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Tuesday, 14 September 2004
The PRESIDENT (Hon. M. M. Gould) took the
chair at 2.04 p.m. and read the prayer.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF TRADITIONAL
OWNERS
The PRESIDENT — Order! At the beginning of
the spring sitting the Parliament today acknowledges
the land of the tribes and nations of the Aboriginal
people of Victoria.

ROYAL ASSENT
Message read advising royal assent to:
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BUILDING (AMENDMENT) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Hon. J. M. MADDEN
(Minister for Sport and Recreation).

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

16 June
Crimes (Amendment) Act
Fair Trading (Consumer Contracts) Act
Financial Management (Amendment) Act
Mental Health Legislation (Commonwealth
Detainees) Act
Racing and Gaming Acts (Amendment) Act
State Taxation Acts (Tax Reform) Act
Surveying Act
Sustainable Forests (Timber) Act
Transport Legislation (Miscellaneous
Amendments) Act
22 June

SEX OFFENDERS REGISTRATION BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries).

NATIONAL PARKS (ADDITIONS AND
OTHER AMENDMENTS) BILL
Introduction and first reading

Ambulance Services (Amendment) Act
Appropriation (2004/2005) Act
Health Services (Governance and Accountability)
Act
31 August

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

CRIMES (DANGEROUS DRIVING) BILL

Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal
(Amendment) Act.

INTERPRETATION OF LEGISLATION
(AMENDMENT) BILL

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

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 farms: planning
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — President, it
is a delight to be back. I direct a question without notice
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to the Minister for Energy Industries. The government’s
recent decision to approve the Bald Hills wind farm has
resulted in a storm of protest and an outpouring of
community anxiety. This concern has been aggravated
by state and federal Labor’s policy to double or triple
targets for wind power facilities. When will the
government review its planning guidelines and
processes to ensure that wind development occurs in
appropriate locations?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I welcome the honourable member’s
question in relation to wind farms, which he sometimes
supports and on other occasions he does not support. It
all depends on one thing only: it depends on whether
his party can get votes in a particular location. It is all
driven by votes and it is not driven by — —
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he will never deliver on that. But he goes down there
and tries to give some false hope to the people who had
objected to that proposal. He tried to give those people
some false hope that somehow he was going to invoke
the federal environment act. I do not believe there are
members on the opposition benches who would support
the use of the federal environment act in this way. It
would be an absolute abuse of the powers under that act
to come in after a full process has been gone through. I
know Mr Forwood would not support it; he would not
support the — —
Hon. Bill Forwood — On a point of order,
President, Mr Theophanous well knows that he does
not have the capacity to put words in my mouth in this
place or anywhere else. I ask him to withdraw those
comments.

Hon. Philip Davis — On a point of order, President,
I just thought that to get the house off to a good start it
would be appropriate to remind the minister that it is
not appropriate to debate the question in response to a
question.

Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — President, this is
the place, this is question time in the house, and my
comments by way of debate of the question — —

Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — On the point of
order, President, the question invited me to talk about
wind power and having just started my response I
intend to fully answer the honourable member’s
question and relate it to his own policy — —

Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — My comments by
way of providing an answer to the question were to
suggest that in fact there are differing views in the
opposition on this issue. I believe that to be the case.
There are plenty of opportunities for Mr Forwood — —

The PRESIDENT — Order! I think the minister
had only got about 20 seconds into his reply to the
member’s question about reviewing the government
policy on wind farms, and I am sure that we are all
looking forward to the minister’s response on that.

The PRESIDENT — Order! I do not mind the
minister responding to the point of order, but I do not
want him debating it. I just want to clarify the
member’s point of order. Did he ask the minister to
withdraw?

Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — The member
asked me particularly about the Bald Hills project. Let
us just understand this one thing about the Bald Hills
project: it went through not one but two environment
effects statement processes, and during those processes
there was an opportunity for the local community to
make objection; there was an opportunity for the local
council to make objection; there was an opportunity for
anyone who wanted to put a point of view, and people
did put a point of view. An independent panel came
down with a particular decision, and that decision was
on balance to allow this particular wind farm to
proceed.

Hon. Bill Forwood — Yes, he put words in my
mouth.

So you have an independent panel and two
environment effects statement processes, but does that
stop the federal minister, Ian Campbell, from going
down there and with a cheap political stunt trying to
grab votes by suggesting that somehow or other he was
going to overturn this independent process? He knows

Honourable members interjecting.

