transport costs and
provide transport options that are meaningful through
the home and community care network. The member
must wait and see.

Commonwealth Games: demountable housing
units
Ms ARGONDIZZO (Templestowe) — My
question is addressed to the Minister for Housing. Will
the minister provide an update to the house on the
social legacy of the best Commonwealth Games ever
held, and how the decommissioning of transportable
homes from the athletes village will benefit the
Victorian community?
Honourable members interjecting.
Ms BROAD (Minister for Housing) — I thank the
future member for Doncaster for her question about the
social benefits of the Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth
Games — and it does not involve parking ships in the
Yarra River!
Today we have heard from the Minister for
Commonwealth Games about the many benefits of the
2006 Commonwealth Games and the many ways in
which the games were simply the best. In addition to
the many ways we have already heard about from the
minister, I am very pleased to update the house about a
number of communities around Victoria that are
benefiting from transportable homes which have been
relocated from the former Commonwealth Games
athletes village. From the outset the Bracks government
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was determined to ensure that there was an enduring
social benefit from the Melbourne Commonwealth
Games, and one of those legacies is the 20 transportable
homes that have been trucked from Melbourne to local
communities across Victoria.
I am pleased to say that each of these five-star energy
units which accommodated 14 athletes during the
Commonwealth Games has been reconfigured with a
number of different floor plans to provide a range of
accommodation options. Recently I was very pleased to
visit Robinvale to see one of the three units which have
been located there. They will provide four-bedroom
family homes in that area. Architects have done a great
job in transforming these units into family homes. They
will be completed in October, and families will be able
to live in these terrific new homes. They are going to
make a real difference to the housing supply in
Robinvale, an area which was selected because of the
need for affordable housing.
I add that we could deliver a lot more affordable
housing in places like Robinvale if the Liberal Party in
Canberra — with the support of the Victorian
opposition if it could deliver a policy on this — could
fulfil its responsibility to deliver the funds that have
been cut from Victoria’s housing program, which
amounts to $900 million over the last 11 years. That
funding could be providing housing for 6000 families
right now if it was not for those Liberal Party cuts.
Families living in Bairnsdale, Lake Tyers, Horsham
and Colac can also look forward to living in former
Commonwealth Games units, and we know it will
make a real difference to families in all those towns as
well.
As well as being used for housing these units are also
being used for community centres. When I visited Moe
recently with the member for Narracan in the other
place, I was able to see two units which are being
brought together to form a new neighbourhood house.
It will be a terrific community facility for people in the
Moe area. That work is about to get under way, and
residents of Moe will have a new neighbourhood house
ready for operation next year, which will be terrific.
This social legacy of the Melbourne 2006
Commonwealth Games shows that the Bracks
government continues to govern for the whole state,
and is making Victoria a great place to live, work and
raise a family.

Government: advertising
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I direct a
further question without notice to the Minister for
Finance. I again refer to the Auditor-General’s report
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on government advertising which was released today,
and his responsibilities for the administration of
financial standards in the state’s public sector. The
Auditor-General noted that there had been no reports by
the master agency media service contractor on the
$1.5 million spent on community television, on the
spots supposedly purchased or on how the money was
applied. When is the minister going to require that
information be supplied to show the Auditor-General
‘that the monies had been used for the purposes
approved’?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — This is
why I rejoice in having an independent
Auditor-General who calls a spade a spade and says it
as he sees it and comes forward.
Ms Hadden interjected.
Mr LENDERS — I take up the inane and offensive
interjection from Ms Hadden. If she bothered to read
the Audit Act or the Constitution Act, or paid the
slightest bit of attention to public debate, she would
know that the Auditor-General is appointed by
recommendation of the Public Accounts and Estimates
Committee to the Governor in Council.
Ms Hadden interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! It is not
acceptable for Ms Hadden to yell and scream across the
chamber. I ask her to desist to allow the minister to
answer the question asked by Mr Davis.
Mr LENDERS — Thank you, Deputy President.
Hon. Philip Davis — Do not be distracted, Minister.
Look at me!
Mr LENDERS — I look at Mr Davis and I am not
distracted, but I hear this noise that I feel I need to
respond to! This is a legitimate point coming out of an
Auditor-General’s report, and this government
welcomes reports from the Auditor-General. We
welcome them, we read them and we respond to them. I
am sad to see Mr Forwood has left the chamber,
because Mr Forwood and I have had this dialogue quite
often. The government responds to the reports.
Part of my function as Minister for Finance is that once
a year I do an all-encompassing and sweeping report
about every single recommendation of the
Auditor-General in order to report to the Parliament on
how they have been dealt with. If the Auditor-General
makes a recommendation, we, as a government, are
accountable for it. The Parliament has a chance to
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debate that report. The Parliament sees it and the public
sees it.
We have received a specific report from the
Auditor-General which Mr Davis referred to, which
talks about some of the rebates that come back from our
master television purchasing agency, and the
Auditor-General asks, ‘How do you account for it?’.
That is a legitimate question for government to deal
with. We welcome the report, and we will respond to it.
Clearly Parliament gives appropriations. This is a grey
area and the Auditor-General has asked us to address it.
Let us not forget that the Parliament has given the
government authority to spend money for certain
purposes, and we will spend it for those purposes.
One of the ancillary benefits of government advertising
is that we advertise for nurses and teachers and about
traffic safety. If there is a greater capacity to buy more
advertising then government will take advantage of
that. The Auditor-General has asked, ‘How are you
going to account for it?’. It is a legitimate question. It is
not critical of the government. It is asking about the
mechanism. Of course the government will respond to
the Auditor-General. We welcome his reports.
This is the 183rd day that the Legislative Council has
sat during the life of this Parliament. The Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee meets every year
and grills individual ministers for 3 hours at a time.
Reports are tabled. For the first time in the history of
this state, and possibly for the first time in Australia and
even in the Westminster system, an Auditor-General is
now appointed on the recommendation of a
parliamentary committee rather than a recommendation
of the executive government.
I was at the farewell to the retiring Auditor-General,
Wayne Cameron, the other night, along with you,
Deputy President, and many members of the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee. Fascinatingly, the
Auditor-General was recounting how his appointment
was originally made by the executive government. Now
the Public Accounts and Estimates Committee
recommends the appointment of an Auditor-General.
We have brought in openness to a far greater extent.
Earlier Mr Forwood, by his own words, accused the
Public Accounts and Estimates Committee of being
independent. Well good on him — it is! It makes
recommendations that are critical of government, which
shows the difference between us and the Kennett
government. We have an independent body that makes
recommendations to government.
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In response to Mr Davis, of course we will look at the
Auditor-General’s comments, of course we will apply
them to government and of course we will have an
ongoing dialogue to make government open and more
transparent and more accountable.
Supplementary question
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I thank the
minister for his response. The Auditor-General has
underlined his grave concern that $1.5 million was paid
to an unnamed community television operator by the
master agency media service contractor and that
$165 000 was paid directly to the operator, describing
these payments as having a level of accountability that
‘is unacceptable’. Will the minister investigate these
concerns and commit to reporting publicly before the
Parliament adjourns in October to ensure that no public
money has been used inappropriately?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — The
Auditor-General has reported on — if I recall the
figure — $163.1 million of expenditure. The
Auditor-General has reported that in a number of
technical areas the government could tighten things up
and look at them, and he has made a couple of general
comments, but fundamentally he has said that this is in
accord with the law of the land. We have a system of
accountability that was never there before — —
Hon. Philip Davis — Why are you so defensive,
John?
Mr LENDERS — I am not defensive. The only
thing I would say I am defensive about is the poor felt
on Mr Davis’s table, which is actually getting wet from
the crocodile tears he is crying! This is coming from
that side! It is coming from a man who was a
parliamentary secretary in the Kennett government and
who is lecturing this side on accountability! We have
empowered the Auditor-General. We have given him
independent powers. We have made him an officer of
the Parliament, and to nobble him — if anyone wanted
to do that again in the state of Victoria — you would
need a referendum. We welcome his report. We will act
on his report and will remain open — —
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! The
minister’s time has expired.

Wind energy: development
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — Deputy President, I
congratulate you on presiding over your first question
time. My question is to the Minister for Energy
Industries, the Honourable Theo Theophanous. Can the
minister inform the house of investment prospects in
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the wind energy industry in light of the passing of the
Victorian Renewable Energy Target Bill, and say
whether the government is responding to calls to get on
with developing the wind energy industry?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I thank the honourable member for her
question. The government has been getting a lot of free
advice about wind farms and is now looking forward to
getting on with the job and projects at Waubra, Portland
and Mount Gellibrand, just to name a few. Many
groups, companies and individuals have been offering
their opinions about the government’s next step in
facilitating the wind energy industry’s development in
this state. Following the passing of the Victorian
renewable energy target legislation last night I had
another look at all of the requests we have had to
increase wind energy development.
The house might be interested to know that we have
been under pressure for many years to get on with wind
energy development. Let me quote one strong
proponent of wind energy development from as far
back as 2001. This proponent was pushing the
government back then to emulate the United
Kingdom’s approach to wind energy.
An honourable member — I wonder who that
could be!
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Let me quote
what this says. The proponent said:
… the United Kingdom government is facilitating the
generation of electricity by wind power. UK Industry
anticipates that wind will provide 5 per cent of all generation
by 2010.

The proponent also said:
Clearly the Victorian government should have a strategy in
place for investment and planning approvals to facilitate this
industry …
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Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — No, wrong again!
Let me give the house another quote from the same
press release. In it, on behalf of his organisation, the
author said that his organisation:
… can support the general desire expressed by the ETU —

the Electrical Trades Union —
for more wind power.

The same source wanted to get on with the ETU in
developing wind power in this state. Members have all
got it wrong. I have to inform the house that these are
the words of none other than the Leader of the
Opposition, the Honourable Mr Philip Davis, walking
hand in hand with Dean Mighell and the ETU in
support of wind energy in this state. What has
happened? We have seen an incredible backflip. First of
all we had Backflip Bill and now we have got Backflip
Phil. This is where we have got to. What a rabble! What
a joke! This opposition is a complete mess. Its members
are not fit to govern this state.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I have
answers to the following questions on notice: 3344,
4936, 5409, 6512, 7229, 7231–2, 7448–9, 7452, 7459,
7491, 7495, 7498, 7502, 7544–5, 7582, 7587, 7660,
7671, 7702, 7713, 7754, 7785–6, 7789, 7791–3, 7796,
7827–8, 7831, 7833–5, 7838, 7876, 7881, 7965, 7972,
8045, 8047, 8049, 8112, 8115, 8131, 8165–6, 8206,
8224, 8231–3, 8235–6, 8239, 8241, 8244–52, 8255–62,
8264–7, 8269–70, 8293, 8297–8, 8305, 8381, 8383,
8388, 8399, 8430, 8441, 8443–5, 8448, 8454, 8583–5,
8589–600, 8602–4, 8606–7, 8609, 8611, 8614, 8682–3,
8685–93, 8724–7.

The proponent went on to say we should get on with it
because:
… long lead times are required and the development of that
market is evolving in Australia. The Victorian government
should take a long view, and not just the ‘bandaid approach’.

Who do members think was getting into us for not
ramping up wind energy development in 2001?
An honourable member — Bob Brown!
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Do members
think it might have been the Greens? Do they think it
was Greenpeace? Or do they think it might have been
Environment Victoria?

CATCHMENT AND LAND PROTECTION
(FURTHER AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 12 September; motion of
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government).
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — I am pleased
to make a contribution to the debate on the Catchment
and Land Protection (Further Amendment) Bill. In
doing so, I indicate that the opposition will move a
reasoned amendment to this bill that seeks to highlight
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a number of deficiencies in the bill. There is much in
the bill that the opposition agrees with but there is also
much that we disagree with.
As members are aware, the bill amends the Catchment
and Land Protection Act, or CALP act, to make further
provision for notices and declarations as to noxious
weeds and pest animals, and contains a series of further
provisions for enforcement of the act. The bill creates
revised landowner offences and allows authorised
officers to gain access to municipally held ratepayer
information for the name, address and other details of
landowners and to apply for warrants to be issued to
enter land for longer than 24 hours for the purposes of
noxious weed management programs and to seize items
mentioned in the warrants. The bill also introduces a
prohibition on the possession without a permit of
noxious weeds for purposes of display — for example,
in a garden or landscape display or other facility of that
nature.
The bill is also cumbersome. It introduces new layers of
bureaucratic intervention. Whilst the central thrust of
the bill, which is to provide greater powers for the
better management of noxious weeds and pests, is
strongly supported by the opposition, there is a number
of serious issues. The bill also creates a number of
issues of compliance and individual rights. I quote from
the Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee report
which provides a warning to the Parliament as to the
impact of some of the provisions. It says:
The committee reports to Parliament pursuant to a term of
reference provided in section 17(a)(i) of the Parliamentary
Committees Act 2003 — ‘trespasses unduly on rights or
freedoms’ — onerous provisions placed on citizens attracting
civil or criminal penalties where intent to commit an offence
is absent.

That is an important warning by the committee. The
report goes on:
The committee notes the amendment made by clause 23
makes it an offence to fail to advise the secretary if the person
served with a prescribed notice is not the owner or occupier of
the subject land.

Again, the bill creates onerous obligations on people
who have no responsibility in any fair sense of the
meaning of the objects of the act. The report goes on:
The committee will seek further information from the
minister concerning whether service is to be personal service
or some other form of substituted service and how a person so
served is to be informed or cautioned of the penalty provision
for failure to advise the secretary that they are not the owner
or occupier of the land to which the relevant prescribed notice
relates.
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The committee makes the point that it is awaiting
further advice on that provision. I am not sure whether
it has received a response from the minister on that
matter, but I would be interested to hear what
comments the minister has to make about that point in
his summing up.
The bill makes it very clear that landowners who are
served with a notice and comply in full are still required
to notify the secretary. That seems a cumbersome and
onerous burden, that people who have undertaken their
legitimate duties and have complied with every step
should be then further required to take the bureaucratic
step of notifying the secretary. There is an
unnecessarily cumbersome approach and unnecessary
dead hand in the approach taken in the bill.
Some of those points have been made well by the
Victorian Farmers Federation in its comments on the
bill. I was pleased to be given some advice by the VFF,
which has made public statements. It is worth putting
its view on the record here because in many respects it
is the same position as that of the opposition. We were
pleased to see that our view largely equates with what
the VFF had to say. I quote from a briefing note of
24 July on the bill. It states:
The VFF were consulted … however have only recently seen
it in full detail.

That is the pattern of this government, this slippery
approach of bringing in things, often with minimal
opportunity for broad community comment. We saw
that in the lower house yesterday with respect to the
ratification procedures on the planning provisions
relating to the urban growth boundary. It is a good
example of how the government is now prepared to
abuse process and crunch things through in a way that
is unsatisfactory on almost every level. To push through
in the lower house in less than 24 hours a change to a
planning provision of such importance is just an
extraordinary abuse of process. However, in terms of
the bill, the briefing note states:
The VFF support some aspects of the bill, however have
concerns with others.
The VFF support a more streamlined enforcement process
and tighter penalties, for those in breach of the CALP act.
However, land-holders who are doing the right thing should
not be burdened with extra paperwork and compliance costs.

That is my earlier point. The VFF supports:
Tighter penalties for land-holders who do not meet their pest
and weed responsibilities.

At the end of the day that is of course a collective
responsibility of a community, and it applies to local
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areas. I note that the bill gives greater powers to declare
a local area infested or in need of action and that is
something the opposition supports. The VFF also
supports:
A more streamlined enforcement process.
Moves to stop people keeping noxious weeds as ornamental
plants.

I note that there has been very little consultation with
the nursery associations and industry. A number of
members of those have made points to me that, whilst
they do not necessarily oppose some of the aspects of
the bill relating to ornamental plants, they do have
concern that the provisions came forward without them
being aware of them. The VFF also supports:
Providing the department with powers to take samples of
plants …

Obviously some of the provisions in the bill are simply
sensible. The ability to get an order from a magistrate to
enter a property to undertake certain works has
traditionally been for a single day entry. Obviously on
some occasions that is not sufficient time. It seems
cumbersome and bureaucratic to require an agency to
go back to the magistrate again to get another order for
a second day later. It seems much more sensible to
allow a longer time in the initial approach to allow the
work to be done as is required.
Members can think of all sorts of practical issues that
may intervene that make it difficult to carry out the
required work on a particular occasion — for example,
the weather may intervene. Somebody may not have
done the work on their property and if a magistrate
gives an order to allow an officer to enter the property,
perhaps to collect samples or undertake some other
particular activity, the weather may intervene to prevent
that being done. Some of those more mechanical
provisions that smooth out the activities of the relevant
officers seem only sensible.
The VFF also listed the areas that are not supported:
Under the amended act, priority areas will be established in
which all land-holders will be issued with a compliance
notice. Land-holders who are compliant with their pest and
weed responsibilities still must apply in writing to the
department explaining what action they have taken/why they
have not taken any action.
…
Failure to supply this notice will result in a fine of 10 penalty
units.
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It seems onerous and cumbersome to force people who
have complied to undertake those sorts of reporting
requirements.
There is still a fundamental issue in land management
in this state with respect to pests and weeds. The great
issue is that the state government does not treat its land
in the same way as it expects private land-holders to
behave. The real issue is that time and time again across
country Victoria we are told, accurately in my view,
that government land — parks in particular, but
government land in general — is not managed to the
same standard as is required of private land-holders.
That fundamental inequity is a concern.
On 25 July the Victorian Farmers Federation issued a
news release making this point and calling on the
government to subject itself to the same weed and pest
standards it is planning to implement on private
land-holders. The media release states:
… the VFF supports the majority of changes being
considered by Parliament to the Catchment and Land
Protection Act, the proposed amendments will not address
poor weed control on the state’s biggest land-holder, the
Victorian government.

Further it states:
Private land-holders have a responsibility to manage their
land in a manner that is sustainable and prevents weed
incursions onto neighbours’ properties.

This is a collective responsibility. Further it states:
While the VFF supports the intent of the proposed changes to
the Catchment and Land Protection Act, in some areas the
government have got it completely wrong and it must be
reviewed.

The points picked up by and made in the Weekly Times
of 26 July are fair points. It is for this reason the
opposition is moving this important reasoned
amendment. I move:
That all the words after ‘That’ be omitted with the view of
inserting in their place ‘this bill be withdrawn and redrafted to
include comprehensive provisions to control weeds and pests
on public land as well as private land and to enforce
provisions in the bill on public land as well as private land’.

This is almost a competitive neutrality issue in many
respects, and government and private land should not
be treated with great distinction in this sense. At the end
of the day this is about weeds and pests and having in
place regimes that will achieve proper management of
weeds and pests. The failure of government to manage
its land properly is a cost on private land-holders.
Private land-holders are forced to pick up the tab to do
more costly work because of incursions onto their land
that are sourced on government land. Because of the
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collective responsibility we all have as members of the
community and that all land-holders have, the
government, as a land-holder, should accept the
responsibilities it is prepared to put on private
land-holders. This is a fair set of points, and it is not
unreasonable to move such an amendment and to
expect the government to respond to it.
Government land management in this state has not been
up to scratch in the recent period. We have seen other
public debates relating to catchments, and the role of
vegetation management that is central to this legislation
becomes more and more important.
I want to make some comments about the role of the
catchment management authorities and how they are
performing at this time. In the first instance I will start
with the words of Ian Ross, from the western side of the
state. He is a farmer from Telangatuk East and a former
director of the Glenelg Hopkins Catchment
Management Authority. By all reports he is a very
competent individual who has contributed greatly. It is
worth putting on the public record some of his
comments in a letter that, as I understand it, originally
went in one form to the Premier but later went to the
Weekly Times.
The letter talks about the Glenelg Hopkins Catchment
Management Authority as an example of catchment
management authorities (CMAs) around the state. It is
the one Mr Ross is most familiar with, obviously
enough, and I understand he has resigned from that
authority. The letter from him published in the Weekly
Times, an opinion piece headlined ‘A scandalous waste
of money’, states:
The Glenelg Hopkins Catchment Management Authority has
little to show for the millions of dollars it has spent …
It is time the community of south-west Victoria and
governments at all levels learned about what is happening
with the Glenelg Hopkins Catchment Management Authority
and its waste of taxpayers money.
Since its inception nine years ago, the CMA has received
millions of dollars to fulfil its role of restoring stressed rivers
and their severely degraded catchments.
A brief window of opportunity to reverse decades of
ecological decline is being lost through the inability to
translate plans and strategies into any real achievements.
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community and its shortcomings with implementing
strategies and policy.
I had hoped setting out my concerns so frankly to the highest
level of government would prompt a thorough investigation
of the CMA and its lack of achievements.
The government has told me it has investigated the issues I …
raised …

However, I listened to what was said in this chamber
the other day by Ms Carbines, who is the Parliamentary
Secretary for Environment, and she appears not to have
gathered and learned the lessons that were put forward
by Mr Ross. She tried to dismiss many of the serious
comments he was making. Further the article continues:
Under the Catchment and Land Protection Act, it is the role of
the CMA board to ensure efficient and effective operation of
the authority.
But I don’t believe there is sufficient scrutiny of the CMA’s
outcomes.

The letter says it has become, as Mr Ross calls it:
… a kind of ‘catchment Santa Claus’ to the groups most
vocal in seeking funds, with insufficient regard for what they
will achieve.
There are many wildlife corridors that link nothing, but are
subsidised farm windbreaks creating pseudo biodiversity,
while core catchment assets are left unprotected.

This is an issue of priorities and this government spends
a lot of money but often gets its priorities quite wrong.
The article continues:
The waterways program through the river health strategy is
supposed to protect the best assets at risk.
Yet the CMA spends a vast majority of its river health funds
on minor creeks and gullies in measures that tend to be
implemented at random.
The net effect has been no significant improvement in our
streams.
When you ask what measurable change has resulted from the
CMA’s $15 million budget, you only get excuses.
The board is unable to demonstrate significant improvement
because of its catchment management.
A clear sign of this limited natural resource management
understanding is in the CMA’s 2005–06 corporate plan.

The letter quotes a reason given in the plan as being:
Earlier this year, with great reluctance, I resigned after serving
nearly three terms as a director of the CMA board.
In the resignation letter I sent to both environment minister
John Thwaites and his parliamentary secretary Elaine
Carbines, I set out the major issues with the CMA.
I told them of the CMA’s use of public funds, its
organisational culture, its lack of engagement with the

to build capacity among the community, land-holders,
industry and regional natural resource management agencies
to undertake on-ground works.

This is a very fair point that he is making. The article
continues:

CATCHMENT AND LAND PROTECTION (FURTHER AMENDMENT) BILL

3476

COUNCIL

Surely the key objective of on-ground works is to actually
achieve tangible improvement in our catchment health?

It is not about achieving capacity to achieve something,
it is about getting on-ground results, and this seems to
be a fundamental misunderstanding of objectives and
aims. He continues with a number of important points
about river frontage and so forth.
Mr Ross talked about the resourcing of the catchment
management authorities and wetland strategies. All of
these key land management issues should be central
roles of catchment management authorities under the
primary act that we are amending today, and the fact
that many catchment management authorities have not
got the clearest objectives means that the environmental
results on the ground are less than optimum.
It is interesting to look at the size of the budgets of the
catchment management authorities now. They have
grown significantly, but it is not clear to me that there
has been a commensurate increase in the achievements
of many of our catchment management authorities. It is
worth putting on the public record information about
the size of a number of our catchment authorities and
the changes in recent years so that people can see the
number of staff that are used. People need to ask
whether we are getting the best value for money that we
possibly could for these important authorities.
At the outset I make the point that the concept and the
approach of using catchment management authorities to
take an overall catchment-wide view and to be able to
integrate the issues and challenges across a catchment is
the right one. This act, going back to its earlier
incarnations, is in fact a Kennett government act and it
was visionary. That does not mean it is immune from
criticism; it does not mean that we cannot do better. It is
in the sense of wanting to do better and getting the best
outcomes that I make these comments today. My
concern is that every dollar of bureaucratic waste
means less environmental projects will be completed,
and that is the central point.
If you look at the Corangamite Catchment Management
Authority, you see that in 1998–99 there were
11 employees; there are now 42. The East Gippsland
Catchment Management Authority employed 37 people
in 1998–99 — in those days most were devoted to
floods — but there are 29 staff now. The
Glenelg-Hopkins Catchment Management Authority
has gone from 8 staff in 1998–99 to 56; the Goulburn
Broken Catchment Management Authority from 26 to
52; the Mallee Catchment Management Authority from
13 to 41.5; the North Central Catchment Management
Authority from 22 to 72; and the North East Catchment
Management Authority from 38 to 39, one with a very
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modest change. The Port Phillip and Westernport
Catchment Management Authority has 17 staff now.
The authority did not exist in 1998–99; in an earlier
incarnation it was the Port Phillip Catchment and Land
Protection Board which had 5 staff. The West
Gippsland Catchment Management Authority had
50 staff in 1998–99 and that has increased to 86 in
2004–05; and Wimmera Catchment Management
Authority had 13 in 1998–99 and has increased to 38.
Across the state those employed by catchment
management authorities have increased from 223
to 472.5.
Hon. E. G. Stoney — Acting President, I direct your
attention to the state of the house.
Quorum formed.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — My purpose, as I said, in
listing on the public record those important figures
showing the increase in the number of employees from
223 in 1998–99 to 472.5 in 2004–05 — and
presumably given that rate of increase it is even more
now — is to highlight the growth in the size of
catchment management authorities and to look at ways
that we could seek the best value for money.
I make the point that the income of the authorities has
increased from $66.71 million in 1998–99 to
$149.42 million in 2004–05. Again the question is, is a
commensurate amount of additional work being done?
The evidence of Ian Ross and others across the state —
and certainly evidence that has been put to me by
many — is that there is not an equivalent increase in the
outcomes for the community. I make the point that if I
were a minister after the end of November, I would
strongly support catchment management authorities
because they have a critical role, but I would seek to get
the best value out of them for the community and seek
to have them focus on delivering environmental and
land management projects for the community.
Ian Ross had it right in saying that we have a small
window of opportunity in many parts of the state to
institute the important environmental and catchment
level works, and that it is important that every dollar
that is spent be used to maximum effect. There is no
place in this area for bureaucratic waste, empire
building, featherbedding or other approaches that lead
to less than optimum outcomes. Catchment
management authorities are diverse organisations with
very different ways of approaching their objectives,
which is appropriate. It is one of the strengths of those
organisations because they have different tasks in
different places. The terrain is different, the waterways

CATCHMENT AND LAND PROTECTION (FURTHER AMENDMENT) BILL

Thursday, 14 September 2006

COUNCIL

are different and the specific interventions that are
required to be facilitated are different from place to
place, so you would expect different profiles in
different authorities across the state. I see nothing
wrong with that, it is a healthy sign rather than a
negative sign. It is true that Victoria has the strongest of
the catchment management approaches around the
country, and certainly many of our catchment
management authorities have been successful in
attracting Natural Heritage Trust money, which is an
important aspect of what has been achieved over the
last decade or so in Victoria.
I make the point that I was pleased that the federal
government when it sold a third of Telstra after the
1996 election put an enormous amount of money — the
$1.15 billion that was spent at that time — into
environmental projects. I was also proud to have been
somewhat involved in the process. I was pleased with
the use of that capital on environmental projects that
were funded in many cases through the Natural
Heritage Trust. That was a visionary approach that saw
enormous amounts of funding injected into
on-the-ground management of environmental projects
and issues, such as salinity and biodiversity, with a
focus on the necessary land management issues. The
existence of our CMAs meant that Victoria was very
well positioned to maximise its approach through the
Natural Heritage Trust.
The approach that was achieved throughout that period
was important, but there needs to be a constant focus on
organisations like catchment management authorities to
always keep a weather eye on ensuring that the best
outcomes and values are achieved. Because of the
issues raised by Mr Ross and the issues that have come
to light over the recent period, the member for
South-West Coast in the other place, the shadow
Minister for Water, and I wrote to the Auditor-General
seeking his comprehensive examination of catchment
management authorities. Our letter dated 25 August
states:
Since their inception the CMAs have grown significantly in
terms of budget, staffing and responsibilities.
Given that CMAs have now been in operation for nearly 10
years and they have experienced massive growth it is
appropriate that an external it audit of their operations be
conducted to ensure taxpayers are getting value for money
and that these authorities are meeting their responsibilities and
objectives.

Our letter quoted Mr Ross as having said:
It is time the community of southwest Victoria and the
government at all levels learned about what is happening with
the Glenelg Hopkins Catchment Management Authority and
its waste of taxpayers’ money.
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Mr Ross also said:
I don’t believe there is sufficient scrutiny of CMAs outcomes.

The central point is that land management in this state
has not lived up to what it could have achieved. We
need to put this in a positive light. We need to look at
ways of improving land management. One is to ensure
that CMAs accept their responsibilities and do so in an
efficient way. Another step is to ensure that public land
is managed properly, which is the purpose of my
reasoned amendment. Another matter is the focus that
comes from the department. I do not propose to discuss
it at length today because it is the wrong occasion for a
range of reasons, but the department needs a thoughtful
focus. It could do much better in so many areas than it
does.
With those comments I commend the bill to the house
but indicate that the opposition’s reasoned amendment
asks that the government come back with a
comprehensive management plan for public land as
well as private land. I also indicate that the community
needs to keep its focus firmly on the land management
issues that have been highlighted by the debate on this
bill.
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — On behalf
of The Nationals I am pleased to make a contribution to
the debate on the Catchment and Land Protection
(Further Amendment) Bill. The Nationals considered
moving a reasoned amendment but it was quite similar
to the opposition’s amendment. It would certainly have
the same effect. What we were going to put forward —
obviously Mr Davis’s amendment is first and we will
be happy to support it — was a little less wordy. We
were going to move: ‘That this bill be withdrawn and
redrafted to apply the same conditions of enforcement
of weed and vermin control to public land has apply to
private land’. I believe that would get the same end
result as Mr Davis’s reasoned amendment, which we
will be happy to support.
The purposes of the bill are to replace the requirement
to reach agreement on a control program with each
landowner with a requirement to serve a land
management notice on each land-holder; to provide that
the minister may declare a ‘priority area’ with a
statutory notice, thus obliging all landowners in the area
to undertake control measures; to empower the
secretary to issue notices to individual landowners
requiring compliance; to require that a landowner
advise the secretary of work carried out in response to a
land management notice, where previously they only
had to indicate compliance, and provide for an
infringement notice for failure to do so; to allow
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authorised officers to access municipal records for
names and addresses; to extend the period of a warrant
beyond a day to allow officers to realistically carry out
control activities where landowners have failed to meet
obligations; to allow authorised officers to search for
and seize specified items under a warrant; to clarify and
improve conditions for declaring noxious weeds; to
prohibit the possession or display of noxious weeds for
public displays without a permit; and to make planting
and propagating of noxious weeds an offence; and to
allow authorised officers to sample plant materials from
properties.
There are some good things in the bill, but like most
bills there are also some bad things. Our position is that
we will support the reasoned amendment and then work
through how we should deal with the bill. The bill
sounds good, but there are a few issues about it. One is
that when the provisions of the bill apply, they do so
with a very complex bag of red tape. The other issue we
very strongly object to, which is subject to our reasoned
amendment, is that the bill only refers to private land. It
will not put the same responsibility on public
land-holders who of course are the government.
The control of weeds is at a huge cost. I have kept
myself updated on it. The CSIRO does a fair bit of
research, and I believe the cost to the Australian
community is about $4 billion per annum. In the
primary producer area in Victoria the cost is almost
$1 billion per annum. As a farmer I am quite closely
connected with the land and although I am certainly not
an expert on weeds, I have spent a lot of time as a kid
out in the paddocks cutting weeds with a hoe, as the
Honourable Graeme Stoney may have done, too. There
was not so much spraying when I was a kid.
Mr Viney — I still do.
Hon. B. W. BISHOP — Mr Viney still does. I have
not done that for a while but as a kid I cut a lot of weeds
and our kids cut a lot of weeds, too, as part of running a
family farm. If our kids had visitors in the school
holidays, they did a bit of weed cutting as well. It was a
character-building exercise. We well know about the
cost and time taken up in trying to control not only
weeds but also pests.
That happens across all industries. There are a large
number of industries in the primary production area —
grains, horticulture, dairying and grazing. In the
horticultural industry they have some very clever
techniques. These days they use chemicals quite a bit as
well as adopting physical means but the shrouded spray
outfits they have are excellent and very clever. They
have clever cultivators that dodge around vines, for
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example, to get rid of weeds. In the dairying industry
there are selective mechanisms for managing weeds.
Some of the sprays in the grazing industry freeze the
plants, which increases the protein and allows animals
to eat them. This is a very efficient way of managing
the process.
When I served on the Environment and Natural
Resources Committee serrated tussock was an
absolutely terrible weed. A recommendation came out
of that committee that if there is a bad weed, such as
serrated tussock, it should be jumped on by putting a
special task force into place to ensure the weed’s
growth does not get out of control and become a real
pest, particularly in grazing areas. In the grains area
there is quite sophisticated equipment which is very
wide and quick. It is expensive and now mainly
managed by the global positioning systems. We have to
be very careful how we manage weeds, particularly in
the use of chemicals. Resistance to certain types of
chemicals requires a lot of research and careful
management.
The other issue on the farm that we as kids had a fair bit
to do with was rabbits. I do not think many kids on
farms have not had a rabbit-trapping trick. It is
interesting to know that rabbits came into our country
in the early 1800s. If my memory is right, they were
brought in by the Austin family, no doubt in good faith.
Tom Austin used to be a member of Parliament in the
other place; he was a great bloke but I never quite
forgave him for the fact that his family had brought
rabbits to this country. They were brought in in good
faith, as many of our weeds were as well, but now we
have to manage them the best way we can.
How do we handle the problem? It is The Nationals’
view that the government is short on a lot of things in
this catchment management program but one thing it is
not short of is a big stick. We have seen the number of
catchment land protection officers thinned out
substantially. They have almost gone and been replaced
with compliance officers. Changes have been made as
to what, for example, we can use to control rabbits; they
say we cannot now use carrots, which are a magnificent
poisoning bait for rabbits. We are now told we will
have to use something else, which will probably be
nowhere near as efficient. It makes it very difficult for
private land-holders — and the public land-holders
should be involved, too — to manage rabbits, given
those sort of restrictions.
Hon. E. G. Stoney interjected.
Hon. B. W. BISHOP — Mr Stoney goes for fox
baits as well, which are probably more prevalent in his
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part of the country than in ours. I was talking to some
of the land-holders in our area just the other day. I
asked how it really works. It sounds very similar to
what is in the bill. If a private property has a weed on it,
the officer will ring the farmer; he will turn up and have
a look at the weed and issue a work order. He will give
the farmer time to do it and then reinspect. If it has not
been done, a fine will be imposed.
That means now the farmer will have to go through the
process of writing and fully explaining what he has
done. We think that is a very complex way of going
about it. It is interesting to note that one of the farmers
told me that if there is a work order over your farm, you
cannot sell the farm. That is quite restrictive. Perhaps
the minister, in his response, might be able to clear that
up. I think it is quite a restrictive process, if that is the
case.
Landcare groups and farmers groups, which have a
huge commitment to managing weeds and pests in
country areas, want a couple of things done. They want
a bit of assistance and they want some organisational
support, which used to be available much more readily
than it is now. That is all our country people want so
that they can manage their private properties.
The issue in that area is about coordination. I have read
lately that Landcare numbers are dropping away, and I
must say that I do not blame people for not joining
Landcare because they do not get too much help. We
see Landcare groups as leading the way in relation to
the environment, particularly in managing weeds and
pests. Landcare groups and local farmers get really
frustrated when they do what is required on their land
but government land does not have much or any work
done on it. The term ‘neighbours from hell’ is used, and
that is certainly the case.
The government is keen to establish parks, but it is not
too keen on caring for them. I can remember when I
served on the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee and we were looking at that issue. During
that time I met a young lady who was a parks officer,
and in my judgment she was a really good one. She told
me that she spent 30 per cent of her time writing
submissions to get money to manage the weeds in
parks. That is atrocious, and it should not happen. If the
government takes on the responsibility of putting parks
into place it should also manage them.
This brings us back to the issue that this bill ought to be
a bill of equity. It should put the same punitive
measures in place for public landowners that apply to
private landowners. To my mind and that of other
members of The Nationals, there is no reason for the
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government not to do that. We will be supporting the
reasoned amendment moved by the opposition, and if
the government was fair dinkum it would do the same.
Clause 8, which inserts part 5A into the Catchment and
Land Protection Act, provides an example of what
happens. I have been through the clause and it closely
follows what I believe happens now. It is certainly a
complicated process. The land-holder is notified, a
notice is placed in the Government Gazette and
published in the newspaper. The process goes on and
on and, as Mr Davis said, at the end of the day the
farmer has to do a lot of book work. Whether they have
done the job or not does not make any difference, but it
is quite a load on people who have to work through that
process.
The Nationals think there is a simple fix for that. The
department should identify what the weed is and where
it is — someone has to do it, we accept that. It may turn
out to be just an isolated case, and if that is so the
department can proceed along the appropriate lines.
Alternatively, it might involve a larger infestation of
weeds across a number of land-holders, but we think
the process could be the same. It is fine to send a notice.
There could also be a visit from an officer who would
be able to give some advice and work with the
land-holder in a cooperative way.
The parliamentary committee I served on some years
ago that looked at weeds in Victoria — I think it was
1998 — —
Hon. D. McL. Davis — It reported after the election
in 1999.
Hon. B. W. BISHOP — It was a good committee
and made a number of recommendations. One of those
recommendations, if my memory serves me right, was
that the government should do its best to cooperatively
approach weed and pest management. That would have
been the way to go. Members of that committee
believed, and The Nationals still do, that more could be
done through a cooperative approach than the big stick
approach, which is what we appear to have now.
Timing, management methods and practical ways to
resolve the problems could then be sorted out.
I have been involved in managing a problem area
myself with a difficult to eradicate weed called
hardhead thistle. Years ago we formed a special group
in which everyone cooperated with the department.
Assistance was given towards the cost of chemicals, but
everyone had to pitch in together to ensure things were
done. That system worked very well, but it was a much
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more cooperative approach than the government is
putting forward in this bill.
I want to make a few comments on the thorny issue —
a play on words — of weeds and pests on roadsides.
For many years landowners of adjoining properties
have been expected to deal with them, and if you look
around and are experienced enough to know what is
going on, you would conclude they probably do the
best job. They might want to cultivate the land along
the roadside to clear up the weeds, they might want to
spray it, or they might want to rip rabbits. Of course if
you are going to do all these things you have to get a
permit, particularly for ripping rabbits. People who do
this on land that is not their own could get landed on by
the Department of Sustainability and Environment, yet
the DSE will not take any responsibility. This is even
more annoying to land-holders because they do not
own the government land.
I refer to an article published in the Weekly Times of
30 August this year about Mr Allan Stephens who is an
invalid pensioner. The article reads:
… Allan Stephens was taken to court and fined $214 in 2002
for not controlling gorse, a regionally controlled weed, on his
adjacent roadside.

The article continues:
Mr Stephens, who has a serious lung condition, said he was
angry at being taken to court and fined when —

he believed —
it was the local council that should have controlled the gorse.

The article goes on to say that Mr Stephens was even
angrier when he looked over the road to the local
Crown land which was heavily infested with weeds. He
is quoted in the article as having said:
You only have to walk down the road to see government land
literally covered with gorse.

That article illustrates the inequity of the whole process.
The government needs to address that critical issue.
I have always thought it would have been difficult to
prosecute an adjoining land-holder because of
occupational health and safety issues or even the fact
that they do not own the land. However, it appears that
was done and that issue needs to be sorted out. There is
no doubt that land along roadsides ought to be the
responsibility of the department. It used to do it years
ago but now it is hopelessly understaffed and is more
inclined to do the enforcement bit with little or no
coordination. There is a view rattling around the system
that local government should be responsible for that.
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In fact that would not be workable because local
government could not afford it and it would put an
enormous load on the ratepayers. If you work through
all the elimination issues, there is no doubt that it
should be the government’s responsibility, but it will
not take that on. If we had facilitation officers,
individual issues could be worked through, and I
believe it would work in a much better way. I am
absolutely certain that with a bit of cooperation and a
bit of management, we could get a better result out of
this whole issue. If it is a big area, as I said, there could
be a special area plan, which was in fact recommended
by the Environment and Natural Resources Committee
1998 report. The committee made the following
comment in that report:
Special area plans may be implemented to deal specifically
with roadside weed management problems. For example, an
action plan could be designed specifically to deal with a
particular weed species on a designated roadside.

That is what we thought in 1998, and that is probably
still the best way to go.
We call on the government to stop the confusion that is
about at the moment and to look at getting some
practical structures into place that are built around
cooperation — I am referring here to adjacent
roadsides — rather than having the bureaucratic red
tape we face at the moment and the severe punitive
measures that have been put into place.
We in The Nationals think the government has missed a
great opportunity here to create some equity between
private land-holders and the public land-holder, which
is of course the government. We believe that if the
government were fair dinkum and if it were really
serious about what it is trying to do with weeds and
pests and the environment, it would put public and
private land on the same level and we would have an
absolutely level playing field. Then we would not get,
we would hope, the accusation that the government is
the neighbour from hell. The government could put in
place cooperative and practical structures, and it could
allocate responsibility much more readily. That would
be a much fairer system, and I believe it would also go
a long way towards addressing the problem of roadside
weeds and pests. Every year at every farmer conference
the issue of roadside weeds and pests comes up as a
complaint or in a resolution.
The Nationals think the government has missed its
chance. It could have done what we suggested; instead,
it has smothered the system with red tape, and I suspect
it will come out at a huge cost, but it will be a huge cost
for the private land-holders and not the government,
which will have no responsibility on the public land.
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I urge the house to support the reasoned amendment put
forward by the opposition, which would at least allow
us so get some equity into the system, which is sadly
lacking at this point in time.
Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — I am very pleased to
speak on behalf of the government in support of this bill
which seeks to improve the efficiency of the controls
for weed and pest animals in Victoria. The management
provisions for weed and pest animals come under the
Catchment and Land Protection Act, which at times has
been criticised for being inefficient, difficult to enforce
and ambiguous in outlining the responsibilities of
stakeholders. As a government we are very pleased to
bring this bill before the Parliament today to enable the
more timely, targeted and effective management of
weeds and pest animals.
We all know and acknowledge that weeds and pest
animals cause significant land management issues
across the state. As a government we are working very
hard to address these serious issues on two fronts: by
providing more resources to tackle weed and pest
animal infestation on private and public land; and,
through the amendments proposed in this bill, by
streamlining the enforcement provisions to make them
more effective. We have responded to community
concerns about weed and pest problems originating on
public lands, and we have increased both the funding
and staffing to manage these difficult problems.
This year’s budget saw a further $2 million added to the
$45 million spent on weed and pest management in the
last financial year. An additional 35 positions have been
created to address weed and pest control on public and
private land across the state. Examples of our
investment in the management of weed and pest animal
infestation include $24 million over four years for weed
and pest control on both public and private land; an
additional $19.3 million announced last year for the
protection of natural values in our parks and for weed
and pest animal management; and the Moving Forward
provincial statement, which was also made last year,
contained a further $6.2 million for weed and pest
management.
We already have a comprehensive financial investment
in the serious issue of tackling weed and pest
management in our state, and we have already seen
significant improvement in preventing new pests from
establishing. We have had a major impact on
high-priority weeds, and an example I like to cite is the
serrated tussock weed. In 1995 serrated tussock infested
130 000 hectares of land across Victoria, mainly in my
region in the south-west. In 2005 — 10 years later —
the infestation has been reduced to 82 000 hectares. Of
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course there is still a way to go, but to not only contain
the infestation of serrated tussock but also reduce it
substantially is incredibly significant, and I would like
to acknowledge the work of the serrated tussock
working party, which has worked incredibly hard in our
region to achieve this astounding result. I note that in
stark contrast, serrated tussock has become more and
more of a problem in New South Wales, where a more
significant infestation has taken place.
As a government we are also undertaking the first
major review of the noxious weeds list, which has not
occurred for 30 years. We expect to see more weeds
declared as noxious as a result of this review. Since
1999 we have also nearly doubled the number of
doggers in the state. I know that for country people that
is a very important issue which has been raised in this
place a number of times, so as a government we are
very pleased to have doubled the number of doggers
since we have been in power.
These examples are a clear indication of the Bracks
government’s commitment to tackling the serious issue
of weed and pest animal infestation across the state.
Through the amendments contained in this bill, we will
streamline the enforcement of measures for weed and
pest management. Specifically the bill introduces two
new types of notice. The first is a priority area notice,
which will operate in relation to specific rural areas
where action has been identified as being necessary to
control weeds or pest animals. The second is a
directions notice, which will require a landowner to
undertake specified works to control relevant weeds or
pest animals on their land. These are sensible new
provisions.
As a result of this bill landowners who have been given
one of those notices will be required to notify the
Secretary of the Department of Sustainability and
Environment of the work they have undertaken to
comply with that notice. This is a very reasonable and
sensible addition to the provisions. I notice that the
Honourable David Davis in his contribution was critical
of the government for bringing in this part of the bill,
saying it imposed an unnecessary bureaucratic burden
on landowners.
We in government certainly do not consider that to be
the case, and we think that if landowners have complied
with a notice given by the secretary of the department,
they will expect to have to outline what they have done
to comply with that notice. It is not unreasonable to
expect them to notify the secretary of what they have
done to comply with the notice; it is very sensible. The
bill will also allow for the issuing of infringement
notices for failure to comply. It will streamline the
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process for the issuing of a land management notice
when land is jointly owned, and that is a very sensible
provision.
The bill clarifies the power of authorised officers to
take evidence of plant samples, and also allows officers
to access information held by local government in order
to identify a relevant landowner, which again is a very
sensible provision. It allows for a search warrant to be
issued for entry on more than one day because currently
a search warrant can only be issued for one day. The
bill will insert into the act a provision to make it an
offence for the displaying, planting or propagating of a
noxious weed. These are sensible amendments to the
act and they have been welcomed by land-holders
across the state. They make the enforcement of
provisions that we already have under the Catchment
and Land Protection Act more streamlined and efficient
so they can be carried out in a way that assists with the
eradication of some of the noxious weeds and pest
animals across the state.
I was very pleased to see an editorial in the Weekly
Times of 26 July congratulating the government on this
bill. The editorial headed ‘Weed fines hit the spot’
states:
We all hate being fined for speeding.
But on-the-spot fines are a valuable and a major deterrent in
the battle to save lives on our roads.
Let’s hope, then, that the government’s decision to
reintroduce on-the-spot fines for failing to control vermin and
weeds proves effective in helping rid our state of these
plagues and infestations.
Yes, some people will still neglect their properties, as many
others will still speed.
But knowing you could be hit with a $430 fine should act as a
major deterrent to such neglect.
Department of Primary Industries staff will no longer have to
drag land-holders into court to prove their case.
Instead it will be up to farmers to either pay the fine or take
the matter to court.
This means DPI officers will spend less time in court and
more time on the ground inspecting properties. DPI estimates
it will be able to increase the number of annual inspections
from 4800 to about 10 000.

So we have a big tick from the Weekly Times for the
government’s action in bringing this bill before the
Parliament and enhancing our enforcement provisions
in relation to weed and pest animal management.
I was very disappointed by Mr David Davis’s
contribution and his attack on catchment management
authorities (CMAs) across the state. I think he has
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misread the very good work of the 10 CMAs, and on
more than one occasion in a blatant political attack in
this house has undermined their very good work. It
reflects very poorly on him that he does not value the
work that CMAs undertake on behalf of all Victorians,
including him. It is disappointing to see him attack the
Glenelg-Hopkins Catchment Management Authority
and the good work it does under the leadership of Peter
Dark and Colin Dunkley.
I have been working with the CMAs for nearly four
years as a parliamentary secretary. It is one of the areas
in which I liaise on behalf of the Minister for
Environment in the other place. I am continually
impressed by the work that they undertake to improve
the health of our rivers and catchments across the state.
Much of the work they undertake addresses key issues
such as salinity and river health management and
tackles the issue of infestation of our land by weeds and
pest animals. Mr Davis is shadow Minister for
Environment and for him to use this place to attack
their very good work is terribly disheartening for the
catchment management authorities.
The CMAs are very disappointed to note that Mr Davis
does not support their work and is prepared to use this
chamber in a blatant attempt to attack them politically.
Catchment management authorities are very
disheartened because they are made up of good people
who care deeply about the environment and do a lot of
voluntary work on the ground with farmers and
land-holders to address key issues affecting the health
of our catchments. Mr Davis does not congratulate
them for that work. Instead he uses this place to attack
them. He has already announced that he has written to
the Auditor-General seeking an investigation into the
catchment management authorities, and that is
ridiculous because if there is anything that CMAs do it
is that they spend most of their time writing reports for
the state and federal governments. They spend a lot of
time doing that.
Hon. David Koch interjected.
Ms CARBINES — Mr Koch agrees with me. They
have to work incredibly hard to report back to their
masters in the federal and state governments. I would
say they can bear any amount of scrutiny. Mr Davis
ought to rethink his attack on CMAs. He ought to get
out of his South Yarra office and spend some time in
Victoria’s catchments meeting with the people who
make up those authorities. He should go out and see
what they are doing and where they are in improving
the health of the catchments, including in the
Corangamite CMA, which is in the area in which I live
where they are working incredibly hard to revegetate
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vast areas of our catchment, and where they are
working to improve the health of the Barwon River.
The Port Phillip catchment management authority led
the Commonwealth Games tree planting across the
state. In fact I was very pleased to join in on the tree
planting and planted over 250 trees in the
Commonwealth Games effort. I bet Mr Davis did not
plant even one!
Hon. J. M. Madden — He would never get his
hands dirty!
Ms CARBINES — I could not imagine Mr Davis
getting his hands dirty, that is for sure. It is
disappointing that he has attacked the catchment
management authorities. I have made sure they have
copies of what he has had to say about them. I have also
made sure they know that the Bracks Labor
government supports and values their work,
understands what they are doing and can already see the
benefits of significant financial investment in
improving the health of our rivers and our catchments.
With those few words I am pleased to speak on behalf
of the government in relation to this bill. It will make
the enforcement of regulations relating to weed and
pest animal management in Victoria much more
efficient. It builds on the government’s key work in
investing more funds into weed and pest management
both on the ground and by the employment of
additional offices across the state. I wish the bill a
speedy passage.
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) — I
am very pleased to rise and make a short contribution to
the debate in support of the Catchment and Land
Protection (Further Amendment) Bill. I am delighted to
have the opportunity to speak after Ms Carbines, who is
the Parliamentary Secretary for the Environment and
who works very closely with the catchment
management authorities, the water boards, other
community groups and environmental organisations
right across the state.
I want to pick up on one of the points that Ms Carbines
made about what a terrific job catchment management
authorities do. Whilst I was not in the chamber to hear
Mr Davis’s contribution, if he is being critical of the
catchment management authorities then along with
Ms Carbines I am very disappointed to hear it because
they do a fantastic job of looking after our waterways
and ensuring that pests and weeds are eradicated. They
work very closely with Parks Victoria to ensure that our
waterways are accessible to the community.
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In fact I met with representatives of the Goulburn
Broken Catchment Management Authority just last
week in relation to a grant the authority had received to
make the waterways more accessible for fishing. People
from Parks Victoria were also there; they were doing
some excellent work to improve access points along the
river so that people who are interested in getting access
to the river are able to do so. It is not just about being
able to access the river but about making it accessible
for people of all abilities. Those staff do a terrific job in
looking after the waterways.
I want to speak briefly in relation to the bill. Weeds and
pests of course pose a very significant threat to
Victoria’s social, agricultural and environmental values
and assets. We want to ensure that those pests and
weeds are eradicated as much as possible right across
the state. The act is considered to be inefficient in its
current form in both the time and resources required for
its effective implementation. It has been heavily
criticised by the community.
It has been estimated, to take one example, that
Department of Primary Industries officers would be
required to spend about 57 hours over a period of some
months to bring a recalcitrant landowner before the
courts for failing to control weeds or pest animals. That
is an enormous amount of time; hence this bill will
provide both a legislative and regulatory framework for
land management in Victoria.
The act includes particular provisions that govern the
responsibility of landowners for the control of noxious
weeds and pest animals. These provisions have been
criticised as being inefficient, difficult to enforce and
ambiguous in outlining the responsibilities of the
various stakeholders. Individual landowners and the
community generally need to be able to know who is
responsible for the eradication of noxious weeds and
pests.
The bill makes a number of amendments to the act to
improve both its administration and enforcement, and
to provide for more efficient management of weeds and
pest animals. It enables more timely, targeted and
effective management of weeds and pest animals
through the creation of two additional types of notice.
Ms Carbines has spoken about these at some length,
and I do not want to be repetitive, so I will just mention
them quite briefly. The first type of notice will operate
in what the minister has declared to be a priority area
and is designed to support community action in relation
to the management of specific weeds or pest animals
that have been identified as being of particular concern
within a community.
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The second type of notice — a directions notice — is
designed to target an individual landowner where it is
known that works are required to be undertaken to
control a specified weed or pest animal on that
landowner’s property.
These two new types of notice provisions will provide
authorised officers with alternative and simplified
means to target the control of weeds and pest animals.
It will be an offence to fail to respond to a notice or to
not undertake one of the methods specified in the notice
for controlling the particular pest animal or weed.
Ms Carbines spoke at length about what provisions are
in the bill covering failure by people to take that
necessary action and also about the notification
processes.
The amendments will improve the administration as
well as the enforcement of the act and allow for earlier
and more targeted interventions in relation to the
control of weeds and pest animals. This bill is really
about ensuring we are able to easily identify where the
problems are — whether it is an individual landowner
who has the responsibility for undertaking an
eradication or whether it is a community
responsibility — and it also provides extra power and
authority so that we can ensure the necessary actions
are taken and enforced.
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Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D. McL.
Davis, Mr P. R.

Stoney, Mr
Strong, Mr

Somyurek, Mr

Hall, Mr

Pair
Amendment negatived.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Third reading
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
By leave, I move:
That the bill be now read a third time.

In doing so I thank members for their contributions to
the debate.
Motion agreed to.
Read third time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

This is a very good bill. It will mean that noxious weeds
and pest animals will be eradicated and taken out of the
environment, meaning we will have a better
environment for us all to enjoy. The bill deserves the
support of all members of this chamber, and I
commend it to the house.
House divided on omission (members in favour vote
no):
Ayes, 21
Argondizzo, Ms
Broad, Ms
Buckingham, Mrs
Carbines, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eren, Mr
Hilton, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Lenders, Mr
McQuilten, Mr (Teller)
Madden, Mr

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

Noes, 17
Atkinson, Mr
Baxter, Mr
Bishop, Mr
Bowden, Mr
Brideson, Mr
Coote, Mrs

Drum, Mr
Forwood, Mr (Teller)
Hadden, Ms
Koch, Mr (Teller)
Lovell, Ms
Rich-Phillips, Mr

Sitting continued on motion of Mr LENDERS
(Minister for Finance).

SURVEILLANCE DEVICES (WORKPLACE
PRIVACY) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 13 September; motion of
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation).
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — In rising to
speak on the Surveillance Devices (Workplace Privacy)
Bill, at the outset I indicate that the opposition supports
this very short bill of only five pages. It is specific in its
purpose, which is just one very simple thing — that is,
to amend the Surveillance Devices Act 1999 to prohibit
the monitoring of staff in workplace bathrooms and
change areas.
We all understand that everywhere we go these days we
are under some sort of surveillance. When we go out
into the street, there are surveillance cameras there,
when we go into the shops, there are surveillance
cameras there, and when we go into supermarkets we
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are under surveillance to ensure that we are not stealing
things or otherwise breaking the law. Whether we go to
airports or all sorts of other places, there are
surveillance cameras everywhere. The surveillance
cameras have proved to be extremely effective in
deterring criminals and they also seem to be remarkably
effective in assisting with apprehending offenders if
some crime is committed. We are under constant
surveillance, optical surveillance perhaps more notably,
but in many cases we are under audio surveillance as
well. That trend has been increasing and will continue
to increase over time.
Surveillance activities are regulated by the Surveillance
Devices Act 1999, to which this bill makes very
specific amendments. Those amendments are made to
ensure that we cannot be under surveillance in
workplace bathrooms and change areas. In other words,
if anyone wants to plot some sort of bombing, they
should go into a bathroom as they will have a much
better chance of getting away with it than they would if
they did so in a hall somewhere!
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. C. A. STRONG — If anyone is plotting to
commit some robbery, they should go into the toilet and
talk!
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. C. A. STRONG — It is something that we
perhaps should not advertise overly to the criminal
class — I am sure people can find places to plot other
than in workplace toilets and bathrooms! The current
act does in fact provide for what is included in the bill,
because it has a prohibition on surveillance of private
activities without the agreement of the individuals
involved. In other words, under the current act it is
illegal to carry out surveillance in such workplace
toilets and washrooms et cetera unless employees agree
to that surveillance for their protection — for example,
against being molested in the toilet — or for some other
reason. This bill prohibits such surveillance except
under certain circumstances.
Understandably there are certain exemptions. Such
surveillance is prohibited except in accordance with a
warrant, emergency authorisation, or a corresponding
warrant or corresponding emergency authorisation —
in other words, police and other law enforcement
officers, including those from the Office of Police
Integrity, can apply for a warrant to install monitoring
equipment in a workplace bathroom or washroom area.
We are ever mindful of the issue of terrorism, which is
everywhere. The commonwealth act contains an
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exemption that provides for the monitoring of areas for
particular security reasons. There is also an exemption
in relation to the Liquor Control Reform Act, because
in many cases when there is alcohol involved and there
is the potential for drug use in the washrooms of hotels,
nightclubs or other licensed premises, it is often one of
the conditions of the licence for the premises that those
areas be put under surveillance to protect people from
what might happen in washrooms if alcohol and drugs
are present. In essence that is what the bill does. It is a
fairly simple bill, and it does not really change much. It
gives added security and provides little havens for
people to conspire in without being under the
surveillance we are all under. The opposition has no
problem with that bill. We support it and urge other
members to support it.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — I find it
really sad that we live in a society where it has become
necessary to have surveillance cameras in public places,
whether it be to guard against theft and vandalism or, as
Mr Strong suggests, the plotting of ulterior activities.
But it is a fact of life that we do live in that sort of
society and that the technology exists for surveillance to
be conducted covertly as well as overtly.
Notwithstanding the possibility of people plotting in the
washroom to blow up a building or conduct some sort
of terrorist activity, to take Mr Strong’s example, I
honestly believe citizens ought to be entitled to use a
toilet or washroom without being covertly observed,
either directly or at a later time on videotape, and that
they ought to feel confident they can do so. To that
extent I am not displeased with the legislation because
in terms of sheer decency people should surely expect
and be entitled to privacy. I am somewhat surprised that
the original act got through without anyone making that
observation. I do not know whether the original act was
intended to be as expansive as it turned out to be, but I
am pleased the Law Reform Commission
recommendations are now embodied in this legislation.
Presumably in installing surveillance devices most
employers are not doing it for the purpose of detecting
the plotting of some sort of illegal activity which will
affect a party other than the employer. They are
installing devices more as a means of cutting down on
pilfering and theft, either of workers’ personal effects
by other employees or, more particularly, of the goods
that are contained within the workplace which belong
to the employer and may be used as part of the
manufacturing process or whatever work is executed at
that location. I think that is the main reason that
surveillance devices are installed in workplaces. It
stands to reason, then, that those sorts of goods are not
going to be installed in washrooms or toilets in any
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event, so it seems less necessary to have them in those
situations.
As has already been noted, the bill contains provisions
to enable the Office of Police Integrity to execute a
warrant to conduct surveillance. That is a useful
addition to the bill. It means that if surveillance is to be
conducted in what are otherwise private spaces, it is
only to be done for some cogent reason.
There is also an exemption for persons engaging
domestic staff in their homes to look after children and
so on. I am not familiar with people installing
surveillance devices in those circumstances, but
presumably some do, otherwise this sort of exemption
would not be included in the legislation. That is fair
enough, but people dealing with children is an entirely
different circumstance to that of employers dealing with
workers of an adult age in the workplace. Like
Mr Strong, The Nationals have no objection to the bill.
We think it is an appropriate provision, and we are
pleased to support it.
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — It is with great
pleasure that I rise to speak in support of the
Surveillance Devices (Workplace Privacy) Bill, which
is another example of how the Bracks government is
legislating to improve the lives of Victorian working
people. Rapidly changing technology has meant that
employees have an unprecedented ability to monitor the
activities of their employees. Optical surveillance and
listening devices are now not only smaller but cheaper,
easier to use and more commonly available. This has
gone hand-in-hand with an increased awareness among
employers of workplace theft and safety issues, which
can have a considerable impact on the business bottom
line. Therefore, it is timely that we as a Parliament
provide clear parameters to the community and
employers as to what sort of workplace surveillance is
acceptable and what is definitely out of the question.
Clarity and a consistent approach have been the
hallmarks of the Bracks government’s approach to law
reform. That is why the Attorney-General asked the
Victorian Law Reform Commission to look into the
issues of workplace privacy. The Law Reform
Commission in its October 2004 report provided a
number of recommendations, some of which have been
utilised in developing this particular legislation. I want
to say at the outset, however, that the government is
considering all of the other recommendations of the
Law Reform Commission as the basis for developing a
more comprehensive workplace privacy regime in
Victoria. However, we are at the same time wishing to
achieve national uniformity and national consensus on
this issue. It is for this reason that the Attorney-General
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in the other place, Rob Hulls, has sought to put this
issue on the agenda of the Standing Committee of
Attorneys-General.
The bill seeks to legislate in one particular area and take
up one particular aspect of the Victorian Law Reform
Commission’s report — that is, in relation to the
monitoring of workers in workplace toilets, change
rooms, washrooms or breastfeeding rooms. These
rooms are, by the very nature of the activities that occur
in them, private. No work is being conducted in them,
and it is clearly unacceptable to the community for an
employer to be able to monitor workers conducting
private activities in those rooms.
The bill seeks to legislate to ensure that a loophole in
the Surveillance Devices Act, which currently prohibits
the surveillance of workers engaged in private
activities, is closed so that employers are not able to get
around the prohibition by asking employees to consent
to surveillance in such areas. The very nature of the
work relationship would make it difficult for workers to
withhold their consent even if they wished to do so.
The definition of ‘worker’ introduced in this bill is very
broad. It seeks to include independent contractors and
unpaid volunteers. The bill recognises that there may be
circumstances where surveillance should be able to be
conducted and makes specific provisions for
surveillance to be undertaken in accordance with a
warrant, emergency authorisation, or corresponding
warrant or emergency authorisation, a law of the
commonwealth — for example, it may apply in relation
to matters of national security — or the terms of a
liquor licence issued under the control of the Liquor
Control Reform Act 1998.
I agree with Mr Baxter that it is sad we have come to a
stage where this type of surveillance is occurring. I can
assure him that instances have been documented of
where such surveillance has taken place. In the Geelong
Advertiser of 26 July 2006 a story appeared about
employees at the Rookery Nook Hotel making
allegations of and being concerned about having found
a camera in the change rooms of the hotel. The owner
of the premises, the employer, in fact admitted to the
same in an affidavit to the court. Clearly this is a recent,
documented example of these types of unacceptable
practices.
Hon. W. R. Baxter — What was the reason he gave
for having it there?
Ms MIKAKOS — He said he was concerned about
staff stealing. He claimed he was not able to get the
camera to work, so hopefully in that instance the
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employees did not have their private activities filmed.
Nevertheless, as is apparent from the newspaper article,
it made the employees feel violated. They felt very
offended and upset that their privacy could be breached
in circumstances where they were showering or
changing their clothes. Sadly, there are instances of
these types of activities occurring. That is why we are
legislating to ensure that employers cannot undertake
such activities or cannot compel employees to consent
to such activities taking place.
The legislation is another example of how this
government is working towards putting in place
legislative protections for Victorian workers and their
families, and builds upon many other areas where it has
already legislated to protect the interests of Victorian
workers and their families. I think the government has
an exemplary record in this area.
While I am very pleased that the opposition and The
Nationals are supporting this bill, I contrast that with
their record in many other areas that relate to workers’
rights and conditions, in particular their support for the
so-called WorkChoices legislation of their federal
colleagues, which has been the most radical attack on
the rights and entitlements of Australian workers. Their
support for that became very apparent most recently in
a debate in the other house on a motion moved by the
Minister for Industrial Relations.
The shadow Minister for Industrial Relations said that
the Liberal Party was standing ‘shoulder to shoulder’
with Prime Minister John Howard on the WorkChoices
legislation. In the coming weeks and in the lead-up to
the state election we will be working very hard to make
sure Victorian families and Victorian workers are very
much aware of the opposition’s position on this issue
and other legislation over the past seven years.
I am particularly proud of the fact that the Bracks
government has, for example, moved to establish the
workplace rights advocate to provide advice and
support to private sector workers who come up against
the so-called WorkChoices legislation; that we have
reformed 20-year-old occupational health and safety
laws, which the opposition voted against; that we have
moved to protect outworkers and ensure they receive
their award entitlements, which again the opposition
voted against; and that we have provided an award
safety net which includes compensation for long
working hours or antifamily hours, which again the
opposition opposed.
Being pro-family and pro-worker is more than just
rhetoric for this government. It is about putting in place
legislation which seeks to improve and protect the lives
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of Victorian workers and their families. I am very
proud that the government has introduced the bill
before us today. It builds on a raft of legislative
reforms, some of which I have touched on, which
protect Victorian workers — and in this case this bill
protects their fundamental right to privacy. I commend
the bill to the house.
Hon. J. H. EREN (Geelong) — Like previous
speakers I am pleased to be speaking in support of the
Surveillance Devices (Workplace Privacy) Bill. This
bill does exactly what it says. It is about the privacy of
people in the workplace. It is about treating workers
with dignity and decency. I will outline the intent of the
bill, which is clear. I will not be very long because it is
a brief bill.
I must say that I have had phone calls and emails from
my constituents asking when such a bill would come
before Parliament because they have concerns about
their privacy at work. I am sure those people will be
very pleased that we have listened to and acted on their
concerns. This bill is yet another indication of the
Bracks government’s commitment to decent working
conditions designed to protect Victorian workers.
The bill is also a response to the Victorian Law Reform
Commission’s 2005 report on workplace privacy. That
report found that workplaces are not covered by
legislation to guide workers and employers about
privacy issues. With the rapid advancement of
technology and changing workplace practices
employers now have much more access into workers’
lives than ever before. The law must keep pace with
these changes to protect workers from unscrupulous
employers who like to spy on workers.
Having said that, I know that the majority of employers
do the right thing, but there are a few who do not. The
previous speaker quoted from an article written by
Daniel Breen which appeared in the Geelong
Advertiser. It reported that in Wye River hotel workers
were spied on in showers and changing rooms. Former
Rookery Nook Hotel employees Kylie Millar and
Patrick Shannon claimed that there were hidden
cameras in their changing rooms and showers.
Obviously this does happen. It has happened. Ms Millar
was quoted as saying she could not get over the fact
that this person had intentionally put a camera there.
She said it was disgusting.
It is good to see that the hotel closed for a week after
the staff walkout and many Wye River residents have
continued to avoid drinking there since it reopened.
That is an indication that these sorts of things are
clearly not in line with community expectations,
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specifically the surveillance of workers in private areas
such as toilets, changing rooms, lactation rooms and
washrooms. These are areas where all workers should
be able to expect privacy. Therefore this bill
implements one of the key recommendations of the
Victorian Law Reform Commission’s final report on
workplace privacy by prohibiting practices such as
these.
I have spoken on many occasions in this place about the
unfair WorkChoices legislation brought in by the
federal government and the pressure that is being
applied to workers by that legislation. WorkChoices has
changed the nature of the work relationship between
employer and worker — —
Hon. C. A. Strong — On a point of order, President,
I draw your attention to the fact that this bill deals
specifically with surveillance devices in certain work
environments and the member’s speech is straying into
federal government legislation. I ask you to draw him
back to the bill.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The lead speaker for
the government strayed in that direction but does have a
bit of leeway. I ask the member to come back to the
bill.
Hon. J. H. EREN — There is a link to this later on
in my contribution. It is linked because it revolves
around industrial relations. The point I was making was
that some of these relationships have been strained due
to the changes in industrial relations federally, and it
may be difficult for workers to withhold their consent if
they wish to object to being spied on but are in fear of
possibly being sacked. That was my point. This bill
specifically removes the ability of employers to place
workers under surveillance in private workplace areas
with or without the consent of the worker. I understand
that initially there was some concern that WorkChoices
legislation may have prevented the introduction of this
bill, because it seemed to attempt to cover the field of
industrial relations regulation. The Solicitor-General
has obviously advised that there is a good argument that
this bill does not regulate the relationship between
employers and workers but rather imposes a prohibition
on employers alone.
I am informed that the Attorney-General has written to
the federal Minister for Employment and Workplace
Relations, Kevin Andrews, requesting that the
commonwealth enact a regulation to exclude workplace
privacy from the coverage of WorkChoices in order to
remove any doubt about this issue and to avoid
potential litigation over constitutional technicalities.
The decent thing for the federal government to do in
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relation to this issue is to enact the regulation
immediately to eliminate completely the possibility of
any challenges to this commonsense piece of
legislation. Having said that, I can also say that there is
obviously a sense of urgency about having this bill
passed not only to protect the working community from
such employers, as I highlighted earlier, but — —
Hon. W. R. Baxter — The Victorian Law Reform
Commission’s report came down two years ago, so the
government has not acted too urgently!
Hon. J. H. EREN — We have under the
circumstances, Mr Baxter. The legislation is before the
house now so it is important to maintain the momentum
of the commission’s report — and let us not forget the
important intent of this bill, which is to protect the
rights of workers in private areas.
As I said before, this is a commonsense piece of
legislation. We understand that there need to be certain
exemptions from this bill to provide a sense of balance.
Those exemptions relate to permitting surveillance to
be conducted in accordance with a warrant or an
emergency authorisation, in accordance with the law of
the commonwealth or in accordance with the
requirements of a liquor licence. I think the bill
provides balance in terms of the interests of the
community and national security. It is a good piece of
legislation, and I commend it to the house.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I had not
intended to participate in this debate until I heard the
two speakers from the government who tried to make
this piece of legislation a springboard to criticise
WorkChoices.
Hon. W. R. Baxter — That is drawing a very long
bow!
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — Absolutely. They also
attempted to use this legislation to try to characterise
the opposition’s views on a range of legislation as being
anti-worker or anti-employee, which is an absolute
nonsense. The reality is that the bill before the house is
a very narrow piece of legislation that enjoys the
goodwill of all sides of the house. The contributions
that were made by this side of the house, certainly by
the opposition and by Mr Baxter, were generous in
respecting the legislation that was brought forward,
notwithstanding, as Mr Baxter said, that the
government has taken an inordinate amount of time to
bring this legislation to the Parliament, which
contradicts the position that was put by Mr Eren in his
speech.
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The reality is that this legislation is important, which
we support wholeheartedly, because privacy is an
increasingly important issue for the community. In this
instance tackling workplace privacy in the
circumstances outlined in the legislation — and I do not
intend to revisit all of that ground — is obviously of
importance to us and to all fair-minded people.

Ms Mikakos — On a point of order, President,
given the ruling you made earlier in relation to
Mr Eren’s contribution, and the fact that Mr Atkinson
has now strayed from the bill for quite a considerable
time — I did make some brief comments in passing,
Mr Atkinson — I ask that you bring Mr Atkinson back
to the bill.

The behaviour that was referred to in Mr Eren’s speech
is absolutely outrageous and inexcusable. From that
point of view the full force of the law ought to be used
against anybody who is so exploitative of people’s
privacy as they were in that situation. There is
absolutely no doubt that this legislation deserves
support. But when it comes to trying to use this as a
springboard to mount an argument against federal
legislation, which in no way impeded this legislation
coming before the house at an earlier time or impeded
the jurisdiction of this Parliament to introduce and pass
legislation or anticipate any of the clauses and penalties
that have been included in the legislation, to be saying
that WorkChoices in any way had an effect on this
legislation, or indeed delayed it, is absolute nonsense.

Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — On the point of order,
President, the material ought not to go unchallenged. I
would not have participated in this debate at all had it
not been for the fact that two government speakers
raised these very issues to which I am referring. I would
prefer not to have — they have nothing to do with the
legislation — but the reality is that two government
speakers entered this debate and I am simply rebutting
it.

It is political propaganda at its absolute worst. I can also
say, given the remarks made by Ms Mikakos, that some
of the legislation she mentioned that the opposition has
opposed over the course of this Parliament had not been
opposed in its entirety. We have not opposed all aspects
of that legislation. We have supported many of the
initiatives brought forward in that legislation. As I have
said many times in this chamber, and I know many of
my colleagues share that view very strongly and have
also said it in their contributions, there is no way the
opposition ever supports the exploitation of people in
the workplace.
The opposition recognises, as a couple of speakers have
said — and Mr Eren acknowledged this — that most
employers are out to do the right thing. They are not
trying to do the wrong thing in the pursuit of their
activities. Recently when I have spoken to small
business organisations I have pointed out to them that
much of this government’s legislation and its behaviour
in policing that legislation appears to be based on the
fact that there is a view amongst many people in the
Labor Party that all employers are seemingly out with
some sort of enthusiasm to cheat their customers, to
sack workers because of some bizarre fetish, to
certainly injure their workers in situations, to avoid
paying tax and to simply be undertaking their activities
for the joyous purpose of filling out government forms.
The government does not get what business is all about,
and it does not understand that most people in business
are very keen.

Hon. W. R. Baxter — On the point of order,
President, I believe Mr Atkinson is entitled to rebut the
comments that were made, particularly those made by
Ms Mikakos. I have to say that when Ms Mikakos
commenced, I was staggered by her remarks, because
Mr Strong and I had generously accepted this
legislation at face value. It never occurred to me for one
moment that Labor would try to connect it with
WorkChoices, yet Ms Mikakos went on at length,
alleging that the opposition had opposed various pieces
of legislation to do with workers. I think Mr Atkinson is
fully entitled to rebut the misleading contribution made
by Ms Mikakos.
Mr Viney — On the point of order, President,
Mr Atkinson did have 5 minutes-worth of rebuttal to
passing references by Ms Mikakos and Mr Eren. In the
second case you asked Mr Eren to come back to the
bill, and Mr Atkinson has now strayed beyond
discussion of WorkChoices and is attacking
government policy on business. This is certainly
straying a very long way from the legislation.
The PRESIDENT — Order! There had been one
point of order raised about Mr Eren, and I called him
back to the bill. In his opening contribution
Mr Atkinson said he was doing it on the basis of the
contributions made by members of the government. I
will give him the same ruling I gave then — that is, to
come back to the bill.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — There is little to be said
on the bill because everybody is of one accord on this
legislation and recognises that it is quite important and
ought to be supported. The issue is that two government
members strayed from the bill and introduced other
material which had absolutely nothing to do with this
legislation. In fact Mr Eren suggested that the federal

SENTENCING (SUSPENDED SENTENCES) BILL

3490

COUNCIL

WorkChoices legislation had in some way impeded the
passage of this bill, and that is an absolute untruth. The
fact is that the federal WorkChoices legislation had
absolutely nothing to do with it.
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JUSTICE LEGISLATION (FURTHER
AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading

Mr Viney — On a point of order, President, you
have just given a ruling asking Mr Atkinson to come
back to the legislation, but he is clearly defying your
ruling. I suggest you ask him to come back to
discussion on the bill or to stop talking.

Received from Assembly.

The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask Mr Atkinson to
come back to the bill, which relates to surveillance
devices and amends the Surveillance Devices Act 1999.

CRIMES (SEXUAL OFFENCES) (FURTHER
AMENDMENT) BILL

Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — I am quite happy to be
sat down on this because, frankly, I am talking about
the bill, because Mr Eren said in his charge in this place
that the piece of legislation we are considering was not
able to be introduced earlier and was impeded by the
federal government’s WorkChoices legislation. That is
what he said, and I think I am perfectly entitled to rebut
that outrageous proposition. I do not see how in any
way that is straying from discussing this legislation.
The federal government’s WorkChoices legislation is
apposite to this legislation, and a lot more apposite to
this legislation than any of the material other speakers
used in their contributions to the debate.
The fact is that they went on and raised a catalogue of
legislation that we were supposed to have opposed for
some political purposes when in fact they were taking it
totally out of context and exploiting this important
legislation for outrageous political purposes. The record
will reflect badly on those two members for their
contributions, and it will also reflect rather badly on
Mr Viney for trying to shut up a proper rebuttal of
legislation.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

SENTENCING (SUSPENDED SENTENCES)
BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister
for Sport and Recreation) on motion of Mr Lenders.

Read first time for Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister
for Sport and Recreation) on motion of Mr Lenders.

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

STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE
Review of standing orders
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I move:
That —
(1) the draft standing orders, recommended by the Standing
Orders Committee in its final report on a review of the
standing orders, August 2006, be adopted as the
standing orders of the Legislative Council; and
(2) the new standing orders come into operation on the first
sitting day of the next Parliament.

I have great delight in moving the motion in my name,
which is on the notice paper, to adopt the report of the
Standing Orders Committee. It would be churlish, when
the motion is in my name, to do anything but to
acknowledge that this has been the work of a
committee of seven members of the Council. The work
has been most ably supported by the Clerk and
Assistant Clerk of Committees, to get a product before
the Council which has virtually unanimous support.
There are two issues which I will deal with on which
there was not agreement.
What I would like to dwell on first is the extraordinary
agreement that has been achieved. I do not want to
underestimate that. We can talk very glibly about things
being agreed. Seven people sat around a table and had a
lot of very different views. The extraordinary thing
throughout the large number of meetings held was the
apparent willingness and effort to try to find areas of
common agreement. The members of the committee
cast their minds forward to what this chamber would
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look like in the next Parliament under a new electoral
system. We tried in our own various ways to come up
with a system we thought would suit that best. We
started by incorporating the existing sessional orders,
the existing standing orders and a number of other
items together into one document.
The sessional orders were originally adopted in quite a
controversial fashion in this change. There was a robust
debate back at the start of this Parliament. There were
two iterations of it. One of them had government and
The Nationals support and two of them were
government only and not supported by either of the
opposition parties. There have been a number of further
changes in that incorporation, but essentially other than
the two contentious issues, which are the government
business program and time limits, they have been
modified, enhanced and brought into line with the
standing orders.
A number of additional items were added that had not
been dealt with previously. For example, we dealt with
how long the bells should ring when there is not a
quorum. It sounds minor and technical, but it was an
issue that the Leader of the Opposition drew to the
attention of the committee. It was a problem, and in
adjusting it there was a discussion as to what would be
an appropriate solution. We also dealt with what should
happen if an absolute majority has not been achieved
and the bill has been passed, how do we deal with that.
We dealt with the issue of the removal of a casting vote
for the President in the new Parliament. We dealt with
the issue of what happens to the Deputy President.
We dealt with some of the language issues. I personally
did not like the language that said the Governor would
command that we consider something. We have now
changed the language because of that foible of mine so
that the language is now that the Governor requires us
to do something. They are illustrations of a range of
things, some of them major and others not, that were
dealt with by the committee in forming the proposal to
reform the standing orders.
We also dealt with what should happen if the house sits
on a Friday. One of the things that I argued for strongly
when the original sessional orders were adopted was
that rather than this house sitting until 3.00 a.m. or
4.00 a.m. if it ran out of time for business, it should sit
on a Friday. The only mechanism for that was to have a
government business program. We also now have a
secondary mechanism for the house to sit on a Friday if
need be.
For several meetings of the committee we had a great
argument about whether there should be a question time
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or not when the house sat on a Friday. I am not quite
sure how the opposition parties convinced the
government — we acquiesced to their requirement —
to say that if the Parliament did sit on a Friday there
should be a question time. As a government our starting
point was that if Parliament was sitting on a Friday that
was in lieu of sitting until 4.00 a.m. and we should not
have a question time. However, the opposition and The
Nationals very eloquently convinced us that that was an
appropriate thing to do. It is an indication of how the
committee came from starting positions — sometimes
they were philosophically different positions but maybe
it was like the hostages in a hijack in that we wore each
other down or it may have been because reason
prevailed — but in the end came up with a document
that with two exceptions everyone agreed on.
The last minor item I will talk about concerns
something as basic as describing a session. We have the
situation currently in the Parliament where we cannot
refer to the Hansard of the same session. A session
lasts for four years. In the proposed standing orders we
have changed the period to be the last six months.
The biggest one of the new items is the Legislation
Committee. We have discussed that here and we have
trialled it. Churchill once described democracy as the
worst form of government except for all the rest, or in
similar terms. I think our Legislation Committee is the
worst form of scrutiny except for all the rest. We have
come up with something, and we have tried it. It is a
remarkably complex new area, but the seven members
of the committee were able to agree on a format to put
forward. That is an example of how the committee has
generally worked together well in trying to find
solutions. We on the Standing Orders Committee —
you, President, Mr Philip Davis and Mr Forwood from
the Liberal Party, Mr Bishop from The Nationals, and
Mr Viney, Ms Romanes and me from the
government — probably collectively deserve to pat
ourselves on the back.
There is disagreement in two areas. I will not dwell on
them because we had the argument in committee for
ages and ages. For the record, the first item of
disagreement is time limits. Without reiterating the
argument we had in February 2003, when the house
argued it robustly, from the government’s perspective
time limits are appropriate. We feel an appropriate
balance is achieved by the lead speaker for the
opposition having an hour, by other speakers having
15 minutes and by having no time limits in the
committee stage. If a person cannot articulate their
argument well in that time then in a sense that is a
problem with the person needing to be more articulate
than the institution having to listen to long, rambling
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speeches. I will not go on for long — I have been
talking for 6 minutes, and I will go on for about
2 minutes more to prove my point — but that is an area
of disagreement.
But I say again, in the spirit of the way the committee
was run, the government conceded to the argument
from the opposition and The Nationals, that if you are
going to have the dreaded time limits — without
conceding anything on the merit of time limits — then
we should at least remove the situation where some
people have a 15-minute time limit, some have
10 minutes and some have 5 minutes. While the
opposition might think they do not want time limits per
se, we have tried to reach agreement where we can.
I could not help but mention in passing, although it
does not sound too bipartisan, that in the 150 years of
this house the first time limits were, I believe,
introduced by Mr Forwood in the last Parliament — but
it would be churlish of me to digress on that point.
The other area where there is strong disagreement
concerns the government business program. The
government insisted on introducing this program when
it first started using sessional orders, but has not
presented a business program to the house very
often — and probably it has been as a result of
persuasion by the opposition. It is not a tool the
government has sought to use very often in the last half
of this Parliament.
In philosophical terms we believe there comes a time
when a government needs to articulate what is
important to it and to set a time limit for the house to
work around. In the end the program only works if it
gets a majority on the floor of the house, so we think it
is a good device for the house to use its own judgment
in setting time limits for debate. As I said, there was
disagreement on that issue. The government has not
changed its original view that that is a tool that should
be in the standing orders and available if the house
chooses to exercise it. The government has not sought
to use that device very much in the last half of this
Parliament, although in the first few weeks of the
Parliament, if I recall correctly, it was something the
government sought to do every week. Part of that is as a
result of persuasion by the opposition.
This is a good report. It tries to incorporate merging the
sessional orders and the standing orders with a range of
other issues that the Standing Orders Committee in its
wisdom brought forward. There were two areas of
contention, but it is good that a committee of the house
can get that down to only two areas rather than a whole
lot.
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I would like to thank the members of the committee and
the clerks for their assistance to the committee. They
did a lot of work for the committee. I cannot help but
recall that they prepared a draft report at one stage
which explained all the clauses. The committee did not
want them printed because, primarily, I do not think we
wanted to spend time at another 20 meetings arguing
over why we did things. A lot of very good work was
done, and it made our task a lot easier. I commend the
standing orders, as proposed, to the house.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — Where to
start? We have plenty of time to finish the debate
tonight because we have managed to meet the
government’s aspirations for the legislative program by
finishing early in the week.
Hon. Bill Forwood interjected.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — Therefore I can, if I
choose, reprise the 20 meetings of the Standing Orders
Committee that we held, commencing from 1 August.
Hon. W. R. Baxter — You will not be too popular
if you do.
An honourable member — Last year?
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — Yes, it was 1 August
2005. I have to say that if I had been advised about
what was involved in coming to a conclusion where all
matters but two could be finally agreed between the
government, The Nationals and the opposition, I do not
think I would have volunteered for the task. As the
Leader of the Government said, remarkably we did
eventually find areas of compromise on most issues.
The standing orders before the house are really an effort
to bring together and consolidate in contemporary
language a whole range of matters, and I do not intend
to comment further other than to say that the Leader of
the Government has given a good summary. But I do
want to respond particularly on a couple of points.
The Leader of the Government suggested that the
opposition may have worn the government down on
some matters. I like to presume that the government
realised, as we got closer to the date of the general
election, that there may well be a role reversal
occurring in 10 weeks, 1 day and 6½ hours, and
therefore was more easily persuaded on most issues
than it was a year ago when it was vehemently
opposing the representations of the opposition at that
time on a number of issues. But in any case the
government did see the light.
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The government has not seen the light with respect to
two matters which have been previously mentioned. It
is fair to say that the government and the opposition
have been consistent for four years on the issue of the
government business program and time limits. The
opposition has made a case, as it did in regard to the
sessional orders debate in 2003, that time limits are an
infringement of the rights of members of this place and
debilitate the manner of consideration of legislation.
Let me express a personal opinion. Rarely today in this
house do we have debate on legislation. What we have
is a series of prepared, set speeches that members bring
with them into the chamber and, if not read laboriously,
certainly use as copious notes — I think that is the
guidance from the Chair from time to time. My point is
this: that any action on the part of the house
collectively, in its wisdom, to so prescribe the way in
which matters are debated, including the introduction of
time limits, is a significant undermining of the process
of proper policy debate.
Unfortunately the Parliament, which should be the
fulcrum of policy debate around the legislation that the
government introduces from time to time, or indeed
legislation introduced by other members of this house,
regrettably has been diverted to simply being a place
where speeches are delivered which have been prepared
for the purpose of circulating to the electorate or some
other constituency as if they are the work of the
member when in fact in many cases they are nothing
more than government advisers’ briefing notes. So the
notion of proper policy debate — —
Mr Viney — So the opposition doesn’t do that? It is
only our side!
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — Mr Viney interjects and
asks ‘So the opposition doesn’t do that?’. I point out to
him that the opposition does not have the staff to do it!
The reality is that members of the opposition come in
here and endeavour to debate the issues. In my view the
constraints of time limits are a great disservice to the
process of proper debate in this chamber.
More importantly, the opposition has consistently
objected to the matter of a government business
program. The government insisted on bringing in
sessional orders to introduce a business program and
for the first two years of this parliamentary term
insisted in most sitting weeks on applying the business
program. Consistently the opposition argued that it was
entirely unnecessary and that the traditions of this house
were based on a notion of cooperation between all of
the parties present. There had not been the experience
previously of a business program being required. We
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did not see any purpose in it. During most weeks it was
not required at all for the government to achieve its
legislative objective.
What we have seen as a result of the government
desisting from bringing in a business program as a
matter of course is that there is a good deal of
cooperation between the parties and members of this
place to facilitate debate on significant issues which
need to be considered by the house and ensure that
those issues on which there is no significant policy
contention are dealt with expeditiously. Therefore in
each sitting week, without a government business
program, the government’s legislative agenda is dealt
with.
In the next Parliament, whichever party forms
government, unless it has a majority in this house,
clearly it will not have the capacity to introduce a
government business program anyway. If it has that
capacity — that is, if it has a majority in the house — it
will be able to do within the standing orders anything it
wants to achieve its legislative objective. That has
always been the way.
As far as the opposition is concerned, the point of
having a government business program is completely
lost and without purpose. It achieves nothing except to
provoke discord amongst members because of the
government’s using its numbers, when it has them, to
run untrammelled across the rights of members to fully
debate matters of significant public policy.
The purpose of the business program — let me say this
clearly — is to gag debate and to not allow members to
fully explore all the issues they need to explore. Given
that there are time limits in any event, members of this
place cannot deal with legislation by way of a filibuster
because the time limits in themselves put paid to that.
The Liberal members see absolutely no value in the
government business program, and for that reason we
are opposed to both the time limits and the business
program.
In conclusion I make the point that this is a matter that
was given full and frank consideration at every stage of
discussion of the proposed standing orders. Indeed I
refer the house to the appendix attached to the report of
the Standing Orders Committee which we are
considering, being the extracts from the committee
proceedings where attempts were made in the process
of adopting the report to further deal with the matters I
have raised by proposing amendments to the report to
excise the time limits and the business program. Those
attempts were unsuccessful at that point, but to give the
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house the opportunity to reflect on this issue, I move
the following amendment to the minister’s motion:

we will have no choice but to oppose the motion before
the house to adopt the standing orders.

That in paragraph (1), after ‘Legislative Council’ there be
inserted —

Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — I rise to
make a small contribution to the debate on the issue of
standing orders. I have had a couple of goes at this. I
was involved in the one before, when the Honourable
Bruce Chamberlain was President, and it was certainly
a long-running investigation — —

‘, except proposed standing order 5.04 relating to time
limits and proposed chapter 11 relating to the
government business program’.

My amendment is proposed to deal specifically with
those two issues to give all members of the house the
opportunity to consider what we see as a substantive
matter. It is a pity that we have come to this point,
because I am advised that the standing orders of this
place have always been revised and adopted in their
amended form with a degree of unanimity. I am
advised by the clerks, who are the font of all wisdom,
that all preceding draft standing orders have been
adopted without dissent. However, if the house does not
accede to this amendment, we will arrive at a point
where the Liberal opposition will oppose the adoption
of standing orders on the basis of its dissatisfaction with
the matter of time limits and the government business
program. I flag that now because I will not seek a
further opportunity to speak to that issue.
We have been most satisfied with the conclusions
reached on most issues, and I concede that the
government did endeavour — as far as possible, I
suspect, within the parameters in which the Leader of
the Government has to work — to achieve a degree of
cooperation, but given that opposition members have
opposed both these matters strenuously since they were
first introduced in 2003, it would be entirely
inconsistent for us not to maintain that opposition.
However, that is not the reason we are opposing the
orders governing time limits and the business program.
We are opposing them because we do not think they
add anything at all to the consideration of legislation. In
fact they significantly undermine the capacity of the
house to — —
Mr Viney — So if you lose the amendment, you are
opposing the standing orders?
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — That is what I have been
saying. I think the house needs to be absolutely clear
what it is that the opposition is proposing. The
interjection from Mr Viney was intended to elicit
clarification that the opposition’s position is that it is
putting forward an amendment to excise the standing
orders relating to time limits and the standing orders
relating to the government business program. The
amendment therefore, if successful, will mean that the
opposition will support the standing orders as
presented. If that amendment is unsuccessful, we feel

Ms Romanes — It was even longer.
Hon. B. W. BISHOP — The Ms Romanes was
there too, and I think Ms Romanes and I might be the
only two left here who were on that particular
committee. That was an interesting time as well. It took
a while to go through, but we revamped the standing
orders that had been in place for some time.
This time it has been a bit different. It was a different
task that we were charged with by the house, which
was to revamp the standing orders to meet the
requirements of two areas: one was the constitution and
the other was the make-up of the new upper house. We
do not know what the make-up of the new house will
be, and I believe during our investigations and our
debates in the Standing Orders Committee we were
second-guessing a lot of the time as to what would
happen when the new house sits in this chamber.
However, like most tasks, I suppose, you get a first
major initiative, which was the Legislation Committee.
The Nationals were not in favour of it, and the reasons
for that were we believed a small group or an individual
was unlikely to be on the Legislation Committee, and
that was not a fair go. If the committee sat at the same
time as the Parliament, it was impossible to be
everywhere. Again, we were trying to second-guess the
make-up of the new house.
We did understand the advantages that the Legislation
Committee would provide to the house particularly
with complex bills that took a fair bit of working
through. But we believed that on balance that was not
the way to go, and that is what we said when we had
the debate in the house on the Legislation Committee.
When we had that debate there was a different point of
view in relation to calling witnesses. However, that is
what was in place at the time, and that was the decision
we made. However, whilst we were against the
Legislation Committee at that time, when it was put
into place we gave it a go, and I think it would be very
clearly recognised by anyone involved that The
Nationals gave it a red-hot go.
The committee was trialled with a couple of quite large
and complex bills. The committee, chaired by
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Mr Viney, as I understand it turned out to be an
informal type of committee, and in fact I suspect it
could not have been done any other way as those
particularly complex bills were worked through.
We also worked through the other issues in our
investigation of what the new standing orders would be,
and the Legislation Committee will now sit on
Wednesday and Thursday evenings after dinner, if
required. When it came to the final run it was
interesting to note that when we got to the first bit, the
obvious disagreements on behalf of the Liberal Party
and The Nationals were over the standing orders
governing the government business program and the
time limits, which have been talked about by the
Honourable Philip Davis. We stuck to that objection all
the way through, and so we have the amendment before
the house today, which addresses this particular
situation and which of course The Nationals will
support.
We had some other issues, including the one I
mentioned briefly a moment ago relating to the calling
of other witnesses to appear before the Legislation
Committee, which we felt quite strongly about. We
thought there should be enough flexibility to ensure that
the Legislation Committee could work through the
issues with all the information put before it so it could
make the right recommendations when it came back to
this house. The report is silent in that area, so I believe
we will be able to work through that. Although I will
not be here, the house will be able to work through that
situation with a bit more flexibility than was first
envisaged. In the early stages only the house itself
could authorise witnesses to give evidence. That was
quite restrictive, so I am really pleased to see that the
committee has been given much more scope.
We had good debates about Friday sittings, and ended
up saying, in the simplest of terms, that if you are going
to have a Friday sitting, it will be a normal sort of day.
The other debate we had, which was quite an extended
one, related to the issue of a member of the Legislation
Committee not being able to move the same
amendments if they came back to the committee of the
whole. The Nationals thought that was not on, and we
took as hard a line as we could in relation to that issue,
and I can give the house some of the reasons. We did
not believe it would be democratic if the same member
was not able to come back to the committee of the
whole and move the same amendments because the
Legislation Committee may have a different make up to
the committee of the whole.
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Again, we are second-guessing what this house might
look like. For example, it is not beyond comprehension
that you could lose an issue in the Legislation
Committee but, if you were good enough, you might be
able to win it in the committee of the whole. So we
were delighted to see that provision had been removed.
There is reference to it in the report recognising that it
would not be what you would call accepted practice,
but I think it is a step forward for democracy in relation
to the rules of this place.
I commend government members for accommodating
us as we argued through that particular area. As I said
before we started off with two quite definitive
disagreements — —
Hon. Bill Forwood — Across a round table!
Hon. B. W. BISHOP — Across a round table, and
we have ended up with two definitive disagreements,
but we have managed to work through them. I
commend government members, particularly
Mr Lenders, who was very good at working through the
issues; it was a long and difficult task.
I commend the President for her management of the
committee, and particularly for her management of
Mr Forwood, who was always quite chirpy at the
committee meetings. He certainly created some
amusement for us as we went through. The President
did a good job. She eased us through when we got to
the tough spots, and there were some tough spots. I
think the morning teas she provided were probably a bit
better than the ones we had had on previous
committees, although they were a while ago. I thank her
for her hospitality. It is not surprising in such
committees that we scuffled, wrestled and argued about
particular issues, but we got on pretty well at the end of
the day when we reached some accommodation, with
the exception of the two issues we will soon be voting
on.
I give a big commendation to our clerks, Wayne
Tunnecliffe and Andrew Young. They put up with a
fair bit with us trying to do things which were pretty
difficult to write down and manage, but they got
through it and did a remarkable job. They were most
accommodating of our various wishes and worked
through them very well at each meeting.
In conclusion, I think it will be interesting — whilst I
will not be here, and probably a number of others will
not be here either — to see how right we got it, how it
works in the new house and how the structure manages
to adjust in relation to the standing orders, which are an
integral part of this place and the management of it.
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Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — I am very pleased to join
in this debate on the proposed new standing orders for
the next Parliament. I want to commence by
acknowledging the goodwill and work of all of the
members of the committee, including my colleagues
Mr Lenders, Ms Romanes and yourself, President, in
chairing the committee. I acknowledge also the
goodwill of the Leader of the Opposition, Mr Philip
Davis, Mr Forwood and, from The Nationals,
Mr Bishop. I also want to acknowledge the good work
of the Clerk and the Assistant Clerk in this process.
Others have spoken in this debate about the ability to
achieve the compromise. One version of events put
forward by the Leader of the Government was that it
was like a hostage situation, and Mr Philip Davis
suggested it was because of the closeness of an election.
I do not believe it had to do with either of those factors.
I genuinely believe there was a lot of goodwill, and I
genuinely believe the compromises that were achieved
were on that basis.
I interjected during Mr Philip Davis’s contribution in
relation to his comment that there are too many set
speeches in this place. He then appeared to suggest that
all of those set speeches were from government
members, which I found disappointing because I can
recount a number of members on his side making set
speeches for their particular constituencies.
Ms Hadden interjected.
Mr VINEY — Don’t tempt me, Ms Hadden! My
experience in this chamber, having served in the other
place, is that there is very good debate in this chamber.
There are exchanges across the chamber, which I never
saw in the other place. Sometimes I have even seen
speeches become almost conversational between one
side and the other. There is a good process of debate
and consideration of legislation in this chamber, and I
think that is healthy. It is healthy because this
government has set about making this house a house of
review. We have been committed to that.
I see Mr Forwood frowning. Mr Forwood may not
agree with the methods by which we are attempting to
achieve that, but he has to acknowledge that we have
been committed to it, not only in our rhetoric but also in
the commitment we have made to making reforms —
to the point where those reforms that have taken place
in this house are not necessarily to the government’s
advantage. Mr Forwood would have to acknowledge
that the reforms to the electoral process are likely to
result in the situation where neither side of politics will
always be able to claim a majority in this place. We
could have guaranteed a majority in this place in the
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next term if we had not undertaken the reforms in the
way we did.
We are committed to reform, and we are committed to
this place being a house of review. One of the examples
by which we also demonstrated that commitment was
the establishment of the Legislation Committee. I
appreciate the work of other members of that
committee in that three-month trial, including
Mr Forwood, Mr Hall, Mr Brideson on occasions,
Ms Lovell, Ms Mikakos and Mrs Hirsh. It was a really
interesting process. We talked about this before when
we presented our report. It was a very rewarding
process whereby we were able to take two pieces of
pretty complex legislation, the Disability Bill and the
Education and Training Reform Bill, through a very
comprehensive review, far in excess of anything that
would have been available in a committee-of-the-whole
process, and on one occasion a minister from the lower
house attended the committee hearing.
The position now proposed by the government, and
supported by the opposition and The Nationals
generally — given a few concerns they have had which
we have tried to accommodate — will greatly enhance
this chamber. I believe that this will be regarded as a
very significant reform. I believe that in terms of the
democratic processes of this chamber, this reform is
probably going to be second only to the electoral
reform that has taken place. People may or may not
agree with that, but in terms of the reform of how this
place works, I think it will be regarded in the future as
one of the most significant reforms.
It is one, I have to say, that has been pretty close to my
heart. It is one that I have been very committed to for a
considerable period of time. I would say, as someone
who many years ago did not particularly see the
relevance of this chamber, that being a member of it
may have changed my mind. However, if this chamber
is to exist, it has to absolutely be relevant and have a
role in the review of legislation — and that is what we
are attempting to do in this process.
I appreciate very much the assistance that the
government has had and that I, in my role as chair of
the trial committee, have had in the process, not only
from government members and ministers but from
members of the Liberal Party and The Nationals.
Incidentally, I think I left Mr Drum out of the list of
people I mentioned earlier. He served on that
committee as well. Enshrining the Legislation
Committee in the standing orders will be a very positive
development in making sure that this house will be a
house of review into the future and in guaranteeing that
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this house will have an ongoing and important role in
the legislative process.
I want to deal with the amendment moved by the
Leader of the Opposition. In the committee stages the
opposition articulated very clearly its opposition to time
limits and to a government business program. I
expected nothing less than that the opposition would
move this amendment in the house. In saying that, I
have to say I am disappointed that the opposition is
proposing, if this amendment is lost, to oppose the
adoption of the new standing orders. I believe that we,
on the government side, made considerable
accommodation to the concerns of the opposition.
I am not going to go through the processes of the
government’s internal workings, but I have to say that it
was not always easy — and I am sure this was true for
the opposition — to convince people who are not
members of the committee that what we were
proposing in terms of compromise was in the best
interests of the democratic process. We had to get
through a lot of convincing of people on our own side
who had different perspectives and views.
I felt that we had been able to make concessions that
addressed the concerns of both the opposition and The
Nationals, and that we were able to convince people on
our side who were not on the committee that those
concessions were in the interests of getting agreement.
We were able to say that overall, whilst recognising the
opposition and The Nationals objected to a couple of
points, we had considerable agreement.
I am disappointed that the opposition will continue to
oppose the standing orders, if the amendment is lost,
because I think that overall the new standing orders
now before the house are a considerable improvement
in making this house an ongoing, relevant and modern
institution working for the betterment of democracy and
the people of Victoria. That is what we are all here to
do, and is what I believe the standing orders reflect. We
have made considerable progress in a number of areas
including time limits. The government conceded on the
question of the time limits of 5 minutes and
10 minutes — it is now 15 minutes for all members.
We conceded to move a further amendment in the
committee of the whole with regard to the Legislation
Committee. We even conceded — and I think this is a
significant issue — on the question of witnesses in the
Legislation Committee. That will now be a matter
determined by future members of this house.
I am not wanting to speak out of turn, but during the
committee process I recall Mr Forwood asking
questions about what we were doing. Mr Davis said,
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‘Just be quiet and do not say anything’. That was a
recognition, at least on the part of the Leader of the
Opposition, that there was a considerable concession
being made by government members. I hope that the
members of the opposition and The Nationals express
their views about time limits and the government
business program. I think that is absolutely appropriate.
I am not concerned about the opposition’s proposal to
move those amendments and test them in this chamber.
I sincerely hope that if those amendments are lost in
relation to the standing orders, there can be full
agreement about a recognition being put on the record
that the opposition is not happy with those provisions. I
am sure those things could be revisited in a future
Parliament when or if the numbers change. Because of
all the work we have done together and all of the
goodwill shown, I hope we can reach a reasonable
agreement on the standing orders.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — At the
outset let me congratulate the Leader of the
Government, the Leader of the Opposition, Mr Bishop
and Mr Viney for their contributions to this debate.
Mr Viney — And the President!
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — The President has not
started yet, I just congratulate the people who have
spoken on the debate so far.
When I was appointed to this committee over a year
ago, I approached it with a degree of cynicism and
suspicion, because I rather thought we were going
through the motions of being consulted in a manner that
suggested the government would decide what it wanted
to do any way. At the outset I congratulate the Leader
of the Government for his proposal to fully review the
standing orders of this place, which are the rules by
which we operate. I congratulate him for the manner in
which he conducted that.
I extend congratulations to the President who chaired
the meeting and to the clerks who also participated in a
proactive and sensible manner. I will pick up on the
words of both Mr Bishop and Mr Viney: the spirit with
which the committee went about trying to set the rules
for the future of this place was exemplary. While we
had vigorous differences of opinion — and still do —
the house is better for the work that was done in the
20 meetings held over the last year and a half. I am sure
the future will be better as well.
I particularly congratulate not just the Leader of the
Government but also Ms Romanes, Mr Viney and
Mr Davis, my leader, who has a pugnacious approach
to some of these things and is proactive when trying to
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arrive at accommodations. I congratulate Mr Bishop as
well for his contribution.
I will pick up some of Mr Viney’s comments on the
Legislation Committee. It was my privilege not just to
be the deputy chair of the Standing Orders Committee,
but my memory tells me that I was Mr Viney’s deputy
chair as well. As Mr Viney said, the Legislation
Committee is one of the significant improvements in
the standing orders. I participated in the debates on the
Disability Bill, which went for a number of days. I have
been in this place for a long time and there has never
been a committee stage in which so many people were
given an opportunity to tease out the nuances of a
complex piece of legislation. That augurs well for the
future.
I do of course still choke on my Weeties when I hear
the word ‘reform’ bandied around in relation to the
changes the government has made to this place. I
acknowledge that when I was the Leader of the
Opposition I did institute some minor changes and
bring in some minor time limits, the first ones in
history, for the smooth running of this place. However,
it was never, never my intention that anyone could
come along and truncate the right of a member to say
what he wished to say. For an example of that
honourable members only need to reflect on my
contribution two days ago to the debate on the
Victorian Renewable Energy Bill. As a former shadow
Minister for Environment and shadow minister for
energy I had the capacity to expand on some of the
nuances of the legislation before the house, only to be
shut down after a quarter of an hour.
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Mr Viney’s point, that it was not just the committee but
the wider government that members opposite had to
deal with. I am sure that — to use Mr Viney’s words —
the significant concessions that were made were hard
fought in that arena as well as in the committee. This
place is more relevant and better for it.
But, as I said, it is a matter of profound regret that
members of the government were unable to come to an
accommodation with us on the two outstanding points.
I pick up Mr Viney’s point again, because I would
absolutely prefer that we move our amendments. Once
they are lost, I for one would immediately vote for the
unanimous adoption of the report, our having made our
point. However, as members know, I will be leaving the
Parliament soon. To my knowledge I have never
deliberately gone against the wishes of our party, other
than on a matter of conscience. Our party has made a
decision that we will be opposing the standing orders.
For that reason, unfortunately I find myself in the
position where, while I think it is greatly to be regretted,
I will be voting with my party against the adoption of
the standing orders. That said, I do think that the work
that has been done has produced standing orders which
will serve this house well.
As I said, the committee was conducted in an
exemplary way, particularly in the work of the clerks,
Mr Young — and Mr Tunnecliffe, with whom I have
not always in my career agreed, including, I suspect,
earlier this week. Their contribution must be
acknowledged.
I need to thank Rachel Gatewood for her capacity with
the coffee, and particularly with the Danish pastries.

Mr Viney interjected.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — Let me pick up
Mr Viney’s interjection. Now I know why the
government brought in the time limits: there can be
nothing clearer than that the intention of bringing in the
time limits was to stop me having my say!
Mr Viney — Can Hansard report laughter?
Hon. BILL FORWOOD — I hope it does. One of
the things we were taught early on was to not be ironic
in this place because it does not read all that well in
Hansard.
I am proud of the work that the committee has done. It
is a matter of profound regret to me that we were not
able to reach complete unanimity of view. I
acknowledge the extraordinary lengths that the
government went to to accommodate some of the
wishes of The Nationals and the Liberal Party in setting
the way this house will operate in the future. I pick up

Hon. BILL FORWOOD — As my time is about to
run out — again! — let me finish by saying that I wish
every success to the people who are faced with the task
of implementing the standing orders in the future and
also those who will make the Legislation Committee
the important part of this place that it should rightly be.
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — At a social
occasion before the 1999 election I met Alan Hunt, who
is a former Liberal Party leader and President of this
chamber. One of the things he emphasised to me was
the importance of the standing orders and sessional
orders of the Legislative Council. He encouraged me to
get involved in the Standing Orders Committee, which
I subsequently did after I was elected. Along with
Mr Bishop I was a member of the Standing Orders
Committee in the 54th Parliament. That committee
undertook the first major review of the standing orders
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since 1924. Before the 2002 election this chamber
passed new standing orders that introduced more
modern, gender-free language and clarity, and
incorporated practices from the sessional orders that
had become part of the way this chamber operated.
I have also been very pleased to be part of the Standing
Orders Committee in the 55th Parliament, which
undertook the work that has been the topic of debate
this evening. The committee has undertaken
considerable activity in a collaborative way. It has
produced a report on another review of standing orders
that suggests a framework for standing orders that
would apply in the Legislative Council during the next
Parliament, when its composition might be very
different. We have recommended that there be a
Legislation Committee to enhance the review function
of the upper house.
The work of the Standing Orders Committee was
undertaken in a great spirit of cooperation. We thought
there had been unanimous agreement to go forward
with the proposals that I tabled some weeks ago in this
house, with the exception of the two issues — time
limits and the government business program. I want to
discuss the history of time limits in this house. I draw to
the attention of the house that time limits were first
introduced in the house by the opposition. I think they
were introduced in 2001, during the first term of the
Bracks government, when the opposition had control of
this house and the numbers were 14 for the government
and 30 for the opposition. I think it was under the
leadership of Mr Forwood, who was Leader of the
Opposition at the time, that the opposition decided to
unilaterally and without consultation with the
government side of the house borrow various practices
of the Senate. It introduced time limits for questions.
supplementary questions, members statements,
statements on reports, and motions to take note of
minister’s answers to questions.
The time limits on contributions to the second-reading
debate were introduced by the government in the
55th Parliament. The time limits roughly formalised the
proportion of time taken by the respective parties in
second-reading debates. I remember the approximate
times that the opposition and the government used to
spend on their contributions in second-reading debates.
I remember that well, because I was the Government
Whip and was acutely aware of how much time the
lead speaker for the opposition took, roughly how much
time we on the government side took and how it ran
with the subsequent speakers. We formalised that. As a
result we have cut out a lot of the long-windedness and
repetition but still left enough time, particularly on the
opposition side, for speakers to make key points but to
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be more succinct in what they say. If there is something
to be said, there is still plenty of time to say it.
Importantly, the government did not extend time limits
into the committee stage in this Parliament. That was a
deliberate act to reinforce again the review function that
is held to be extremely important by all sides of the
house.
A lot of work has been done to look at what might be
an appropriate revision of standing orders that would
stand everyone in good stead for the introduction of the
56th Parliament in the Legislative Council in Victoria. I
find it very difficult to understand what the opposition
is intending to do, not in terms of its moving of an
amendment but the expression of the Leader of the
Opposition that, if those amendments were lost, it
would oppose the changes.
I thought we had reached a compromise in a spirit of
cooperation and agreement about what the committee
would set out to do. I find it disappointing that the
opposition has flagged it will go in that direction. I
therefore urge it not to take that course of action but to
continue in that spirit and, even if the amendment
proposed by the opposition is lost, to join with the
government to vote for the new standing orders for the
next Parliament.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — I am
opposed to this motion on three principles. For a start, I
think it is absolutely presumptuous for the
55th Parliament, a few days from being dissolved, to be
trying to rule from the grave and telling the
56th Parliament how it is to conduct itself. I think that is
even more relevant with the changes that will take place
from 25 November. This Parliament thinks it is its right
to attempt to dictate to a very new and very changed
chamber how to conduct itself. That is the principal
reason I am and have always been opposed to this
motion, and I have expressed that on earlier occasions.
Ms Romanes — You have to start with something.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — There is nothing wrong
with the standing orders we have, Ms Romanes. The
56th Parliament can certainly get under way with the
existing standing orders. They have stood us in good
stead for many years, and it is up to that Parliament if it
wants to make changes.
My other two principal objections go to the very issues
that have been raised by Mr Philip Davis in his
amendment. I think time limits on speeches — and I
have said this on many occasions before — are
absolutely counterproductive. I think Mr Forwood was
wrong in introducing them in the limited fashion that he
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did in the last Parliament. That simply set the precedent
for this government to introduce a whole range of time
limits through the Leader of the Government when he
first came here. He was a bit of a control freak then. At
least if there is one thing he has learnt, it is that he has
given way in some of the work the Standing Orders
Committee has done in terms of that very complex
matrix of time limits that the government imposed at
the beginning of this Parliament.
I think a fair look at parliaments where time limits exist
would see that speeches, by and large, are of greater
length than they are in parliaments and chambers that
do not have time limits. Time limits impose a subtle
pressure on people to take up all the time that is
available to them, whether they need it or not. I have to
confess that if I am the lead speaker for my party and I
have been allocated 45 minutes, I sometimes feel there
is an obligation on me to speak for 45 minutes, even if I
do not have the material for 45 minutes without
repeating myself.
Then of course it has the corollary that Mr Forwood has
just alluded to — you can be well informed on a
particular issue but not be the lead speaker and
suddenly be cut off at the socks after 15 minutes. It is
the antithesis of democracy that we would impose time
limits on people when there is no evidence that in the
past the system has been abused. There have been few
very long speeches in this Parliament in all the time that
I have been here, and on the odd occasion there have
been, they have pretty much been justified. I saw no
reason to introduce time limits, I see no reason to
maintain them now and I support the amendment of the
Leader of the Opposition.
My third principal objection goes to the business
program. All that does is legitimise the use of the
guillotine — a tactical and parliamentary device which
had never been used in this chamber in 150 years until
this government came in and introduced its business
program. It is anti-democratic. I do not think it is
necessary. The fact the Leader of the Government now
does not often introduce a business program at the
beginning of each sitting week is indicative to me that
he has worked out that it is not necessary. Why then
would we formalise it in the standing orders and impose
it on the 56th Parliament? It is all entirely unnecessary.
But having said all that, I commend the committee
members on the 20 meetings they have had and the
work they have put into this. I do not envy them at all; I
pay them a great tribute. Mr Bishop used to come back
and regale me and my colleagues with all the
arguments and the toing and froing that had gone on at
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the meetings. He never mentioned the Danish pastries;
we did not know there was some sort of compensation.
I acknowledge the time and work that was put in by
members of Parliament on the committee, by the clerks
and by the staff. I appreciate that; I just do not think the
outcome is justified at this time.
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I will be
very brief in my summing up and will really only
respond to Mr Baxter; I think I covered the other issues
in my initial comments. The first of Mr Baxter’s points
was that it is presumptuous for the 55th Parliament to
try to bind the 56th. Well the 54th bound the 55th by
adopting standing orders in exactly the same way. They
took effect on the last day of Parliament, as is this
proposal. In the end it is the province of the
56th Parliament to vary them if it does not like those
that are passed.
Under the old standing orders there was no provision to
elect a President, for example, if there was a tied vote.
This lets the Parliament start, and if it wishes to adopt
new standing orders or sessional orders, it obviously
can. We cannot bind our successor; we simply set the
rules and it changes the rules.
I make the observation on time limits that seven people
spoke and not one of them got to the time limit. I
stopped at 91⁄2 minutes out of 60 minutes.
The third and final point I make is on the issue of
guillotines. They are seldom used, but a house needs
the device. Any of us who are students of history —
like me, Mr Viney and others in this place — will know
that Senator Wayne Morse of the United States Senate,
at 73 years old, had a toilet break and then spoke for
23 hours on a filibuster. That was followed by Senator
Packwood, who spoke for 21 hours on a filibuster. Any
standing orders that have a device to deal with that are
ones that need to be used.
Having said that, I enjoyed Mr Baxter’s spirited debate
and genuinely appreciate comments from someone with
the wisdom of having watched this place for a long
time, so I do not take his comments idly. But I want to
rebut those three particular points.
I thank members for their contributions to the house
and urge support of the report of the Standing Orders
Committee. I urge the house to support the report and
reject the amendments.
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House divided on amendment:
Ayes, 16
Atkinson, Mr
Baxter, Mr
Bishop, Mr
Bowden, Mr
Brideson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D. McL.

Davis, Mr P. R.
Forwood, Mr
Hadden, Ms
Koch, Mr
Lovell, Ms (Teller)
Rich-Phillips, Mr (Teller)
Stoney, Mr
Strong, Mr

Noes, 20
Argondizzo, Ms
Broad, Ms
Buckingham, Mrs
Carbines, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eren, Mr
Jennings, Mr
Lenders, Mr
McQuilten, Mr
Madden, Mr

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

Pairs
Drum, Mr
Hall, Mr

Somyurek, Mr
Hilton, Mr

Amendment negatived.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 18
Argondizzo, Ms
Broad, Ms
Buckingham, Mrs
Carbines, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eren, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Madden, Mr
Mikakos, Ms

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

Noes, 16
Atkinson, Mr
Baxter, Mr (Teller)
Bishop, Mr
Bowden, Mr
Brideson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D. McL.

Davis, Mr P. R.
Forwood, Mr
Hadden, Ms
Koch, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Stoney, Mr
Strong, Mr (Teller)

Pairs
Hilton, Mr
Somyurek, Mr

Motion agreed to.

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

Planning: Crib Point land
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) — I seek
the assistance of the Minister for Planning in the other
place and it is to do with the important provision of
suitable land resources and infrastructure capability for
the inevitable construction and deliverance of a port in
Western Port, and it is often referred to as the port of
Hastings.
There is no doubt that as the future approaches, and
with the maintenance of Melbourne as a main receiving
and export trans-shipment place for goods, the
development in Western Port of a deepwater port is
inevitable and will take place. The only thing that is not
quite clear at the present time is the exact timing of the
commencement of the development of that crucial
infrastructure, which is important to the Victorian and
national economies. For a long period of time a series
of parcels of land in the zoning area, principally around
Hastings but also other parts of the Mornington
Peninsula, with the Western Port area as its focus, have
been designated as being for ‘port-related use’. That has
been the nomenclature.
There is a lot of land designated as expected to be used
in the future for infrastructure development for
containerised shipping in volume. We are fortunate to
be blessed with the deep water that is so necessary for
that infrastructure. There are several pieces land which
in my opinion must be retained for use in connection
with a deepwater port to handle international container
shipments. That land is basically known as the Hastings
reservations. There is also a large part of land which
used to be the site of the old BP refinery and which is
now known as Crib Point. In recent months the
community has seen in local newspapers various
reports that there is interest in changing the zoning to
accommodate housing, which I am strongly opposed to.
I believe that should not take place.
The action I am seeking from the Minister for Planning
is that he make a statement that the land zoned for ports
and port-related use in Western Port, especially at Crib
Point, will not be rezoned for housing.

Rail: Ferntree Gully station
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I wish to
raise a matter for the Minister for Transport in another
place regarding the Ferntree Gully railway station. I
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recently visited the station with Nick Wakeling, the
Liberal candidate for the lower house seat of Ferntree
Gully, and I know that a week or so before that the
Leader of the Liberal Party in another place also visited
it with Nick Wakeling.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — I note that the minister
is belittling the needs of the residents of Ferntree Gully.
He believes that whatever proposition I put to the
minister tonight would involve a financial commitment
that is not warranted for the people of Ferntree Gully. I
wonder if he would like to use the public transport
system, starting at and returning to Ferntree Gully each
day? I wonder if he would be pleased to see the
facilities at Ferntree Gully. I invite the Minister for
Finance to join either me or Mr Wakeling in visiting the
Ferntree Gully station so that he can ascertain how
serious the situation is. Perhaps he could also impose on
his colleague the Minister for Transport to attend the
station as well.
There are a number of premium stations spread around
the metropolitan network but Ferntree Gully is not one
of them. The reality is that some people who use the
station engage in antisocial behaviour. I observed a
couple of incidents in the time I was there on my most
recent visit, and I have been to the station a number of
times previously. The problem is obvious. It is not a
manned station, the lighting is inadequate and the ticket
machines are outside the platform area, as is the case
with quite a number of stations around the metropolitan
system. The volume of customer traffic at Ferntree
Gully station means it warrants some attention. I seek
that the minister prioritise the designation of Ferntree
Gully as a premium station and deliver an improved
and manned service there as quickly as possible.

Carers: community residential unit abuse
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Community
Services in another place. Last Thursday I attended a
meeting for carers in Epping. The forum was arranged
by Christine Stow. The Liberal candidate for Yan Yean,
Anita Ivonosky, was also in attendance. Many carers
spoke at that meeting, and their contributions were both
poignant and uplifting. These carers are an example for
all of us.
Question time was lively and interactive, but Danielle
Green, the member for Yan Yean in another place, was
well and truly out of her depth. She had been given a
prepared speech by the Department of Human Services
(DHS) and she stuck to its rhetoric. During question
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time a mother, Shirley Curry, whose disabled son lives
in a community residential unit, raised a matter of grave
concern. I admire her courage in bringing the very
personal details of her son’s treatment into the public
arena.
Less courageous people would have been intimidated
by the DHS, but Shirley spoke on behalf of other
people in similar situations. Other parents attending the
forum echoed Shirley’s concerns and examples, as did
many of the emails I have since been sent on the same
issue. For example, I had an email from another
mother, who wrote:
I respectfully request an inquiry or review of safety issues
regarding disabled people who are under the care of the
Department of Human Services, and I further urgently request
that steps be taken to permanently protect my son, and other
residents, from mental, physical and sexual abuse in CRUs.

The story of Shirley Curry and her son is protracted and
very disturbing. She collected her son one weekend
from his community residential unit and found cigarette
burns on his back. She reported this to her regional
DHS manager, and this took place over two years ago.
She also reported her concerns to the Sunbury police.
Eventually she was shunted off to the Mill Park police,
but not before the case had been assigned to a private
forensic investigator. Initially this investigator was open
and transparent with Shirley and admitted there was a
case to be answered, but after some time he clammed
up. This has gone on for over two years.
Shirley has been to the Ombudsman, and a 400-page
document has been prepared, but the Ombudsman has
only been given a summary, as indeed has Shirley. It is
just not good enough. The member for Yan Yean
promised Shirley she would do something about it, and
I certainly hope she will do that. I ask the Minister for
Community Services to direct her department and those
associated with this case to release the 400-page report
to this boy’s family and to act on its recommendations
immediately. This is an unacceptable situation full of
secrecy and obfuscation, and Victorians are justifiably
shocked and horrified.

Responses
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) —
Mr Bowden raised an issue for the Minister for
Planning in another place regarding the port of
Hastings. I will certainly refer that to the minister for
his attention.
Mr Atkinson raised an issue for the attention of the
Minister for Transport in another place regarding the
Ferntree Gully railway station. He had to mention that
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he was standing by a Liberal candidate, so you have to
wonder whether he was raising the matter for himself or
for the Liberal candidate. I will certainly pass that
matter on to the Minister for Transport for his attention.
Mrs Coote raised an issue for the attention of the
Minister for Community Services in another place
regarding carers in Epping. Again, I will certainly pass
that on to the minister for her attention. But again, I
cannot help but comment that her request was a bit like
a set piece insofar as the instant the member raised her
matter, she mentioned a Liberal candidate and had a go
at a Labor person. Nevertheless, I will certainly take on
board her sincere request for the Minister for
Community Services to respond to the issues that she
requested.
Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 6.43 p.m. until Tuesday,
3 October, at 9.30 a.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Tuesday, 12 September 2006
Police and emergency services: Justice — advertising expenditure
5305.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): What was the Department of Justice’s advertising expenditure,
including public, corporate and media relations, but excluding mandatory or staff recruitment, for
2004–05.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The amount for my Police and Emergency Services portfolio is $36 541.30. This amount includes a pro rata share
of minor advertising costs met by corporate governance areas within the department.

Environment: Mount Hotham Alpine Resort Management Board — stress-related leave
7178.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
No staff members of the Mount Hotham Alpine Resort Management Board took stress related leave in the 2004–05
financial year.

Innovation: minister’s office — furnishings
7475.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for
Innovation): What furniture items, including moveable furniture, fixed furniture and electrical goods
were purchased for the Minister’s private office in 2004–05 and what was the total cost of the items
purchased.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development did not purchase any furniture items, including
moveable furniture, fixed furniture and electrical goods for my office in 2004–05.
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State and regional development: minister’s office — furnishings
7478.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for State
and Regional Development): What furniture items, including moveable furniture, fixed furniture and
electrical goods were purchased for the Minister’s private office in 2004–05 and what was the total cost
of the items purchased.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development did not purchase any furniture items, including
moveable furniture, fixed furniture and electrical goods for my office in 2004–05.

Innovation: Innovation, Industry and Regional Development — entertainment expenses
7518.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for
Innovation): What was the total amount spent by the Minister’s department on entertainment expenses
including alcohol, food, admission to Commonwealth Games events, admission to other entertainment
events, special gifts, all transport and corporate box leasing for their invited guests and those who were
hosting them at the Commonwealth Games.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian Government and the M2006 Corporation jointly provided hosting opportunities for Ministers and
senior Departmental officers during the Commonwealth Games. The entertainment expenses form part of the
whole of Games budget. The accounts are still being received and when collated will be included in the
Government’s financial report on the Games.

State and regional development: Innovation, Industry and Regional Development —
entertainment expenses
7521.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for State
and Regional Development): What was the total amount spent by the Minister’s department on
entertainment expenses including alcohol, food, admission to Commonwealth Games events, admission
to other entertainment events, special gifts, all transport and corporate box leasing for their invited
guests and those who were hosting them at the Commonwealth Games.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian Government and the M2006 Corporation jointly provided hosting opportunities for Ministers and
senior Departmental officers during the Commonwealth Games. The entertainment expenses form part of the
whole of Games budget. The accounts are still being received and when collated will be included in the
Government’s financial report on the Games.

Environment: charter flights
7539.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Environment): In relation to all chartered flights, including helicopters and light planes used by the
Minister in 2004–05 what was the —
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date;
carrier;
destination;
cost; and
purpose.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Government is committed to governing for all Victorians and ensures that there are regular visits
undertaken to regional Victoria.
Travel costs are only incurred as and when the Minister is required to attend functions in regional areas. The use of
light planes is sometimes required. Costs are closely monitored to ensure that the mode of transport used is the
most efficient and effective.

Water: charter flights
7541.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Water): In relation to all chartered flights, including helicopters and light planes used by the Minister in
2004–05 what was the —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

date;
carrier;
destination;
cost; and
purpose.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The answer to this question is provided in the response to Question No. 7539.

Innovation: charter flights
7560.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for
Innovation): In relation to all chartered flights, including helicopters and light planes used by the
Minister in 2004–05 what was the —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

date;
carrier;
destination;
cost; and
purpose.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development, has not paid any expenses in my capacity as
Minister for Innovation in relation to chartered flights in 2004–05.
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State and regional development: charter flights
7563.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for State
and Regional Development): In relation to all chartered flights, including helicopters and light planes
used by the Minister in 2004–05 what was the —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

date;
carrier;
destination;
cost; and
purpose.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
According to the financial records of the Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development, expenses
incurred in my capacity as Minister for State and Regional Development for chartered flights in 2004–05 were
$21 875.00.

Corrections: media research and public opinion polling
7595.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister for
Corrections): For each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration, what are
the details of all media research and public opinion polling conducted in 2004–05, including —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

the title of each poll or item of research;
the date approved and duration of contract;
the cost;
the personnel conducting the project;
whether it was put to tender;
recommendations made; and
any actions taken by the department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
It would be an unreasonable burden on the Department’s resources to answer the question as currently required.
However, please specify the agencies and/or authorities for which you would like the details listed.

Police and emergency services: media research and public opinion polling
7598.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services): For each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s
administration, what are the details of all media research and public opinion polling conducted in 2004–
05, including —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

the title of each poll or item of research;
the date approved and duration of contract;
the cost;
the personnel conducting the project;
whether it was put to tender;
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recommendations made; and
any actions taken by the department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
It would be an unreasonable burden on the Department’s resources to answer the question as currently required.
However, please specify the agencies and/or authorities for which you would like the details listed.

Innovation: media research and public opinion polling
7602.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for
Innovation): For each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration, what are
the details of all media research and public opinion polling conducted in 2004–05, including —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

the title of each poll or item of research;
the date approved and duration of contract;
the cost;
the personnel conducting the project;
whether it was put to tender;
recommendations made; and
any actions taken by the department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Government cannot justify diversion of the Department’s time and resources required to gather this
information and answer these questions.

Environment: minister’s office — interstate travel
7665.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Environment): What was the cost, including airfares, accommodation and expenses, of all interstate
travel undertaken by the Minister and ministerial staff in 2004–05.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Victoria is leading Australia in the areas of climate change, water use and waste reduction. The Victorian
Government works constructively with other states and the Commonwealth in further progressing these issues and
Ministers undertake interstate travel as required.
Costs are part of overall Ministerial expenditure.

Water: minister’s office — interstate travel
7667.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Water): What was the cost, including airfares, accommodation and expenses, of all interstate travel
undertaken by the Minister and ministerial staff in 2004–05.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The answer to this question is provided in the response to Question No. 7665.

Environment: minister’s office — intrastate travel
7707.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Environment): What was the cost, including airfares, air charter, accommodation and expenses of all
intrastate travel undertaken by the Minister and ministerial staff in 2004–05.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Government is committed to governing for all Victorians and ensures that there are regular visits
undertaken to regional Victoria.
Travel costs are only incurred as and when the Minister is required to attend functions in regional areas. The use of
light planes is sometimes required. Costs are closely monitored to ensure that the mode of transport used is the
most efficient and effective.

Water: minister’s office — intrastate travel
7709.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Water): What was the cost, including airfares, air charter, accommodation and expenses of all intrastate
travel undertaken by the Minister and ministerial staff in 2004–05.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The answer to this question is provided in the response to Question No. 7707.

Sport and recreation: minister’s office — entertainment expenses
7760.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: What entertainment
expenses, including restaurant and catering, were incurred by the Minister and ministerial staff in 2005.

ANSWER:
I am advised as follows:
The cost of catering, including food and beverages in 2005 in both my Ministerial capacities as Minister for
Commonwealth Games and Minister for Sport and Recreation was $1741 in total.

Commonwealth Games: minister’s office — entertainment expenses
7761.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Commonwealth Games: What entertainment
expenses, including restaurant and catering, were incurred by the Minister and ministerial staff in 2005.

ANSWER:
I am advised as follows:
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The cost of catering, including food and beverages in 2005 in both my Ministerial capacities as Minister for
Commonwealth Games and Minister for Sport and Recreation was $1741 in total.

Agriculture: minister’s office — entertainment expenses
7762.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister for
Agriculture): What entertainment expenses, including restaurant and catering, were incurred by the
Minister and ministerial staff in 2005.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A history of entertainment expenses by the most recent Ministers for Agriculture is as follows:
Minister Patrick
McNamara
$6,813.58
$16,994.67

Financial Year
1998/1999
1999/2000
2000/2001
2001/2002
2002/2003
2003/2004
2004/2005
2005/2006

Minister Keith
Hamilton
$3,475.68
$7,828.93
$15,150.70
$4,632.30

Minister Bob
Cameron

$3,015.41
$5,543.38
$4,092.94
$3,251.33

Sport and recreation: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
7802.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: What expenses were
incurred by the Minister and ministerial staff for the purchase of alcohol in 2005.

ANSWER:
I am advised as follows:
The cost of catering, including food and beverages in 2005 in both my Ministerial capacities as Minister for
Commonwealth Games and Minister for Sport and Recreation was $1,741 in total.

Commonwealth Games: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
7803.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Commonwealth Games: What expenses were
incurred by the Minister and ministerial staff for the purchase of alcohol in 2005.

ANSWER:
I am advised as follows:
Please refer to the response to Question 7802.
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Agriculture: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
7804.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister for
Agriculture): What expenses were incurred by the Minister and ministerial staff for the purchase of
alcohol in 2005.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A history of Alcohol purchases by the most recent Ministers for Agriculture divided by financial year is as follows:
Minister Patrick
McNamara
$2,125.67
$3,087.41
$647.75

Financial Year
1997/1998
1998/1999
1999/2000
2000/2001
2001/2002
2002/2003
2003/2004
2004/2005
2005/2006

Minister Keith
Hamilton

Minister Bob
Cameron

$3,119.50
$624.80
$1,002.12
$778.60
$0.00
$648.00
$1,392.00

Innovation: ministerial staff — cost
7896.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for
Innovation): What was the total cost associated with the engagement of ministerial staff, including
salaries, superannuation and WorkCover in 2005.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities as the engagement of ministerial staff, including
salaries, superannuation and WorkCover falls within the budget of Department of Premier and Cabinet.

State and regional development: ministerial staff — cost
7899.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for State
and Regional Development): What was the total cost associated with the engagement of ministerial
staff, including salaries, superannuation and WorkCover in 2005.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities as the engagement of ministerial staff, including
salaries, superannuation and WorkCover falls within the budget of Department of Premier and Cabinet.
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Innovation: ministerial staff — number
7938.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for
Innovation): How many ministerial staff were employed by the Minister at 1 March 2006.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities as the engagement of ministerial staff, including
salaries, superannuation and WorkCover falls within the budget of Department of Premier and Cabinet.

State and regional development: ministerial staff — number
7941.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for State
and Regional Development): How many ministerial staff were employed by the Minister at 1 March
2006.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities as the engagement of ministerial staff, including
salaries, superannuation and WorkCover falls within the budget of Department of Premier and Cabinet.

Innovation: minister’s office — secondments
7980.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for
Innovation): How many public servants were on secondment to the Minister’s private office at 1 March
2006 and were not counted within the ministerial staffing budget.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Refer to question number 7983.

State and regional development: minister’s office — secondments
7983.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for State
and Regional Development): How many public servants were on secondment to the Minister’s private
office at 1 March 2006 and were not counted within the ministerial staffing budget.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
In my capacity as Minister for State and Regional Development and Minister for Innovation, one full time and one
part time public servant from the Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development were seconded to
my office at 1 March 2006.
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Aboriginal affairs: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd — payments
8041.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: In relation to
payments made to Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd by the Minister’s department or private office or agency or
statutory body under the Minister’s administration for each project since 1 January 2005:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What amount was paid.
On what dates were the payments made.
What was the purpose of the project.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The answer is nil.

Financial services: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd — payments
8052.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for
Financial Services Industry): In relation to payments made to Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd by the Minister’s
department or private office or agency or statutory body under the Minister’s administration for each
project since 1 January 2005:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What amount was paid.
On what dates were the payments made.
What was the purpose of the project.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
No payments have been made to Shannon’s Way within this period.

Innovation: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd — payments
8053.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for
Innovation): In relation to payments made to Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd by the Minister’s department or
private office or agency or statutory body under the Minister’s administration for each project since
1 January 2005:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What amount was paid.
On what dates were the payments made.
What was the purpose of the project.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
No payments have been made to Shannon’s Way within this period.

Manufacturing and export: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd — payments
8054.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for
Manufacturing and Export): In relation to payments made to Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd by the Minister’s
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department or private office or agency or statutory body under the Minister’s administration for each
project since 1 January 2005:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What amount was paid.
On what dates were the payments made.
What was the purpose of the project.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
No payments have been made to Shannon’s Way within this period.

Small business: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd — payments
8055.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for
Small Business): In relation to payments made to Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd by the Minister’s department
or private office or agency or statutory body under the Minister’s administration for each project since 1
January 2005:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What amount was paid.
On what dates were the payments made.
What was the purpose of the project.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
No payments have been made to Shannon’s Way within this period.

State and regional development: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd — payments
8056.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for
State and Regional Development): In relation to payments made to Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd by the
Minister’s department or private office or agency or statutory body under the Minister’s administration
for each project since 1 January 2005:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What amount was paid.
On what dates were the payments made.
What was the purpose of the project.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
No payments have been made to Shannon’s Way within this period.

Tourism: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd — payments
8057.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for
Tourism): In relation to payments made to Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd by the Minister’s department or
private office or agency or statutory body under the Minister’s administration for each project since
1 January 2005:
(1)

What amount was paid.
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On what dates were the payments made.
What was the purpose of the project.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
No payments have been made to Shannon’s Way within this period.

Premier: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd — payments
8065.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Premier): In relation to
payments made to Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd by the Premier’s department or private office or agency or
statutory body under the Premier’s administration for each project since 1 January 2005:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What amount was paid.
On what dates were the payments made.
What was the purpose of the project.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Since 1 January 2005 to the date the question was asked there has been one payment made to Shannon’s Way, by
the Department of Premier and Cabinet. The payment was made on 31 January 2006 for the ‘Go for your life’
project at a cost of $10,000.

Community services: disability service funding
8100.

THE HON. BILL FORWOOD — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Community Services):
(1)
(2)

What funds did Victoria received from the Commonwealth in 2004–05 under the Commonwealth
State Territory Disability Agreement.
What funds did Victoria contribute to meet its responsibilities under the Agreement in 2004–05.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Funding responsibilities of the parties to the Commonwealth State Territory Disability Agreement are set out
in Schedule A of the agreement. The Commonwealth made $129.3 million available for 2004–05

(2)

Victoria contributed $887.6 million in meeting its responsibilities under the agreement in 2004–05

Community services: disability service needs register
8101.

THE HON. BILL FORWOOD — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Community Services): Further to the answer given in this House to Question on Notice No. 5340 on
15 November 2005 in relation to the service needs register for the six months ending 30 June 2005, for
the six months ending 31 December 2005 for each of shared support accommodation, HomeFirst and
Day Programs —
(1)
(2)

How many people were registered for the first time.
How many people were moved off the register because they obtained services.
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How many people were moved off the register because it was ascertained they no longer needed
to obtain services.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Service Needs Register is a record for the number of people waiting for services and was not intended to
provide this level of detail as readily as specified in this question and others relating to the Service Needs Register.

Community services: disability services — residential accommodation
8102.

THE HON. BILL FORWOOD — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to disability services residential accommodation at 31 December
2005:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What was the total number of clients accessing residential accommodation services.
What was the total number of clients accessing government managed shared supported
accommodation.
What was the number of clients accessing residential accommodation services in non-government
managed shared supported accommodation.
What was the number of clients accessing government managed congregate care.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
At this point in time I am unable to address this Question on Notice as the data collection system is unable to
generate the data as at December 2005.

Community services: disability service needs register
8103.

THE HON. BILL FORWOOD — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Community Services): Further to the answers given in this House to Question on Notice No. 4675 on
21 April 2005 and Question on Notice No. 5340 on 16 November 2005, which total 5159 individuals on
the Service Needs Register at 30 June 2005, how is this reconciled with the answer to Question on
Notice No. 5339 given in this House on 16 November 2005 with a total of 4761 individuals registered
as at 30 June 2005.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The figures provided in Questions on Notice No. 4675 and 5340 are accurate, however because of the scope of
Question on Notice No. 5340 some data was not provided in the answer. The answer to Question on Notice
No. 5339 is correct and includes the data not provided in Question on Notice No. 5340.

State and regional development: Innovation, Industry and Regional Development — consultancies
8106.

THE HON. DAMIAN DRUM — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the Minister for State
and Regional Development):
(1)
(2)

What consultancies were undertaken by the Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional
Development in 2005–06.
What was the full cost of these consultancies.
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Which companies or organisations undertook these consultancies.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Details of consultancies are included in each Department’s annual report of operations and are publicly available in
accordance with the Minister for Finance’s Financial Reporting Direction 22 issued under the Financial
Management Act of 1994.

Agriculture: Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd — advertising and credit card expenditure
8168.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd’s expenditure for 2004–05, what
was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2004–05 Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd incurred:
(a)

No advertising expenditure.

(b)

Credit card expenditure of $37,192.00.

Agriculture: Murray Valley Citrus Marketing Board — advertising and credit card expenditure
8169.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Murray Valley Citrus Marketing Board’s expenditure for 2004–05,
what was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2004–05 the Murray Valley Citrus Board incurred:
(a)

Advertising expenditure of $905.00.

(b)

Credit card expenditure of $55,701.91.

Agriculture: Murray Valley Wine Grape Industry Development Committee — advertising and
credit card expenditure
8170.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Murray Valley Wine and Grape Industry Development Committee’s
expenditure for 2004–05, what was the —
(a)

advertising expenditure; and
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credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2004–05 the Murray Valley Wine Grape Industry Development Committee incurred:
(a)

Advertising expenditure of $812 net of GST.

(b)

No credit card expenditure.

Agriculture: Northern Victorian Fresh Tomato Industry Development — advertising and credit
card expenditure
8171.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Northern Victorian Fresh Tomato Industry Development
Committee’s expenditure for 2004–05, what was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2004–05 the Northern Victorian Fresh Tomato Industry Development Committee incurred:
(a)

No advertising expenditure.

(b)

No credit card expenditure.

Agriculture: Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of Victoria — advertising and credit
card expenditure
8172.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of Victoria’s expenditure
for 2004–05, what was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2004–05 the Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of Victoria incurred:
(a)

Advertising expenditure of $2,767; and

(b)

Credit card expenditure of $12,110.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

3520

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 12 September 2006

Agriculture: Victorian Broiler Industry Negotiation Committee — advertising and credit card
expenditure
8173.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Victorian Broiler Industry Negotiation Committee’s expenditure for
2004–05, what was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2004–05 the Victorian Broiler Industry Committee incurred:
(a)

No advertising expenditure.

(b)

No credit card expenditure.

Agriculture: PrimeSafe — advertising and credit card expenditure
8174.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Victorian Meat Authority’s expenditure for 2004–05, what was
the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2004–05 PrimeSafe, formerly the Victorian Meat Authority, incurred:
(a)

Advertising expenditure of $646.

(b)

Credit Card expenditure of $21,141.

Agriculture: Dairy Food Safety Victoria — advertising and credit card expenditure
8175.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to Dairy Food Safety Victoria’s expenditure for 2004–05, what was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2004–05 Dairy Food Safety Victoria incurred:
(a)

Advertising expenditure of $2760.

(b)

No credit card expenditure.
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Agriculture: Australian Food Industry Science Centre — advertising and credit card expenditure
8176.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Australian Food Industry Science Centre’s expenditure for 2004–05,
what was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Food Science Australia is a Joint Venture between the Victorian Government and CSIRO. FSA is 85% owned by
CSIRO and as an entity is not subject to the Financial Management Act 1994 nor required to provide a report to
Parliament. It is therefore not appropriate to provide details of this nature without the express permission of
CSIRO.

Agriculture: Melbourne Market Authority — advertising and credit card expenditure
8177.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Melbourne Market Authority’s expenditure for 2004–05, what was
the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2004–05 the Melbourne Market Authority incurred:
(a)

Advertising expenditure of $85,189.

(b)

No credit card expenditure.

Agriculture: Fisheries Co-Management and Fisheries Committee — advertising and credit card
expenditure
8178.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Fisheries Co-Management Council and Fisheries Committees’
expenditure for 2004–05, what was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2004–05 the Fisheries Co-Management Council and Fisheries Committees incurred:
(a)

Advertising expenditure of $3,753.95.

(b)

Credit card expenditure of $9,419.28.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

3522

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 12 September 2006

Police and emergency services: Police Appeals Board — advertising and credit card expenditure
8193.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to the Police Appeals Board’s expenditure for 2004–05,
what was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
a)

There was no advertising expenditure in 2004–05;

b)

Credit card expenditure totalled $6623.23.

The Police Appeals Board adheres to the Department of Treasury and Finance Purchasing Card Rules for Use and
Administration (Issued pursuant to the Financial Management Act 1994).

Sport and recreation: Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust — advertising and credit card
expenditure
8212.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: In relation
to the Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust’s expenditure for 2004–05, what was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
a)

The Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust incurred $172,052 in advertising expenses between 1 July 2004 and
30 June 2005.

b)

No credit card expenses were incurred by the Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust for 2004–05.

Sport and recreation: Melbourne Cricket Ground Trust — advertising and credit card
expenditure
8213.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: In relation
to the Melbourne Cricket Ground Trust’s expenditure for 2004–05, what was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
No such expenses were incurred by the Melbourne Cricket Ground Trust.
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Sport and recreation: State Sports Centre Trust — advertising and credit card expenditure
8214.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: In relation
to the State Sports Centre Trust’s expenditure for 2004–05, what was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
a)

The State Sport Centres Trust incurred $162,000 in advertising expenses between 1 July 2004 and 30 June
2005.

b)

No credit card expenses were incurred by the State Sport Centres Trust in 2004–05.

Sport and recreation: State Recreation Camps Committee — advertising and credit card
expenditure
8215.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: In relation
to the State Recreation Camps Committee of Management’s expenditure for 2004–05, what was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
No such expenses were incurred by the Sport and Recreation Camps Committee of Management Incorporated.

Sport and recreation: Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Pty Ltd — advertising and credit
card expenditure
8216.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: In relation
to Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Pty Ltd’s expenditure for 2004–05, what was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(a)

The Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Corporation’s advertising expenditure for 2004–05 was
$4.93 million.

(b)

The Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Corporation’s credit card expenditure for 2004–05 was $0.

Premier: Victoria/New South Wales Border Anomalies Committee — entertainment expenses
8282.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Premier): In
relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Victoria/New South Wales Border
Anomalies Committee, what were the:
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total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Victoria/New South Wales Border Anomalies Committee does not exist.

Premier: Public Service Medal Committee (Victoria) — entertainment expenses
8283.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Premier): In
relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Public Service Medal Committee
(Victoria), what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Public Service Medal Committee (Victoria) did not incur any entertainment expenses in 2005–06.

Premier: Australia Day Committee (Victoria) — entertainment expenses
8284.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Finance (for the Premier): In relation to
entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Australia Day Committee (Victoria) what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The Australia Day Committee (Victoria) does not allocate a budget for entertainment expenses. However, there is a
separate budget allocated for the approved activities for the Australia Day Program.

Premier: Office of the Chief Parliamentary Counsel — entertainment expenses
8285.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Premier): In
relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Office of the Chief Parliamentary
Counsel, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Office of the Chief Parliamentary Counsel did not incur any entertainment expenses for 2005–06.

Premier: Office of Public Employment — entertainment expenses
8286.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Premier): In
relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Office of Public Employment, what were
the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Office of Public Employment is no longer an entity and has not been in existence since April 2005.

Police and emergency services: Police Appeals Board — entertainment expenses
8288.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the
Police Appeals Board, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
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cost;
number of guests;
purpose; and
name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(a)

Entertainment expenses in 2005–06 totalled $101.60;

(b)

There were no items of expenditure which exceeded $500.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Appeals
Commission — entertainment expenses
8289.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the
Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Appeals Commission, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There were no entertainment expenses incurred by the Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Appeals
Commission during 2005–06.

Police and emergency services: Firearms Appeals Committee — entertainment expenses
8290.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the
Firearms Appeals Committee, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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There were no entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Firearms Appeals Committee.

Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority Appeals Commission — entertainment
expenses
8291.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the
Country Fire Authority Appeals Commission, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There were no entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Country Fire Authority Appeals Commission.

Police and emergency services: Victorian Community Council Against Violence — entertainment
expenses
8301.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the
Victorian Community Council Against Violence, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Expenditure on entertainment expenses in 2005–06 totalled $1133.90. This expenditure related to a celebration on
14 December 2005 of the achievements of the Victorian Community Council Against Violence over its 16 year
history. The names of the service providers were Queen Victoria Women’s Centre (venue) and Ajays (catering).
The number of guests was 40.
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Police and emergency services: Bureau of Emergency Service Telecommunications —
entertainment expenses
8304.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the
Bureau of Emergency Services Telecommunication, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There were no entertainment expenses incurred by the Bureau of Emergency Services Telecommunications during
2005–06.

Sport and recreation: State Sports Centre Trust — entertainment expenses
8308.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: In relation
to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the State Sports Centre Trust, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The total cost of entertainment expenses incurred by the State Sport Centres Trust between 1 July 2005 and 30 June
2006 was $3,654. The State Sport Centres Trust incurred expenses in excess of $500 for the launches of the
Melbourne School of Sport and Recreation and the Sports House.
The launch of the Melbourne School of Sport and Recreation took place on 30 June 2006 and the total catering
costs incurred by the State Sport Centres Trust was $1,638 for 50 guests. The service provider was Delaware North.
The State Sport Centres Trust incurred catering expenses of $2,016 for 50 guests for the launch of the Sports House
on 4 April 2006. The service provider was Delaware North.
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Sport and recreation: State Recreation Camps Committee — entertainment expenses
8309.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: In relation
to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the State Recreation Camps Committee, what were
the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
No such expenses were incurred by the Sport and Recreation Camps Committee of Management Inc.

Women’s affairs: Queen Victoria Women’s Centre Trust — entertainment expenses
8310.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Women’s Affairs): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Queen
Victoria Women’s Centre Trust, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Total expenditure on entertainment by the QVWCT during 2005–06 was $4,111.

Sport and recreation: Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Board — entertainment expenses
8312.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: In relation
to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Board,
what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
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name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
No such expenses were incurred by the Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Board.

Victorian communities: Melbourne Cricket Ground Trust — entertainment expenses
8313.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Victorian Communities): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Melbourne
Cricket Ground Trust, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I do not have portfolio responsibility for the Melbourne Cricket Ground Trust.

Victorian communities: Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust — entertainment expenses
8314.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Victorian Communities): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Melbourne
and Olympic Parks Trust, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I do not have portfolio responsibility for the Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust.

Small business: Office of the Small Business Commissioner — entertainment expenses
8354.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs (for the
Minister for Small Business): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Office of
the Small Business Commissioner, what were the:
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total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(a)

The total costs incurred on entertainment in financial year 2005–06 were $159.25.

(b)

There were no entertainment expenses in excess of $500 by the Office of the Small Business Commissioner
in 2005–06.

Police and emergency services: Office of the Emergency Services Commissioner —
communications staff
8421.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

One.

(2)

The classification for this position is VPS 5. The salary band for this position is $65,589 to $79,357.

(3)

Senior Media and Communications Adviser.

Police and emergency services: Victoria State Emergency Service — communications staff
8422.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

One.

(2)

The classification for this position is VPS 5. The salary band for this position is $65,589 to $79,357.
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Public Relations Manager.

Police and emergency services: Bureau of Emergency Services Telecommunications —
communications staff
8423.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
As at 30 June 2006, there were no Communications Officers employed at the Bureau of Emergency Services
Telecommunications.

Police and emergency services: Victorian Community Council Against Violence —
communications staff
8426.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Community Council Against Violence did not have any officers engaged in communications as at
30 June 2006.

Police and emergency services: Police Appeals Board — communications staff
8439.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
As at 30 June 2006, there were no officers in the Police Appeals Board engaged in communications related to
public, corporate or media relations.
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Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority — communications staff
8440.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

Eight;

(2) and (3)
The job titles and salary bands are:
– Executive Manager, Public Affairs ($127,343 – $151,144):
– Manager, Corporate Communications ($93,975 – $103,754);
– Senior Public Relations Co-ordinator ($66,656 – $75,070);
– Public Relations Co-ordinator ($55,183 – $63,389);
– Media Relations Co-ordinator ($55,183 – $63,389);
– Marketing Events Co-ordinator ($44,802 – $52,495);
– Media Training Manager ($66,656 – $75,070);
– Communications Officer ($55,183 – $63,389).

Police and emergency services: Country Fire Authority Appeals Commission — communications
staff
8460.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
As at 30 June 2006, there were no officers in the Country Fire Authority Appeals Commission engaged in
communications related to public, corporate or media relations.
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Police and emergency services: Firearms Appeals Committee — communications staff
8461.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
As at 30 June 2006, there were no officers in the Firearms Appeals Committee engaged in communications related
to public, corporate or media relations.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Appeals
Commission — communications staff
8462.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Appeals Commission are
engaged in communications, including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There are no officers in the Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Appeals Commission engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.

Police and emergency services: Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board —
communications staff
8463.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

Five;

(2) and (3)
The job titles and salary bands are:
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Public Relations
Public Relations and Events Coordinator (VPS 3.1: $45,917 – $50,835).
Corporate and Media Relations
– Manager, Media Production Services (VPS 5.1: $65,589 – $72,473);
– Media Producer (VPS 3.2: $51,818 – $55,752);
– Executive Manager Corporate Relations (EO 3: $116,600 – $161,937);
– Director Corporate Relations (EO 2: $145,177 – $231,307).

Premier: Office of Public Employment — communications staff
8465.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Premier): As at
30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Office of Public Employment is no longer an entity and has not been in existence since April 2005.

Premier: Office of the Chief Parliamentary Counsel — communications staff
8466.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Premier): As at
30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Office of the Chief Parliamentary Counsel does not have any staff engaged in communications, including
public, corporate and media relations.

Premier: Australia Day Committee (Victoria) — communications staff
8467.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Premier): As at
30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)

How many officers in the Australia Day Committee (Victoria) are engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
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What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(1)

There is one Government officer who is a member of the committee and is directly engaged in
communications.

(2)

Government officers are not paid in their capacity as members of this committee.

(3)

Member of the Australia Day Committee.

Premier: Public Service Medal Committee (Victoria) — communications staff
8468.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Premier): As at
30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Public Service Medal Committee (Victoria) are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Public Service Medal Committee (Victoria) does not have any staff engaged in communications, including
public, corporate and media relations.

Premier: Victoria/New South Wales Border Anomalies Committee — communications staff
8469.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Premier): As at
30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Victoria/New South Wales Border Anomalies Committee are engaged
in communications, including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Victoria/New South Wales Border Anomalies Committee does not exist.

Premier: Premier and Cabinet, strategic directions group — communications staff
8472.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Premier): As at
30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Strategic Directions Group, Department of Premier and Cabinet are
engaged in communications, including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Strategic Directions Group does not exist.

Environment: Mount Baw Baw Alpine Resort Management Board — communications staff
8520.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Mount Baw Baw Alpine Resort Management Board are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Mount Buller Alpine Resort Management Board — communications staff
8521.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Mount Buller Alpine Resort Management Board are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Mount Hotham Alpine Resort Management Board — communications staff
8522.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Mount Hotham Alpine Resort Management Board are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Mount Stirling Alpine Resort Management Board — communications staff
8523.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Mount Stirling Alpine Resort Management Board are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Caulfield Racecourse Trust — communications staff
8524.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As advised previously in the responses to Questions 1979, 2215, 2447, 2679, 3147, 3775, 4574, 5138, 5587, 5814,
6054, 6302, 6530, 6931 and 7180, this question does not fall under my portfolio responsibilities, and should more
appropriately be directed to the responsible minister.

Environment: National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust — communications staff
8525.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)

How many officers in the National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
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What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As previously advised in responses to questions 4757, 5139, 5815, 5588, 6055, 6303, 6531, 6932 and 7181, the
National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust ceased to exist in 1995.

Environment: Phillip Island Nature Park Board of Management — communications staff
8526.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Phillip Island Nature Park Board of Management are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As advised previously in the responses to questions 3777, 4576, 5140, 5816, 5589, 6056, 6304, 6532, 6933 and
7182, this question does not fall under my portfolio responsibilities, and should more appropriately be directed to
the responsible minister.

Environment: Shrine of Remembrance Trust — communications staff
8527.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As advised previously in the responses to questions 1982, 2218, 2450, 2682, 2916, 3150, 3778, 4577, 5141, 5590,
5817, 6057, 6305, 6533, 6934 and 7183, this question does not fall under my portfolio responsibilities, and should
more appropriately be directed to the responsible minister.

Environment: Yarra Bend Park Trust — communications staff
8528.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Yarra Bend Park Trust are engaged in communications, including
public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As advised previously in the responses to questions 1983, 2219, 2451, 2683, 2917, 3151, 3779, 4578, 5142, 5591,
5818, 6058, 6306, 6354, 6935 and 7184, this question does not fall under my portfolio responsibilities, and should
more appropriately be directed to the responsible minister.

Environment: EcoRecycle Victoria — communications staff
8529.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
EcoRecycle Victoria ceased to exist on 30 September 2005.

Environment: Environment Protection Authority — communications staff
8530.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Environment Protection Board — communications staff
8531.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Environment Protection Board are engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: National Parks Advisory Council — communications staff
8532.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Parks Victoria — communications staff
8533.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Reference Areas Advisory Committee — communications staff
8534.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Royal Botanic Gardens Board — communications staff
8535.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Scientific Advisory Committee — communications staff
8536.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria — communications staff
8537.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
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How many officers in the Sustainable Energy Authority Victoria are engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Sustainable Energy Authority of Victoria ceased to exist on 30th September 2005.

Environment: Timber Promotion Council — communications staff
8538.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As advised previously in the responses to questions 5152, 5601, 5828, 6068, 6316, 6544, 6945 and 7194, this
question does not fall under my portfolio responsibilities, and should more appropriately be directed to the
responsible minister.

Environment: Trust for Nature — communications staff
8539.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Corangamite Catchment Management Authority — communications staff
8560.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
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How many officers in the Corangamite Catchment Management Authority are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: East Gippsland Catchment Management Authority — communications staff
8561.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Glenelg-Hopkins Catchment Management Authority — communications staff
8562.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

Tuesday, 12 September 2006

COUNCIL

3545

Police and emergency services: Police Appeals Board — advertising and credit card expenditure
8707.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to the Police Appeals Board’s expenditure for 2005–06,
what was the:
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(a)

There was no advertising expenditure in 2005–06;

(b)

Credit card expenditure totalled $6806.04.

The Police Appeals Board adheres to the Department of Treasury and Finance Purchasing Card Rules for Use and
Administration (Issued pursuant to the Financial Management Act 1994).
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Wednesday, 13 September 2006
Agriculture: Primary Industries — entertainment expenses
5910.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Department of Primary Industries’ entertainment expenses for 2004–
05:
(1)
(2)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Providing a consolidated response with itemised details of entertainment expenditure for the Department of
Primary Industries would place an undue strain on Departmental resources.

Arts: Australian Centre for the Moving Image — freedom of information requests
6009.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Australian Centre for
the Moving Image for 2004–05:
(1)
(2)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The information sought will be available in the Attorney General’s Freedom of Information annual report for
2004–05. The FOI annual report is generally tabled in Parliament during the Spring Sitting. Agency 2004–05
annual reports were tabled in November 2005, will also contain information about requests received.
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The Department of Premier and Cabinet complies with the Attorney General’s Freedom of Information Guidelines
of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October 2002.

Arts: Film Victoria — freedom of information requests
6010.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Film Victoria for
2004–05:
(1)
(2)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The information sought will be available in the Attorney General’s Freedom of Information annual report for
2004–05. The FOI annual report is generally tabled in Parliament during the Spring Sitting. Agency 2004–05
annual reports were tabled in November 2005, will also contain information about requests received.
The Department of Premier and Cabinet complies with the Attorney General’s Freedom of Information Guidelines
of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October 2002.

Arts: Geelong Performing Arts Centre Trust — freedom of information requests
6011.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Geelong Performing
Arts Centre Trust for 2004–05:
(1)
(2)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The information sought will be available in the Attorney General’s Freedom of Information annual report for
2004–05. The FOI annual report is generally tabled in Parliament during the Spring Sitting. Agency 2004–05
annual reports were tabled in November 2005, will also contain information about requests received.
The Department of Premier and Cabinet complies with the Attorney General’s Freedom of Information Guidelines
of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October 2002.
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Arts: Council of Trustees of the National Gallery of Victoria — freedom of information requests
6012.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Council of Trustees of
the National Gallery of Victoria for 2004–05:
(1)
(2)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Refer to the response made to Question on Notice 6013.

Arts: National Gallery of Victoria — freedom of information requests
6013.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the National Gallery of
Victoria for 2004–05:
(1)
(2)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The information sought will be available in the Attorney General’s Freedom of Information annual report for
2004–05. The FOI annual report is generally tabled in Parliament during the Spring Sitting. Agency 2004–05
annual reports were tabled in November 2005, will also contain information about requests received.
The Department of Premier and Cabinet complies with the Attorney General’s Freedom of Information Guidelines
of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October 2002.

Arts: Library Board of Victoria — freedom of information requests
6014.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Library Board of
Victoria for 2004–05:
(1)
(2)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Refer to the response made to Question on Notice 6015.

Arts: State Library of Victoria — freedom of information requests
6015.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the State Library of
Victoria for 2004–05:
(1)
(2)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The information sought will be available in the Attorney General’s Freedom of Information annual report for
2004–05. The FOI annual report is generally tabled in Parliament during the Spring Sitting. Agency 2004–05
annual reports were tabled in November 2005, will also contain information about requests received.
The Department of Premier and Cabinet complies with the Attorney General’s Freedom of Information Guidelines
of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October 2002.

Arts: Museums Board of Victoria — freedom of information requests
6016.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Museums Board of
Victoria for 2004–05:
(1)
(2)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Refer to response made to Question on Notice 6017.
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Arts: Museum Victoria — freedom of information requests
6017.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Museum Victoria for
2004–05:
(1)
(2)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The information sought will be available in the Attorney General’s Freedom of Information annual report for
2004–05. The FOI annual report is generally tabled in Parliament during the Spring Sitting. Agency 2004–05
annual reports were tabled in November 2005, will also contain information about requests received.
The Department of Premier and Cabinet complies with the Attorney General’s Freedom of Information Guidelines
of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October 2002.

Arts: Victorian Arts Centre Trust — freedom of information requests
6018.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to Freedom of Information requests received by the Victorian Arts Centre
Trust for 2004–05:
(1)
(2)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The information sought will be available in the Attorney General’s Freedom of Information annual report for
2004–05. The FOI annual report is generally tabled in Parliament during the Spring Sitting. Agency 2004–05
annual reports were tabled in November 2005, will also contain information about requests received.
The Department of Premier and Cabinet complies with the Attorney General’s Freedom of Information Guidelines
of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October 2002.

Arts: Victorian Council of the Arts — freedom of information requests
6019.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The information sought will be available in the Attorney General’s Freedom of Information annual report for
2004–05. The FOI annual report is generally tabled in Parliament during the Spring Sitting. Agency 2004–05
annual reports were tabled in November 2005, will also contain information about requests received.
The Department of Premier and Cabinet complies with the Attorney General’s Freedom of Information Guidelines
of February 2000 and the Improved Accountability Guidelines of October 2002.

Agriculture: Primary Industries — capital works
6549.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Department of Primary Industries’ allocation of funds to major capital
works, including major maintenance, replacement and upgrades, what were the priority major projects
that were approved for the year 2004–05 and were each of these priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2004–05, the Department of Primary Industries approved one priority major capital works project, the Upgrade
of Victoria’s Laboratory Capability. This project has been completed.

Arts: Australian Centre for the Moving Image — overseas travel
6886.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to overseas travel by the Australian Centre for the Moving Image for
2004–05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.

(5)

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The number of international trips conducted by the Australian Centre for the Moving Image amounted to 12 trips
and involved 13 persons.
All trips were approved by the Board and undertaken to fulfil statutory responsibilities of the Australian Centre for
the Moving Image.

Arts: Film Victoria — overseas travel
6887.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to overseas travel by Film Victoria for 2004–05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.

(5)

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The number of international trips conducted by Film Victoria amounted to 14 trips and involved 14 persons.
All trips were approved by the Board and undertaken to fulfil statutory responsibilities of Film Victoria.

Arts: Geelong Performing Arts Centre Trust — overseas travel
6888.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to overseas travel by the Geelong Performing Arts Centre Trust for 2004–
05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
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other expenses.

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Nil response

Arts: Council of Trustees of the National Gallery of Victoria — overseas travel
6889.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to overseas travel by the Council of Trustees of the National Gallery of
Victoria for
2004–05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.

(5)

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
See answer 6890

Arts: National Gallery of Victoria — overseas travel
6890.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to overseas travel by the National Gallery of Victoria for 2004–05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
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other expenses.

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The number of international trips conducted by the National Gallery of Victoria amounted to 11 trips and involved
12 persons.
All trips were approved by the Council of Trustees and undertaken to fulfil statutory responsibilities of the Council
of Trustees of the National Gallery of Victoria.

Arts: Library Board of Victoria — overseas travel
6891.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to overseas travel by the Library Board of Victoria for 2004–05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.

(5)

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
See answer 6892

Arts: State Library of Victoria — overseas travel
6892.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to overseas travel by the State Library of Victoria for 2004–05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
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accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
other expenses.

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The number of international trips conducted by the State Library of Victoria amounted to 2 trips and involved 2
people.
All trips were approved by the Board and undertaken to fulfil statutory responsibilities of the Library Board of
Victoria.

Arts: Museums Board of Victoria — overseas travel
6893.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to overseas travel by the Museums Board of Victoria for 2004–05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.

(5)

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
See answer 6894

Arts: Museum Victoria — overseas travel
6894.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to overseas travel by Museum Victoria for 2004–05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

Wednesday, 13 September 2006

(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(5)

COUNCIL

3557

car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
taxis;
accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
other expenses.

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The number of international trips conducted by Museum Victoria amounted to 29 trips and involved 29 persons.
All trips were approved by the Board and undertaken to fulfil statutory responsibilities of the Museums Board of
Victoria.

Arts: Victorian Arts Centre Trust — overseas travel
6895.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to overseas travel by the Victorian Arts Centre Trust for 2004–05:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

How many trips were undertaken.
What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.

(5)

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The number of international trips conducted by the Victorian Arts Centre Trust amounted to 23 trips and involved
34 persons.
All trips were approved by the Trust and undertaken to fulfil statutory responsibilities of the Victorian Arts Centre
Trust.

Arts: Victorian Council of the Arts — overseas travel
6896.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to overseas travel by the Victorian Council of the Arts for 2004–05:
(1)

How many trips were undertaken.
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(2)
(3)
(4)

What were the destinations.
What was the purpose of each visit.
What costs were associated with the travel, including —
(a) airfares;
(b) car rental and hire cars, including the type of cars rented or hired;
(c) taxis;
(d) accommodation, including the name of the establishment and itemised costs;
(e) entertainment, including its nature, the venue and itemised costs; and
(f) other expenses.

(5)

Did family members, associates, or guests accompany the traveller(s) on each trip; if so, at what
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Nil response

Employment and youth affairs: minister’s office — furnishings
7447.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Employment
and Youth Affairs): What furniture items, including moveable furniture, fixed furniture and electrical
goods were purchased for the Minister’s private office in 2004–05 and what was the total cost of the
items purchased.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I have responded to this Question in my capacity as Minister for Education Services (refer to response to Question
number 7469).

Attorney-General: minister’s office — furnishings
7461.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Attorney-General): What furniture items, including moveable furniture, fixed furniture and electrical
goods were purchased for the Minister’s private office in 2004–05 and what was the total cost of the
items purchased.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
According to the financial records of the Department of Justice, the answer is nil.

Employment and youth affairs: Victorian Communities — entertainment expenses
7490.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Employment
and Youth Affairs): What was the total amount spent by the Minister’s department on entertainment
expenses including alcohol, food, admission to Commonwealth Games events, admission to other
entertainment events, special gifts, all transport and corporate box leasing for their invited guests and
those who were hosting them at the Commonwealth Games.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian Government and the Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Corporation jointly provided hosting
opportunities for Ministers and senior Departmental officers during the Commonwealth Games. These
entertainment expenses form part of the whole of Games budget. The accounts are still being received and when
collated will be included in the Government’s financial report on the Games.

Employment and youth affairs: charter flights
7532.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Employment
and Youth Affairs): In relation to all chartered flights, including helicopters and light planes used by the
Minister in 2004–05 what was the —

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
ANSWER:

date;
carrier;
destination;
cost; and
purpose.

I am informed that:
I have responded to this Question in my capacity as Minister for Education Services (refer to response to Question
number 7554).

Employment and youth affairs: minister’s office — international travel
7616.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Employment
and Youth Affairs): What was the cost, including airfares, accommodation and expenses, of all
international travel undertaken by the Minister and ministerial staff in 2004–05.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I have responded to this Question in my capacity as Minister for Education Services (refer to response to Question
number 7638).

Employment and youth affairs: minister’s office — interstate travel
7658.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Employment
and Youth Affairs): What was the cost, including airfares, accommodation and expenses, of all
interstate travel undertaken by the Minister and ministerial staff in 2004–05.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I have responded to this Question in my capacity as Minister for Education Services (refer to response to Question
number 7680).
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Employment and youth affairs: minister’s office — intrastate travel
7700.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Employment
and Youth Affairs): What was the cost, including airfares, air charter, accommodation and expenses of
all intrastate travel undertaken by the Minister and ministerial staff in 2004–05.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I have responded to this Question in my capacity as Minister for Education Services (refer to response to Question
number 7722).

Employment and youth affairs: minister’s office — entertainment expenses
7742.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Employment
and Youth Affairs): What entertainment expenses, including restaurant and catering, were incurred by
the Minister and ministerial staff in 2005.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I have responded to this Question in my capacity as Minister for Education Services (refer to response to Question
number 7764). [Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 24 August 2006, page 3258]

Employment and youth affairs: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
7784.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Employment
and Youth Affairs): What expenses were incurred by the Minister and ministerial staff for the purchase
of alcohol in 2005.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I have responded to this Question in my capacity as Minister for Education Services (refer to response to Question
number 7806). [Hansard reference: Legislative Council, 24 August 2006, page 3259]

Employment and youth affairs: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
7826.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Employment
and Youth Affairs): What expenses were incurred by each Department and Agency for the purchase of
alcohol for the Minister and ministerial staff and the Minister’s office in 2004–05.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The answer is nil.
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Employment and youth affairs: ministerial staff — cost
7868.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Employment
and Youth Affairs): What was the total cost associated with the engagement of ministerial staff,
including salaries, superannuation and WorkCover in 2005.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Costs for the engagement of Ministerial staff are managed by the Department of Premier and Cabinet.

Energy industries: ministerial staff — cost
7893.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries: What was the total cost
associated with the engagement of ministerial staff, including salaries, superannuation and WorkCover
in 2005.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
The Department of Infrastructure does not hold information regarding Ministerial staff. Ministerial staff are
engaged by the Department of Premier and Cabinet and your question should be directed to the Premier.

Employment and youth affairs: ministerial staff — number
7910.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Employment
and Youth Affairs): How many ministerial staff were employed by the Minister at 1 March 2006.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I do not employ Ministerial staff.

Employment and youth affairs: minister’s office — secondments
7952.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Employment
and Youth Affairs): How many public servants were on secondment to the Minister’s private office at
1 March 2006 and were not counted within the ministerial staffing budget.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The answer is nil.

Planning: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd — payments
8080.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister
for Planning): In relation to payments made to Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd by the Minister’s department or
private office or agency or statutory body under the Minister’s administration for each project since
1 January 2005:
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What amount was paid.
On what dates were the payments made.
What was the purpose of the project.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
No payments were made to Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd by my private office or the Department of Sustainability and
Environment for activities falling under my portfolio responsibilities as Minister for Planning.

Water: Colbinabbin–Lake Eppalock pipeline
8117.

THE HON. DAMIAN DRUM — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Water): In relation to the Government’s proposal to meet Bendigo’s future water needs by constructing
a pipeline from Colbinabbin to Lake Eppalock:
(1)
(2)

What is the estimated pumping cost per megalitre of water transferred, including maintenance and
depreciation charges.
Which organisation or organisations will be responsible for this cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Preliminary estimates of the pumping costs are $100 plus per ML.

(2)

Coliban Water will be responsible for this cost.

Water: Colbinabbin–Lake Eppalock pipeline
8118.

THE HON. DAMIAN DRUM — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Water): In relation to the Government’s proposal to meet Bendigo’s future water needs by constructing
a pipeline from Colbinabbin to Lake Eppalock:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

What height does the water have to be lifted to enable it to flow into Lake Eppalock.
What size pumps will be required.
What is the proposed diameter of the pipeline.
What is the maximum capacity of the pipeline in megalitres of water transferred per day.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

The water needs to be lifted approximately 140 metres to flow into Lake Eppalock.

(2)

It is a matter for Coliban Water to determine the size of the pumps.

(3)

It is a matter for Coliban Water to determine the diameter of the pipeline.

(4)

It is envisaged that at least 100 ML per day can be pumped.
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Water: Colbinabbin–Lake Eppalock pipeline
8119.

THE HON. DAMIAN DRUM — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Water): In relation to the Government’s proposal to meet Bendigo’s future water needs by constructing
a pipeline from Colbinabbin to Lake Eppalock, and given that Coliban Water has previously indicated
that 8 gigalitres per year in additional water from outside existing resources is required to secure
Bendigo’s future water needs, why is the Government proposing to construct a pipeline with capacity to
transfer 20 gigalitres per year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Since the preparation of Coliban Water’s WaterPlan 2055 document the Department of Sustainability and
Environment has provided further information in regard to the possible impact of climate change on the yield from
our catchments. This information indicated that the allowance for reduced runoff in WaterPlan 2055 may have
been too low and consequently a much larger amount of water may be required from additional sources by 2055
— hence the increase from 8 GL to 20GL.

Water: Colbinabbin–Lake Eppalock pipeline
8120.

THE HON. DAMIAN DRUM — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Water): In relation to the Government’s proposal to meet Bendigo’s future water needs by constructing
a pipeline from Colbinabbin to Lake Eppalock:
(1)

(2)

Will water entitlement be purchased for the water that will be transferred via the proposed pipeline
to Lake Eppalock and if so how much of this will be permanent water entitlement and how much
will be sourced through the temporary water market.
What is the Government’s estimate of the costs involved in purchasing the water entitlement and
how will this be funded.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(1)

Water entitlement will be purchased for the water that will be transferred via the proposed pipeline to Lake
Eppalock. It is expected that around 8000ML of the water purchased will be permanent entitlement with the
balance to be found from temporary market.

(2)

Market price will be paid for purchase of the water and this is estimated to cost approximately $10 million for
the permanent entitlement. All water purchased will be funded by Coliban Water.

Water: Colbinabbin–Lake Eppalock pipeline
8121.

THE HON. DAMIAN DRUM — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Water): In relation to the Government’s proposal to meet Bendigo’s future water needs by constructing
a pipeline from Colbinabbin to Lake Eppalock did the Government discuss this proposal and its
intention to seek National Water Initiative funding with the National Water Commission prior to the
announcement.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The Victorian State Government and Coliban Water have lodged a funding bid for the project under the Round 2
call for submissions of the Water Smart Australia Program. The bid complied with the application guidelines set by
the National Water Commission.

Water: Colbinabbin–Lake Eppalock pipeline
8122.

THE HON. DAMIAN DRUM — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Water): In relation to the Government’s proposal to meet Bendigo’s future water needs by constructing
a pipeline from Colbinabbin to Lake Eppalock will the project result in water savings and if so what is
the extent and nature of these savings.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This project will result in up to an extra 100ML of water a day being made available to Bendigo and the
surrounding region to help improve the reliability of supply. Actions to achieve water savings are listed in Coliban
Water’s WaterPlan 2055.

Water: Colbinabbin–Lake Eppalock pipeline
8125.

THE HON. DAMIAN DRUM — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Water): In relation to the Government’s proposal to meet Bendigo’s future water needs by constructing
a pipeline from Colbinabbin to Lake Eppalock, does the Bracks Government believe the Eppalock
catchment region has been adversely affected by land subdivision, farming practices, vegetation
initiatives, global warming or any other reason so as to significantly affect the performance of the
Eppalock catchment system and if so, to what extent can we expect to have the inflows into Eppalock
diminished when compared to historical inflow data.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There has been a reduced flow into water storages in recent years and any one of the issues mentioned may have
some influence on the reduction of inflow. However the principal fact still remains that rainfall patterns and
volumes have not been conducive to high volume runoff events. This situation is not unique to the Eppalock
catchment–the Wimmera Mallee water supply system is at extremely low levels and other parts of Victoria also
have low storage volumes. Unless the current rainfall patterns change there will not be significant inflows to
Eppalock, this is why it is necessary to adopt water saving practices as well as investigate system augmentations
such as the pipeline from Colbinabbin to Lake Eppalock.

Water: Colbinabbin–Lake Eppalock pipeline
8128.

THE HON. DAMIAN DRUM — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Water): In relation to the Government’s proposal to meet Bendigo’s future water needs by constructing
a pipeline from Colbinabbin to Lake Eppalock, was the City of Greater Bendigo consulted by the GHD
consultancy group regarding their views of the benefits to Bendigo and Heathcote of having additional
recreational water being stored in Lake Eppalock.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The City of Greater Bendigo was not consulted by the GHD consultancy group regarding their views of the
benefits to Bendigo and Heathcote of having additional recreational water being stored in Lake Eppalock.
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Water: Colbinabbin–Lake Eppalock pipeline
8129.

THE HON. DAMIAN DRUM — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Water): In relation to the Government’s proposal to meet Bendigo’s future water needs by constructing
a pipeline from Colbinabbin to Lake Eppalock, how will this project secure the supply of water to
Heathcote residents and businesses.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Heathcote draws its water supply from Lake Eppalock. Therefore any additional water in Lake Eppalock will also
benefit Heathcote residents and businesses.

Water: Colbinabbin–Lake Eppalock pipeline
8130.

THE HON. DAMIAN DRUM — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Water): In relation to the Government’s proposal to meet Bendigo’s future water needs by constructing
a pipeline from Colbinabbin to Lake Eppalock, what rate of growth has been assumed when calculating
Heathcote’s future water needs.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In calculating Heathcote’s future water use a population growth of 1.4% per annum has been assumed. This has
been based on the DSE population growth projections.

Environment: South East Water Ltd — advertising and credit card expenditure
8162.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to South East Water Ltd’s expenditure for 2004–05, what was
the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Government has put in place appropriate procedures and checks to ensure that credit card use and
advertising expenditure is managed in accordance with the Financial Management Compliance Framework. This
framework has been introduced in Victoria to provide a more stringent and detailed financial governance regime.
Further, South East Water Ltd is required to manage its financial affairs in accordance with the Corporation Act
2001 and the Financial Management Act 1994.

Victorian Communities: Office of Women’s Policy — advertising and credit card expenditure
8163.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Women’s Affairs): In relation to the Office of Women’s Policy within the Department of
Victorian Communities’ expenditure for 2004–05, what was the —
(a)

advertising expenditure; and
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credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In the year 2004–05 OWP incurred advertising expenses totalling $11,562.44, for the promotion of Women’s
Community Leadership Grants, the Victorian Honour Roll of Women and advertising relating to recruitment of
Office of Women’s Policy Staff.
The Office of Women’s Policy does not have a credit card.

Environment: Yarra Valley Water Ltd — advertising and credit card expenditure
8209.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to Yarra Valley Water Ltd’s expenditure for 2004–05, what was
the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Government has put in place appropriate procedures and checks to ensure that credit card use and
advertising expenditure is managed in accordance with the Financial Management Compliance Framework. This
framework has been introduced in Victoria to provide a more stringent and detailed financial governance regime.
Further, Yarra Valley Water Ltd is required to manage its financial affairs in accordance with the Corporation Act
2001 and the Financial Management Act 1994.

Agriculture: Primary Industries, business and corporate services division — communications staff
8502.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Business and Corporate Services Division, Department of Primary
Industries are engaged in communications, including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Primary Industries (DPI) has a centralised communications function which falls within the
Business and Corporate Services Division. No other division within DPI employs communications staff. Therefore
this response encompasses all officers engaged in communications, including public, corporate and media relations
within DPI.
As at 30 June 2006, there were 16.4 full-time employees (18 individual officers) engaged in communications in
DPI. The details are as follows:
– three Team Coordinators (Grade 4);
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– seven Communication Officers (Grade 3);
– two Communication Strategists (Grade 5);
– five Communication Advisers (Grade 4); and
– one Director (EO3).
These positions cover public, corporate and media relations and management of these functions and staff are
involved in delivering valuable services to private land-holders, farmers, fishermen, miners and others involved in
Primary Industries.
For example, you may be aware of the many DPI activities and regular information columns appearing in country
media.
The VPS salary bands are set out in publicly available public sector rates of pay and annual Departmental Reports.

Agriculture: Primary Industries, Fisheries Victoria — communications staff
8503.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Primary Industries (DPI) has a centralised communications function which falls within the
Business and Corporate Services Division. All officers engaged in communications, including public, corporate
and media relations within DPI are employed within the BCS Division. No officers in the Fisheries Victoria
Division are engaged in these functions.

Agriculture: Primary Industries, regional services and agricultural division — communications
staff
8504.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Regional Services and Agricultural Division, Department of Primary
Industries are engaged in communications, including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Primary Industries (DPI) has a centralised communications function which falls within the
Business and Corporate Services (BCS) Division. All officers engaged in communications, including public,
corporate and media relations within DPI are employed within the BCS Division. No officers from the Agriculture
Development Division, Catchment and Agriculture Services Division or Biosecurity Victoria, which make up the
former Regional Services and Agriculture Division, are engaged in these functions.
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Agriculture: Primary Industries, strategic policy division — communications staff
8505.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Strategic Policy Division, Department of Primary Industries are
engaged in communications, including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Primary Industries (DPI) has a centralised communications function which falls within the
Business and Corporate Services (BCS) Division. All officers engaged in communications, including public,
corporate and media relations within DPI are employed within the BCS Division. No officers in the Policy Groups,
which make up the former Strategic Policy Division, are engaged in these functions.

Environment: Alpine Resorts Coordinating Council — communications staff
8517.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Falls Creek Alpine Resort Management Board — communications staff
8518.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Falls Creek Alpine Resort Management Board are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
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Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Lake Mountain Alpine Resort Management Board — communications staff
8519.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Lake Mountain Alpine Resort Management Board are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Goulburn-Broken Catchment Management Authority — communications staff
8563.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Mallee Catchment Management Authority — communications staff
8564.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: North Central Catchment Management Authority — communications staff
8565.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: North East Catchment Management Authority — communications staff
8566.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Port Phillip and Westernport Catchment Management Authority —
communications staff
8567.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Port Phillip and Westernport Catchment Management Authority are
engaged in communications, including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: West Gippsland Catchment Management Authority — communications staff
8568.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Wimmera Catchment Management Authority — communications staff
8569.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Victorian Coastal Council — communications staff
8570.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Victorian Environment Assessment Council — communications staff
8571.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Central Coastal Board — communications staff
8572.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Gippsland Coastal Board — communications staff
8573.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
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How many officers in the Gippsland Coastal Board are engaged in communications, including
public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Western Coastal Board — communications staff
8574.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Barwon Region Water Authority — communications staff
8575.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.
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Environment: Central Gippsland Region Water Authority — communications staff
8576.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Central Highlands Region Water Authority — communications staff
8577.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Coliban Region Water Authority — communications staff
8578.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
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Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: East Gippsland Region Water Authority — communications staff
8579.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Glenelg Region Water Authority — communications staff
8580.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Glenelg Region Water Authority ceased to exist on 30 June 2005.

Environment: Goulburn Valley Region Water Authority — communications staff
8581.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
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Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Grampians Region Water Authority — communications staff
8582.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: South Gippsland Region Water Authority — communications staff
8586.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: South West Water Authority — communications staff
8587.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The South West Water Authority ceased to exist on 30 June 2005.

Environment: Western Region Water Authority — communications staff
8588.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Werribee Open Range Zoo — communications staff
8601.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Victoria’s Open Range Zoo at Werribee are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Alpine Advisory Committee — communications staff
8612.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Historic Buildings Management Committee — communications staff
8613.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As previously advised in the responses to questions 2049, 2285, 2517, 2749, 2983, 3217, 3872, 4323, 5207, 5371,
5655, 5882, 6142, 6368, 6606, 7018 and 7247, the Historic Buildings Management Committee ceased to exist in
1999.

Sport and recreation: Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust — communications staff
8640.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: As at 30
June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust (MOPT) employs one officer in communications, including public,
corporate and media relations. The salary band of the General Manager, Marketing and Commercial Services is
$110,000 - $150,000.

Sport and recreation: Melbourne Cricket Ground Trust — communications staff
8641.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: As at 30
June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Melbourne Cricket Ground Trust has no officers engaged in communications, including public, corporate and
media relations.

Sport and recreation: Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Board — communications staff
8642.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: As at 30
June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Professional Boxing and Combat Sports Board has no officers engaged in communications, including public,
corporate and media relations.

Women’s affairs: Queen Victoria Women’s Centre Trust — communications staff
8644.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Women’s Affairs): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Queen Victoria Women’s Centre Trust are engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
As at 30 June 2006:
The QVWCT does not employ or contract any individuals for the purpose of managing communications (including
public, corporate or media relations).

Sport and recreation: State Recreation Camps Committee of Management — communications
staff
8645.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: As at
30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Sport and Recreation Camps Committee of Management Incorporated has no officers engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.
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Agriculture: Primary Industries — communications staff
8654.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Primary Industries (DPI) has a centralised communications function which falls within the
Business and Corporate Services Division. No other division within DPI employs communications staff. Therefore
this response encompasses all officers engaged in communications, including public, corporate and media relations
within DPI.
As at 30 June 2006, there were 16.4 full-time employees (18 individual officers) engaged in communications in
DPI. The details are as follows:
– three Team Coordinators (Grade 4);
– seven Communication Officers (Grade 3);
– two Communication Strategists (Grade 5);
– five Communication Advisers (Grade 4); and
– one Director (EO3).
These positions cover public, corporate and media relations and management of these functions and staff are
involved in delivering valuable services to private land-holders, farmers, fishermen, miners and others involved in
Primary Industries.
For example, you may be aware of the many DPI activities and regular information columns appearing in country
media.
The VPS salary bands are set out in publicly available public sector rates of pay and annual Departmental Reports.

Environment: South East Water Ltd — advertising and credit card expenditure
8679.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the South East Water Ltd’s expenditure for 2005–06, what was
the:
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Government has put in place appropriate procedures and checks to ensure that credit card use and
advertising expenditure is managed in accordance with the Financial Management Compliance Framework. This
framework has been introduced in Victoria to provide a more stringent and detailed financial governance regime.
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Further, South East Water Ltd is required to manage its financial affairs in accordance with the Corporation Act
2001 and the Financial Management Act 1994.

Environment: Yarra Valley Water Ltd — advertising and credit card expenditure
8722.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister of Environment): In relation to the Yarra Valley Water Ltd’s expenditure for 2005–06, what
was the:
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Government has put in place appropriate procedures and checks to ensure that credit card use and
advertising expenditure is managed in accordance with the Financial Management Compliance Framework. This
framework has been introduced in Victoria to provide a more stringent and detailed financial governance regime.
Further, Yarra Valley Water Ltd is required to manage its financial affairs in accordance with the Corporation Act
2001 and the Financial Management Act 1994.

Sport and recreation: Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Pty Ltd — advertising and credit
card expenditure
8728.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: In relation
to the Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Pty Ltd’s expenditure for 2005–06, what was the:
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
This question should more appropriately have been asked of me as Minister for Commonwealth Games and I
answer it in that capacity.
I am advised that for 2005–06:
(a)

advertising expenditure for Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Corporation was $5.9 million, and

(b)

credit card expenditure for Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Corporation was NIL

3582

COUNCIL

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

Thursday, 14 September 2006

COUNCIL

3583

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
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Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
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The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Thursday, 14 September 2006
Attorney-General: ministerial staff — mobile telephone services
3344.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Attorney General): What has been the cost of providing mobile telephone services to the Minister’s staff
since 1999–2000.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
It would be an unreasonable diversion of the Department’s time and resources to provide a response to this
question.

Treasurer: Better Roads Victoria Trust Fund
4936.

THE HON. BILL FORWOOD — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer):
(1)
(2)

What was the balance of the Better Roads Victoria Trust Fund as at 1 January 2004, 30 June 2004,
1 January 2005 and 1 May 2005.
What appropriations were made out of this fund after 1 January 2004, for what project was each
appropriation made and under what authority were these appropriations made.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Better Roads Victoria Trust Fund is not administered by my Department.

Industrial relations: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
5409.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Industrial Relations): In relation to alcohol purchased by the Minister’s Office since 30 June 2004, what
was the —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the date of each purchase;
the value of each purchase; and
the items purchased.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Alcohol expenditure is included in overall catering expenses, therefore, to extract the details of specific purchases
of alcohol would be an unreasonable diversion of the Department’s resources.
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Energy industries: Mining and Environment Advisory Committee — capital works
6512.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries: In relation to
the Mining and Environment Advisory Committee’s allocation of funds to major capital works,
including major maintenance, replacement and upgrades, what were the priority major projects that
were approved for the year 2004–05 and were each of these priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
No appropriation of funds for major capital works, including major maintenance, replacement and upgrades was
provided to the Mining and Environment Advisory Committee during this period.

Environment: City West Water— stress-related leave
7229.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
No staff members of City West Water took stress related leave during the 2004–05 financial year.

Environment: South East Water— stress-related leave
7231.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
No staff members of South East Water took stress related leave during the 2004–05 financial year.

Environment: Yarra Valley Water— stress-related leave
7232.

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
No staff members of Yarra Valley Water took stress related leave during the 2004–05 financial year.
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Health: minister’s office — furnishings
7448.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): What
furniture items, including moveable furniture, fixed furniture and electrical goods were purchased for
the Minister’s private office in 2004–05 and what was the total cost of the items purchased.

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

Industrial relations: minister’s office — furnishings
7449.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Industrial
Relations): What furniture items, including moveable furniture, fixed furniture and electrical goods
were purchased for the Minister’s private office in 2004–05 and what was the total cost of the items
purchased.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
According to the financial records of the Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development, the
answer is nil.

Aged care: minister’s office — furnishings
7452.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care: What furniture items, including
moveable furniture, fixed furniture and electrical goods were purchased for the Minister’s private office
in 2004–05 and what was the total cost of the items purchased.

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

Housing: minister’s office — furnishings
7459.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Housing: What furniture items, including
moveable furniture, fixed furniture and electrical goods were purchased for the Minister’s private office
in 2004–05 and what was the total cost of the items purchased.

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

Health: Human Services — entertainment expenses
7491.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): What
was the total amount spent by the Minister’s department on entertainment expenses including alcohol,
food, admission to Commonwealth Games events, admission to other entertainment events, special
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gifts, all transport and corporate box leasing for their invited guests and those who were hosting them at
the Commonwealth Games.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Government and the Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Corporation jointly provided hosting
opportunities for Ministers and senior Departmental officers during the Commonwealth Games. These
entertainment expenses form part of the whole of Games budget. The accounts are still being received and when
collated will be included in the Government’s financial report on the Games.

Aged care: Human Services — entertainment expenses
7495.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care: What was the total amount spent
by the Minister’s department on entertainment expenses including alcohol, food, admission to
Commonwealth Games events, admission to other entertainment events, special gifts, all transport and
corporate box leasing for their invited guests and those who were hosting them at the Commonwealth
Games.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Government and the Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Corporation jointly provided hosting
opportunities for Ministers and senior Departmental officers during the Commonwealth Games. These
entertainment expenses form part of the whole of Games budget. The accounts are still being received and when
collated will be included in the Government’s financial report on the Games.

Transport: Infrastructure — entertainment expenses
7498.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): What was the total amount spent by the Minister’s department on entertainment expenses
including alcohol, food, admission to Commonwealth Games events, admission to other entertainment
events, special gifts, all transport and corporate box leasing for their invited guests and those who were
hosting them at the Commonwealth Games.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
The Victorian Government and the Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Corporation jointly provided hosting
opportunities for Ministers and senior Departmental officers during the Commonwealth Games. These
entertainment expenses form part of the whole of Games budget. The accounts are still being received and when
collated will be included in the Government’s financial report on the Games.

Housing: Human Services — entertainment expenses
7502.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Housing: What was the total amount spent by
the Minister’s department on entertainment expenses including alcohol, food, admission to
Commonwealth Games events, admission to other entertainment events, special gifts, all transport and
corporate box leasing for their invited guests and those who were hosting them at the Commonwealth
Games.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Government and the Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games Corporation jointly provided hosting
opportunities for Ministers and senior Departmental officers during the Commonwealth Games. These
entertainment expenses form part of the whole of Games budget. The accounts are still being received and when
collated will be included in the Government’s financial report on the Games.

Housing: charter flights
7544.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Housing: In relation to all chartered flights,
including helicopters and light planes used by the Minister in 2004–05 what was the —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

date;
carrier;
destination;
cost; and
purpose.

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

Arts: charter flights
7545.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
Arts): In relation to all chartered flights, including helicopters and light planes used by the Minister in
2004–05 what was the —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)

date;
carrier;
destination;
cost; and
purpose.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Nil response

Transport: media research and public opinion polling
7582.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): For each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration, what are
the details of all media research and public opinion polling conducted in 2004–05, including —
(a)
(b)
(c)

the title of each poll or item of research;
the date approved and duration of contract;
the cost;
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the personnel conducting the project;
whether it was put to tender;
recommendations made; and
any actions taken by the department or Minister.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The broad nature of the question, and given that identical questions have been asked across Government, indicates
that this is not a genuine enquiry but a speculative question and as such a response would require an unreasonable
diversion of time and resources.

Arts: media research and public opinion polling
7587.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
Arts): For each department, agency and authority within the Minister’s administration, what are the
details of all media research and public opinion polling conducted in 2004–05, including —
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)
(g)

the title of each poll or item of research;
the date approved and duration of contract;
the cost;
the personnel conducting the project;
whether it was put to tender;
recommendations made; and
any actions taken by the department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Arts Victoria evaluated Open House in 2004 at a cost of $4289.

Industrial relations: minister’s office — interstate travel
7660.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Industrial
Relations): What was the cost, including airfares, accommodation and expenses, of all interstate travel
undertaken by the Minister and ministerial staff in 2004–05.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development, have not paid any expenses incurred in my
capacity as Minister for Industrial Relations or by my ministerial staff in relation to interstate travel in 2004–05.

Arts: minister’s office — interstate travel
7671.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
Arts): What was the cost, including airfares, accommodation and expenses, of all interstate travel
undertaken by the Minister and ministerial staff in 2004–05.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The total expenditure for interstate travel undertaken by the Minister and ministerial staff in 2004–05 was
$3,914.25.

Industrial relations: minister’s office — intrastate travel
7702.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Industrial
Relations): What was the cost, including airfares, air charter, accommodation and expenses of all
intrastate travel undertaken by the Minister and ministerial staff in 2004–05.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development, have not paid any expenses incurred in my
capacity as Minister for Industrial Relations or by my ministerial staff in relation to intrastate travel in 2004–05.

Arts: minister’s office — intrastate travel
7713.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
Arts): What was the cost, including airfares, air charter, accommodation and expenses of all intrastate
travel undertaken by the Minister and ministerial staff in 2004–05.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The total expenditure for intrastate travel undertaken by the Minister and ministerial staff in 2004–05 was $698.89.

Housing: minister’s office — entertainment expenses
7754.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Housing: What entertainment expenses,
including restaurant and catering, were incurred by the Minister and ministerial staff in 2005.

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

Health: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
7785.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): What
expenses were incurred by the Minister and ministerial staff for the purchase of alcohol in 2005.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To provide details of payment made would be an unreasonable diversion of my department’s resources.
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Industrial relations: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
7786.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Industrial
Relations): What expenses were incurred by the Minister and ministerial staff for the purchase of
alcohol in 2005.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Any alcohol costs incurred in 2005 would be included within a general hospitality accounting code. To isolate such
expenses from other hospitality expenses would involve an examination of individual invoices and would place an
unreasonable burden on public time and resources.

Aged care: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
7789.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care: What expenses were incurred by
the Minister and ministerial staff for the purchase of alcohol in 2005.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To provide details of payment made would be an unreasonable diversion of my department’s resources.

Environment: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
7791.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Environment): What expenses were incurred by the Minister and ministerial staff for the purchase of
alcohol in 2005.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The records of the Department of Sustainability and Environment do not identify any purchases of alcohol for my
office during 2005. Some limited alcohol costs may have been included within general catering invoices.

Transport: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
7792.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): What expenses were incurred by the Minister and ministerial staff for the purchase of
alcohol in 2005.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
There were no purchases of alcohol by the Minister or his staff in 2005.

Water: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
7793.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Water): What expenses were incurred by the Minister and ministerial staff for the purchase of alcohol in
2005.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The records of the Department of Sustainability and Environment do not identify any purchases of alcohol for my
office during 2005. Some limited alcohol costs may have been included within general catering invoices.

Housing: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
7796.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Housing: What expenses were incurred by the
Minister and ministerial staff for the purchase of alcohol in 2005.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To provide details of payment made would be an unreasonable diversion of my department’s resources.

Health: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
7827.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): What
expenses were incurred by each Department and Agency for the purchase of alcohol for the Minister
ministerial staff and the Minister’s office in 2004–05.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To provide details of payment made would be an unreasonable diversion of my department’s resources.

Industrial relations: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
7828.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Industrial
Relations): What expenses were incurred by each Department and Agency for the purchase of alcohol
for the Minister ministerial staff and the Minister’s office in 2004–05.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Any alcohol costs incurred in 2004–05 would be included within a general hospitality accounting code. To isolate
such expenses from other hospitality expenses would involve an examination of individual invoices and would
place an unreasonable burden on public time and resources.

Aged care: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
7831.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care: What expenses were incurred by
each Department and Agency for the purchase of alcohol for the Minister ministerial staff and the
Minister’s office in 2004–05.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To provide details of payment made would be an unreasonable diversion of my department’s resources.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

3592

COUNCIL

Thursday, 14 September 2006

Environment: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
7833.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Environment): What expenses were incurred by each Department and Agency for the purchase of
alcohol for the Minister ministerial staff and the Minister’s office in 2004–05.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The records of the Department of Sustainability and Environment do not identify any purchases of alcohol for my
office during the 2004–05 financial year. Some limited alcohol costs may have been included within general
catering invoices.

Transport: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
7834.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): What expenses were incurred by each Department and Agency for the purchase of alcohol
for the Minister ministerial staff and the Minister’s office in 2004–05.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
There were no purchases of alcohol by the Department and any Agency for the Minister, his staff or office for
2005.

Water: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
7835.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Water): What expenses were incurred by each Department and Agency for the purchase of alcohol for
the Minister ministerial staff and the Minister’s office in 2004–05.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The records of the Department of Sustainability and Environment do not identify any purchases of alcohol for my
office during the 2004–05 financial year. Some limited alcohol costs may have been included within general
catering invoices.

Housing: minister’s office — alcohol purchases
7838.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Housing: What expenses were incurred by
each Department and Agency for the purchase of alcohol for the Minister ministerial staff and the
Minister’s office in 2004–05.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
To provide details of payment made would be an unreasonable diversion of my department’s resources.
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Transport: ministerial staff — cost
7876.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): What was the total cost associated with the engagement of ministerial staff, including
salaries, superannuation and WorkCover in 2005.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
This question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities as the engagement of Ministerial staff including
salaries, superannuation and WorkCover, falls within the budget of the Department of Premier and Cabinet.

Arts: ministerial staff — cost
7881.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
Arts): What was the total cost associated with the engagement of ministerial staff, including salaries,
superannuation and WorkCover in 2005.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Ministerial staff are employed by the Premier.

Arts: minister’s office — secondments
7965.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
Arts): How many public servants were on secondment to the Minister’s private office at 1 March 2006
and were not counted within the ministerial staffing budget.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Nil response

Agriculture: minister’s office — secondments
7972.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister for
Agriculture): How many public servants were on secondment to the Minister’s private office at 1 March
2006 and were not counted within the ministerial staffing budget.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Staff working within the office of the Minister for Agriculture are employed by the Department of Premier and
Cabinet. I would refer you to the Annual Reports of that department which detail the arrangements relating to staff
working within ministerial offices.

Employment and youth affairs: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd — payments
8045.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Employment and Youth Affairs): In relation to payments made to Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd by the
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Minister’s department or private office or agency or statutory body under the Minister’s administration
for each project since 1 January 2005:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What amount was paid.
On what dates were the payments made.
What was the purpose of the project.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
I have responded to this Question in my capacity as Minister for Education Services (refer to response to Question
number 8061).

Industrial relations: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd — payments
8047.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Industrial Relations): In relation to payments made to Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd by the Minister’s
department or private office or agency or statutory body under the Minister’s administration for each
project since 1 January 2005:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What amount was paid.
On what dates were the payments made.
What was the purpose of the project.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
No payments have been made to Shannon’s Way within this period.

Victorian communities: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd — payments
8049.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Victorian Communities): In relation to payments made to Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd by the Minister’s
department or private office or agency or statutory body under the Minister’s administration for each
project since 1 January 2005:
(1)
(2)
(3)

What amount was paid.
On what dates were the payments made.
What was the purpose of the project.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The answer is nil.

Agriculture: Primary Industries — consultancies
8112.

THE HON. DAMIAN DRUM — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister for
Agriculture):
(1)

What consultancies were undertaken by the Department of Primary Industries in 2005–06.
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What was the full cost of these consultancies.
Which companies or organisations undertook these consultancies.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
DPI engaged the following consultancies during 2005–06.
Consultancies greater than $100,000:
– There was one consultancy entered into by DPI with a value exceeding $100,000 during 2005–06. With
$130,030 provided to Intellectual Capital Services in 2005–06.
Consultancies less than $100,000:
– There were five consultancies with expenditure less than $100,000 engaged by DPI during 2005–06. These
totalled $167,035.62
The table below lists all the consultancies engaged by DPI during 2005–06.
Company
Bellair Pastoral Consultants
AMC Consultants Pty Ltd
Bowman Richards and Associates
Bowman Richards and Associates
Wyld Group Pty Ltd
Intellectual Capital Services Pty Ltd
Total

Expenditure 2005–06
$28,797.71
$79,999.54
$11,550.00
$15,188.37
$31,500.00
$130,030.00
$297,065.62

Attorney-General: Justice — consultancies
8115.

THE HON. DAMIAN DRUM — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Attorney-General):
(1)
(2)
(3)

What consultancies were undertaken by the Department of Justice in 2005–06.
What was the full cost of these consultancies.
Which companies or organisations undertook these consultancies.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
You should refer to the 2005–06 Department of Justice Annual Report when it is tabled.

Transport: Wallan service centre
8131.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the proposed development of a service centre on the Hume
Highway at Wallan:
(1)
(2)

Which entity will own the site.
Which entity will develop the site.
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Which entity will operate the site.
What other service centre sites on Victorian highways operate under the same business structure
as that proposed at Wallan.

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

VicRoads.

(2)

Hume Freeway Service Centre Consortium Pty Ltd.

(3)

Michem P/L (Subsidiary of A/A Holding P/L).

(4)

Two (2) Service Centres on Calder Freeway at Keilor, one (1) Service Centre on Western Highway at Deer
Park.

Energy industries and resources: Quarry Managers Advisory Panel — advertising and credit card
expenditure
8165.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries: In relation to
the Quarry Managers Advisory Panel’s expenditure for 2004–05, what was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Quarry Managers Advisory Panel did not incur any advertising or credit card expenditure for 2004–05 period.

Energy industries and resources: Mining and Environment Advisory Committee — advertising
and credit card expenditure
8166.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries: In relation to
the Mining and Environment Advisory Committee’s expenditure for 2004–05, what was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Mining and Environment Advisory Committee did not incur any advertising or credit card expenditure in the
2004–05 period.

Multicultural affairs: Victorian Multicultural Commission — advertising and credit card
expenditure
8206.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs): In relation to the Victorian Multicultural Commission’s expenditure for 2004–05,
what was the —
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advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The total advertising expenditure for the Victorian Multicultural Commission for 2004–05 was $22,057.10.
There was no credit card expenditure for the Victorian Multicultural Commission for 2004–05.

Attorney-General: Municipal Electoral Tribunal — advertising and credit card expenditure
8224.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Attorney-General): In relation to the Municipal Electoral Tribunal’s expenditure for 2004–05, what was
the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
There was no advertising or credit card expenditure incurred by members or staff of the Municipal Electoral
Tribunal during 2004–05.

Planning: Architects Registration Board — advertising and credit card expenditure
8231.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): In relation to the Architects Registration Board’s expenditure for 2004–05, what
was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

$8,840

(b)

Nil

Planning: Building Advisory Committee — advertising and credit card expenditure
8232.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): In relation to the Building Advisory Committee’s expenditure for 2004–05,
what was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Planning: Building Appeals Board — advertising and credit card expenditure
8233.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): In relation to the Building Appeals Board’s expenditure for 2004–05, what was
the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Nil

(b)

Nil

Planning: Building Practitioners Board — advertising and credit card expenditure
8235.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): In relation to the Building Practitioners Board’s expenditure for 2004–05, what
was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Nil

(b)

Nil

Planning: Building Regulations Advisory Committee — advertising and credit card expenditure
8236.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): In relation to the Building Regulations Advisory Committee’s expenditure for
2004–05, what was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Nil

(b)

Nil
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Planning: Surveyors Board — advertising and credit card expenditure
8239.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): In relation to the Surveyors Board’s expenditure for 2004–05, what was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Nil

(b)

Nil

Planning: National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust — advertising and credit card
expenditure
8241.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): In relation to the National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust’s expenditure
for 2004–05, what was the —
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As previously advised in responses to questions 4757, 5139, 5815, 5588, 6055, 6303, 6531, 6932 and 7181, the
National Tennis Centre (Melbourne Park) Trust ceased to exist in 1995.

Agriculture: Victorian Agricultural Chemicals Advisory Committee — entertainment expenses
8244.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Victorian
Agricultural Chemicals Advisory Committee, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Agricultural Chemicals Advisory Committee did not incur any entertainment expenses during
2005–06.
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Agriculture: Melbourne Licensing Appeals Tribunals — entertainment expenses
8245.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Melbourne Licensing
Appeals Tribunal’s (Fisheries), what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including
the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Fisheries Licensing Appeals Tribunal did not incur any entertainment expenses during 2005–06.

Agriculture: Swine Industry Projects Advisory Committee (Victoria) — entertainment
expenditure
8246.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Swine Industry
Projects Advisory Committee (Victoria), what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Swine Industry Projects Advisory Committee did not incur any entertainment expenses in 2005–06.

Agriculture: Sheep and Goat Compensation Advisory Committee — entertainment expenditure
8247.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Sheep and Goat
Compensation Advisory Committee, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
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(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Sheep and Goat Compensation Advisory Committee did not incur any entertainment expenses in 2005–06.

Agriculture: Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals — entertainment expenditure
8248.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Royal Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The RSPCA is a private registered charity. It is run independently of government. Any requests for information
regarding the operations of the RSPCA should be directed to the RSPCA.

Agriculture: Cattle Compensation Advisory Committee — entertainment expenses
8249.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Cattle Compensation
Advisory Committee, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Cattle Compensation Advisory Committee did not incur any entertainment expenses for the period 2005–06.
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Agriculture: Apiculture Industry Advisory Committee — entertainment expenses
8250.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Apiculture Industry
Advisory Committee, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Apiculture Industry Advisory Committee did not incur any entertainment expenses for the period 2005–06.

Agriculture: Animal Welfare Advisory Committee — entertainment expenses
8251.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Animal Welfare
Advisory Committee, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Animal Welfare Advisory Committee did not incur any entertainment expenses during 2005–06.

Agriculture: Agriculture Services Pty Ltd — entertainment expenses
8252.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by Agriculture Victoria
Services Pty Ltd, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
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name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Answers to questions in relation to entertainment expenses are as follows:
(a)

The total cost incurred by the Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd in relation to entertainment expenses for
2005–06 was $1,552.00.

(b)

The itemised details for all expenditures in excess of $500.00 are as follows:

Date

Cost

8/11/2006

$543.00

No. of
Guests
11

Purpose

Service Provider

Function with major client–
mid-project review to promote the
commercialisation of Victorian
Government Science and
Development into the Market for
Primary Producers.

Restaurant

Agriculture: Victorian Strawberry Industry Development Committee — entertainment expenses
8255.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Victorian Strawberry
Industry Development Committee, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Strawberry Industry Development Committee did not incur any entertainment expenses in 2005–06.

Agriculture: Victorian Meat Authority — entertainment expenses
8256.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Victorian Meat
Authority, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
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(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Total entertainment expenses incurred by PrimeSafe, formerly the Victorian Meat Authority, in the 2005–06
period were $20,961.

(b)

Itemised details of entertainment expenses in excess of $500 are as follows:

Date

Cost

05/11/2005

$873.00

No. of
Guests
12

09/12/2005
02/06/2006
24/06/2006

$8,632.00
$646.00
$2,200

81
11
22

Purpose
PrimeSafe delegates attendance at the
Australian Meat Industry Council annual
dinner
Annual PrimeSafe industry function
Meeting of PrimeSafe Directors
PrimeSafe attendance at the Poultry
Industry function

Service
Provider
Restaurant

Hotel
Hotel
Hotel

Agriculture: Victorian Broiler Industry Negotiation Committee — entertainment expenses
8257.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Victorian Broiler
Industry Negotiation Committee, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Broiler Industry Negotiation Committee did not incur any entertainment expenses for the 2005–2006
period.

Agriculture: Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of Victoria — entertainment expenses
8258.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Veterinary
Practitioners Registration Board of Victoria, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
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cost;
number of guests;
purpose; and
name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of Victoria did not incur any entertainment expenses for the
2005–06 period.

Agriculture: Northern Victorian Fresh Tomato Industry Development Committee —
entertainment expenses
8259.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Northern Victorian
Fresh Tomato Industry Development Committee, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Northern Victorian Fresh Tomato Industry Development Committee did not incur any entertainment expenses
in 2005–06.

Agriculture: Murray Valley Wine Grape Industry Development Committee — entertainment
expenses
8260.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Murray Valley Wine
and Grape Industry Development Committee, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The Murray Valley Wine Grape Industry Development Committee did not incur any entertainment expenses in
2005–06.

Agriculture: Murray Valley Citrus Board — entertainment expenses
8261.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Murray Valley Citrus
Marketing Board, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Murray Valley Citrus Board incurred the following entertainment expenses in 2005–06:
Date

Cost

30/11/2005

$1326.36

No. of
Guests
26

Purpose

Service Provider

Christmas function for growers,
board members and citrus industry
stakeholders

Hotel

Agriculture: Melbourne Market Authority — entertainment expenses
8262.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Melbourne Market
Authority, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

The total cost of entertainment expenses incurred by the Melbourne Market Authority in 2005–06 was
$9,098.

(b)

Itemised entertainment expenses in excess of $500.00 for 2005–06 are as follows:
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Date

Cost

16/6/2005

$1,150

No. of
Guests
10

5/8/2005

$1,280

8

14/10/2005

$530

10

21/12/2005

$6,138

62
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Purpose

Service Provider

Table at VGA Ball

Vegetable Growers
Association
Restaurant

Awards Night (Chefs
function)
Ministerial Breakfast
Address
Staff/Board function

Hotel
RACV Club

Agriculture: Murray Greater Victoria Wine Grape Industry Development Committee —
entertainment expenses
8264.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Murray Greater
Victoria Wine Grape Industry Development Committee, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As previously advised, the Greater Victoria Wine Grape Industry Development Committee was wound up on
8 February 2004, so this question is not relevant.

Agriculture: Food Science Australia — entertainment expenses
8265.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by Food Science Australia,
what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

3608

COUNCIL

Thursday, 14 September 2006

Food Science Australia is a joint venture between CSIRO and the Victorian Government. It is owned 85 per cent
by CSIRO with all staff employed by CSIRO and subject to Commonwealth Government financial requirements. It
is therefore not appropriate, nor the responsibility of the Victorian Government to disclose this information.

Agriculture: Fisheries Revenue Allocation Committee — entertainment expenses
8266.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Fisheries Revenue
Allocation Committee, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Fisheries Revenue Allocation Committee did not incur any entertainment expenses in 2005–06.

Agriculture: Fisheries Co-Management Council and Fisheries Committee — entertainment
expenses
8267.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Fisheries
Co-Management Council and Fisheries Committee, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

The total cost incurred by the Fisheries Co-Management Council and Fisheries Committee in relation to
entertainment expenses for 2005–06 was $1,531.11.

(b)

The itemised details for all expenditure in excess of $500.00 are as follows:
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Total Cost

18/4/06

$932.73
(net of GST)
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No. of
Guests
10

Purpose
Function to recognise completion of
the term of appointment of Chair,
Fisheries Co-Management Council

3609

Service
Provider
Restaurant

Agriculture: Compensation Appeals Tribunal — entertainment expenses
8269.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Compensation
Appeals Tribunal, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Compensation Appeals Tribunal did not incur any entertainment expenses during 2005–06.

Agriculture: Compensation Appeals Panel — entertainment expenses
8270.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Compensation
Appeals Panel, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Compensation Appeals Tribunal (Marine Parks and Sanctuaries) did not incur any entertainment expenses
during 2005–06.

Gaming: Victorian Commission for Gambling Regulation — entertainment expenses
8293.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Gaming): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Victorian
Commission for Gambling Regulation, what were the:
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total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Victorian Commission for Gambling Regulation did not have any entertainment expenses in 2005–06.

Gaming: Gambling Research Panel — entertainment expenses
8297.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Gaming): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Gambling
Research Panel, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Gambling Research Panel was abolished in December 2004.

Gaming: Director of Gaming and Betting and Director of Casino Surveillance — entertainment
expenses
8298.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
Gaming): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the Director of Gaming and
Betting and Director of Casino Surveillance, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Director of Gaming and Betting and the Director of Casino Surveillance were abolished on 30 June 2004.

Police and emergency services: emergency services commissioner — entertainment expenses
8305.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services): In relation to entertainment expenses incurred in 2005–06 by the
Emergency Services Commissioner’s Office, what were the:
(a)
(b)

total costs; and
itemised details of all expenditure in excess of $500, including the —
(i) date;
(ii) cost;
(iii) number of guests;
(iv) purpose; and
(v) name of service provider.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(a)

The total cost of entertainment expenses incurred by the Office of the Emergency Services Commissioner in
2005–06 was $375 (inclusive of GST).

(b)

There were no entertainment expenses in excess of $500 incurred by the Office of the Emergency Services
Commissioner in 2005–06.

Transport: Hastings Port (Holding) Corp — communications staff
8381.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Hastings Port (Holding) Corp are engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
I refer to my answers to Questions on Notice Numbers 5466, 5696, 5933, 6183, 6410, 6811 and 7059 which all
stated:
I have previously answered Questions on Notice advising the Member for East Yarra of the fact that the
Hastings Port (Holding) Corporation does not exist.
The fact that the Member for East Yarra has yet again asked a question relating to the Hastings Port (Holding)
Corporation demonstrates that either he is not bothering to consider the answers to the questions he himself is
asking, or he is being vexatious.

Transport: Melbourne Port Corporation — communications staff
8383.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2006:
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How many officers in the Melbourne Port Corporation are engaged in communications, including
public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
I refer to my answers to Questions on Notice numbers 5468, 5698, 5935, 6185, 6412, 6813 and 7061 which all
stated:
I have previously answered Questions on Notice advising the Member for East Yarra of the fact that the
Melbourne Port Corporation does not exist.
The fact that the Member for East Yarra has yet again asked a question relating to the Melbourne Port Corporation
demonstrates that either he is not bothering to consider the answers to the questions he himself is asking, or he is
being vexatious.

Transport: Victorian Channels Authority — communications staff
8388.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
I refer to my answers to Questions on Notice Numbers 5474, 5704, 5941, 6191, 6418, 6819 and 7067 which all
stated:
I have previously answered Questions on Notice advising the Member for East Yarra of the fact that the
Victorian Channels Authority does not exist.
The fact that the Member for East Yarra has yet again asked a question relating to the Victorian Channels Authority
demonstrates that either he is not bothering to consider the answers to the questions he himself is asking, or he is
being vexatious.

Transport: Victorian Rail Freight Advisory Council — communications staff
8399.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Victorian Rail Freight Advisory Council are engaged in
communications, including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is :
I refer to my answers to Questions on Notice Numbers 5485, 5715, 5952, 6202, 6429, 6830 and 7078 which all
stated:
I have previously answered Questions on Notice advising the Member for East Yarra of the fact that the
Victorian Rail Freight Advisory Council does not exist.
The fact that the Member for East Yarra has yet again asked a question relating to the Victorian Rail Freight
Advisory Council demonstrates that either he is not bothering to consider the answers to the questions he himself is
asking, or he is being vexatious.

Attorney-General: Municipal Electoral Tribunal — communications staff
8430.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Attorney-General): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
As at 30 June 2006, there were no officers in the Municipal Electoral Tribunal engaged in communications related
to public, corporate or media relations.

Corrections: Adult Parole Board — communications staff
8441.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Corrections): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
(1)

The Adult Parole Board of Victoria does not employ a Communications Officer. However, the
Secretary/General Manager to the Adult Parole Board attends to communications related matters.

(2)

Not applicable.

(3)

Not applicable.
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Gaming: Victorian Commission for Gaming Regulation — communications staff
8443.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Gaming): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
As at 30 June 2006, the Victorian Commission for Gambling Regulation did not have any officers solely engaged
in communications, including public, corporate and media relations.

Gaming: Office of Gambling Regulation — communications staff
8444.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Gaming): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Office of Gambling Regulation was abolished on 30 June 2004.

Gaming: Advocate for Responsible Gambling — communications staff
8445.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Gaming): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Advocate for Responsible Gambling ceased operations in July 2005.

Racing: gaming research panel — communications staff
8448.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Racing): As at 30 June 2006:
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How many officers in the Gaming Research Panel are engaged in communications, including
public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
This question should have been asked of me as Minister for Gaming. You should also note that the correct title of
the statutory authority you refer to is the Gambling Research Panel. The Gambling Research Panel was abolished
in December 2004.

Gaming: Director of Gaming and Betting and Director of Casino Surveillance — communications
staff
8454.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Gaming): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The Director of Gaming and Betting and Director of Casino Surveillance were abolished on 30 June 2004.

Environment: Lower Murray Region Water Authority — communications staff
8583.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: North East Region Water Authority — communications staff
8584.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
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How many officers in the North East Region Water Authority are engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Portland Coast Region Water Authority — communications staff
8585.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Portland Coast Region Water Authority ceased to exist on 30 June 2005.

Environment: Westernport Region Water Authority — communications staff
8589.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: First Mildura Irrigation Trust — communications staff
8590.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

Thursday, 14 September 2006

(1)
(2)
(3)

COUNCIL

3617

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Gippsland and Southern Rural Water Authority — communications staff
8591.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Goulburn-Murray Rural Water Authority — communications staff
8592.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.
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Environment: Sunraysia Rural Water Authority — communications staff
8593.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Wimmera-Mallee Rural Water Authority — communications staff
8594.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: City West Water — communications staff
8595.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
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Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Melbourne Water Corporation — communications staff
8596.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: South East Water Ltd — communications staff
8597.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Yarra Valley Water Ltd — communications staff
8598.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Royal Melbourne Zoological Parks and Gardens — communications staff
8599.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Environment: Healesville Sanctuary — communications staff
8600.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Planning: Architects Registration Board — communications staff
8602.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

How many officers in the Architects Registration Board are engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 30 June 2006, the Architects Registration Board of Victoria had no dedicated communications officers.

Planning: Building Advisory Committee — communications staff
8603.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 30 June 2006, the Building Advisory Committee had no dedicated communications officers.

Planning: Building Appeals Board — communications staff
8604.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 30 June 2006, the Building Appeals Board had no dedicated communications officers.

Planning: Building Practitioners Board — communications staff
8606.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 30 June 2006, the Building Practitioners Board had no dedicated communications officers.
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Planning: Building Regulations Advisory Committee — communications staff
8607.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 30 June 2006, the Building Regulations Advisory Committee had no dedicated communications officers.

Planning: Plumbing Industry Advisory Council — communications staff
8609.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 30 June 2006, the Plumbing Industry Advisory Council had no dedicated communications officers.

Planning: Surveyors Board — communications staff
8611.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): As at 30 June 2006:
(1)
(2)
(3)

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

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As at 30 June 2006, there were no dedicated communications officers employed by the Surveyors Registration
Board of Victoria.

Environment: Victorian Mineral Water Committee — communications staff
8614.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): As at 30 June 2006:
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How many officers in the Victorian Mineral Water Committee are engaged in communications,
including public, corporate and media relations.
What is the salary band for each of these officers.
What is the job title for each of these officers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of 68 questions which the member has asked of me seeking these details from various agencies and
authorities. The Boards and senior executives of these agencies manage expenditure in accordance with the
Financial Management Act 1994. I assure the member that staffing levels and expenditure on communications are
managed so that citizens are made aware of the services provided by agencies in an appropriate manner.

Energy industries and resources: Quarry Managers Advisory Panel — expenditure
8682.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries: In relation to
the Quarry Managers Advisory Panel’s expenditure for 2005–06, what was the:
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Quarry Managers Advisory Panel was disbanded on 31 December 2005 when the Extractive Industries
Development Act was amended to remove the certification requirements for quarry managers.
No advertising or credit card expenditure was incurred for the period 2005–06.

Energy industries and resources: Mining and Environment Advisory Committee — expenditure
8683.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries: In relation to
the Mining and Environment Advisory Committee’s expenditure for 2005–06, what was the:
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Mining and Environment Advisory Committee did not incur any advertising or credit card expenditure during
the 2005–06 period.

Agriculture: Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd — expenditure
8685.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd’s expenditure for 2005–06,
what was the:
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2005–06 Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd incurred:
(a)

Advertising expenditure of $525.

(b)

Credit card expenditure of $24,101.

Agriculture: Murray Valley Citrus Board — expenditure
8686.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Murray Valley Citrus Marketing Board’s expenditure for 2005–06,
what was the:
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2005–06 the Murray Valley Citrus Board incurred:
(a)

Advertising expenditure of $7,030.

(b)

Credit card expenditure of $54,266.

Agriculture: Murray Valley Wine Grape Industry Development Committee — expenditure
8687.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Murray Valley Wine and Grape Industry Development Committee’s
expenditure for 2005–06, what was the:
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2005–06 the Murray Valley Wine Grape Industry Development Committee incurred:
(a)

Advertising expenditure of $1,156 net.

(b)

No credit card expenditure.

Agriculture: Northern Victorian Fresh Tomato Industry Development Committee — expenditure
8688.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Northern Victorian Fresh Tomato Industry Development
Committee’s expenditure for 2005–06, what was the:
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

Thursday, 14 September 2006

COUNCIL

3625

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2005–06 the Northern Victorian Fresh Tomato Industry Development Committee incurred:
(a)

No advertising expenditure.

(b)

No credit card expenditure.

Agriculture: Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of Victoria — expenditure
8689.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of Victoria’s expenditure
for 2005–06, what was the:
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2005–06 the Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of Victoria incurred:
(a)

Advertising expenditure of $3,300.

(b)

Credit card expenditure of $7,474.

Agriculture: PrimeSafe — expenditure
8690.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Victorian Meat Authority’s expenditure for 2005–06, what was the:
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The 2005–06 PrimeSafe, formerly the Victorian Meat Authority incurred:
(a)

Advertising expenditure of $2,865.

(b)

Credit Card expenditure of $22,606

Agriculture: Dairy Food Safety Victoria — expenditure
8691.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to Dairy Food Safety Victoria’s expenditure for 2005–06, what was the:
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2005–06 Dairy Food Safety Victoria incurred:
(a)

Advertising expenditure of $2,760.

(b)

No credit card expenditure.

Agriculture: Food Science Australia — expenditure
8692.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to Food Science Australia’s expenditure for 2005–06, what was the:
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Food Science Australia is a joint venture between CSIRO and the Victorian Government. It is owned 85% by
CSIRO with all staff employed by CSIRO and subject to Commonwealth Government financial requirements. It is
therefore not appropriate, nor the responsibility of the Victorian Government to disclose this information.

Agriculture: Fisheries Co-Management Council and Committee — expenditure
8693.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Fisheries Co-Management Council and Committee’s expenditure for
2005–06, what was the:
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In 2005–06 the Fisheries Co-Management Council and Committee incurred:
(a)

Advertising expenditure of $7,603.36.

(b)

Credit card expenditure of $16,187.31.

Sport and recreation: Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust — expenditure
8724.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: In relation
to the Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust’s expenditure for 2005–06, what was the:
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
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The Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust incurred $160,135 in advertising expenses between 1 July 2005 and
30 June 2006.
No credit card expenses were incurred by the Melbourne and Olympic Parks Trust for 2005–06.

Sport and recreation: Melbourne Cricket Ground Trust — expenditure
8725.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: In relation
to the Melbourne Cricket Ground Trust’s expenditure for 2005–06, what was the:
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
No such expenses were incurred by the Melbourne Cricket Ground Trust in 2005–06.

Sport and recreation: State Sports Centres Trust — expenditure
8726.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: In relation
to the State Sports Centre Trust’s expenditure for 2005–06, what was the:
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
The State Sport Centres Trust incurred $189,000 in advertising expenses between 1 July 2005 and 30 June 2006.
No credit card expenses were incurred by the State Sport Centres Trust in 2005–06.

Sport and recreation: Sport and Recreation Camps Committee of Management — expenditure
8727.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: In relation
to the State Recreation Camps Committee of Management’s expenditure for 2005–06, what was the:
(a)
(b)

advertising expenditure; and
credit card expenditure.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
No such expenses were incurred by the Sport and Recreation Camps Committee of Management Inc.
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