The PRESIDENT — Order! I have been in this
house and have heard the minister make these
comments before and they have not required a
withdrawal. At this point I do not believe what the
minister has said is offensive, but if the member wants
to further clarify his point of order he may do so.
Hon. Bill Forwood — Thank you, President. I
welcome the opportunity to clarify my position on this.
Mr Theophanous made a claim about my views on a
particular matter. I believe the words he said are totally
wrong and completely misleading, and I ask him not to
put words in my mouth and to withdraw his comments.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member has I
think in one way — —
Ms Carbines interjected.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! Ms Carbines! The
Honourable Bill Forwood believes the minister has
misrepresented him in his comments and he finds them
objectionable and wants them to be withdrawn. The
member has found the minister’s comments to
misrepresent him. He finds them offensive and he is
asking the minister to withdraw.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — President, I am
not sure that he actually did say that he found them
offensive, but if there was anything that I said that was
offensive to the honourable member in outlining his
position, then I withdraw that comment.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I believe the minister
has withdrawn the words the member found offensive
and I ask the minister to now complete his answer to
the question before the house.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — We have an
opposition that cannot make up its mind about whether
or not it supports renewable energy and a federal
government that has decided to nobble renewable
energy by not extending the mandatory renewable
energy target in this country. That is something I do
know: Mr Forwood did support an extension to the
mandatory renewable energy target, as did a number of
other people in the community who are concerned that
we get additional renewable energy in this country as
part of our response and our obligations under
greenhouse. Instead we have a federal environment
minister who is an absolute disaster. He is an
environmental disaster because he is a federal
environment minister who is going around putting up
propositions against renewable energy. What kind of
federal environment minister do we have in this
country, a minister who argues against measures that
are designed to protect the environment?
Supplementary question
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — On a
supplementary question, President, the minister said
that there had been two environment effects statements.
Indeed there were 1100 submissions, including a
submission from the South Gippsland shire. Most of
those were objecting to the proposal.
Might I say that in a letter to constituents the federal
Labor member of the House of Representatives for
McMillan, Christian Zahra, said:
My position has always been that wind power stations are not
an appropriate fit for the beautiful South Gippsland coast and
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that they should only go where local communities support
them.

Was this a cheap political stunt? But more importantly,
I ask: will the government amend its planning
guidelines and processes to ensure that all future
applications for wind farms will have to get local
government approval first?
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I can say one thing about Christian
Zahra: he has held a consistent position and has
represented his community in that way for a very long
time, unlike the members opposite, who have never
held a consistent position in relation to wind. They have
never held — —
Hon. Philip Davis — On a point of order, President,
the question is quite specific. It relates to local
government approval for the siting of wind farms, and
it is not in order for the minister to debate the issue and
spend his time slagging the opposition. I will not stand
for that. I ask you to bring the minister back to the
question.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — On the point of
order, President, my response was directly on the
question. I was asked about the comments made by
Christian Zahra, and in fact my response was almost
entirely about the comments Christian Zahra had made
and how consistent they were on this matter.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The Leader of the
Opposition’s question contained a preamble that
referred to at least two environment effects statements
and 1100 submissions, including one from the shire,
and to comments made by the federal Labor
member — and now candidate — in the area, Christian
Zahra. The Leader of the Opposition also asked about
local council approval for the establishment of wind
farms. The minister has about 30 seconds to conclude
his answer, and I ask him to do so.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — This proposal for
wind, whether it be at Bald Hills or in other parts of the
state, is one which is going to require leadership at a
state level. We are determined to bring about a
significant amount of wind energy in this state to try to
address the issues for the future and for future
generations. We will do so irrespective of the
opposition — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister’s time
has expired.
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National competition policy: payments
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) —
My question is to the Minister for Local Government.
Will the minister inform the house of the impact on
local councils in Victoria of the federal coalition’s
announcement that if elected it will strip national
competition policy payments to the states?
Hon. Philip Davis — On a point of order, President,
before the minister rises to respond to the question, I
suggest that the question is about matters extraneous to
the administration of state government business. The
question specifically related to policy announcements
made in the context of the federal election campaign,
and bearing in mind that there will be another four
weeks before that election campaign is concluded, it
would seem to be totally inappropriate for the minister
to be responding at all to a supposition put by the
honourable member.
Mr Lenders — On the point of order, President,
Ms Darveniza asked the minister a specific question
relating to how a decision of the federal Treasurer —
the federal government — would impact on her
portfolio area by a reduction in funds. It is hardly a
hypothetical question. It is an area immediately relating
to her portfolio responsibilities and how she might have
to explain to 79 local government areas why they have
less funding.
Hon. Philip Davis — On the point of order,
President, let us be absolutely clear what we are dealing
with today. If it is the intention of the government
through dorothy dixers from the backbenchers to spend
the next two parliamentary sitting weeks that are
scheduled before the federal election to run a line
pertaining to matters of federal policy, that will apply
universally on both sides of the house.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I remind the house
that when members are raising points of order, they
should not debate the issue. With respect to the point of
order that was raised by the Leader of the Opposition
and to which other members have contributed, the
minister in responding to the question has to
demonstrate the effects of such a policy on the state of
Victoria and within her portfolio area. If that cannot be
demonstrated in her response I will pull her up. She is
entitled to advise the house on those effects as an
impact on Victorian local government. This was raised
in the last sitting of the Parliament when there were a
number of questions raised along similar lines from
both sides of the house.
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Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
thank the member for her question. Yesterday the
federal coalition announced without any consultation
whatsoever that it would rip away $1.6 billion in
national competition policy payments that have been
allocated to the states — effectively tearing up an
intergovernmental agreement on the way. I should point
out to the house that these funds are already set aside
for the states in the federal budget admitted to by the
federal Treasurer, and for 2006–07 and 2007–08 the
states have already factored those funds into their own
budget estimates. This act of fiscal vandalism and total
reneging on Australia’s national competition agreement
will mean that Victoria will lose some $200 million a
year every year from 2006–07.
The situation becomes even more of an attack on all
Victorians as a proportion of the national competition
policy payments that Victoria receives is passed on to
local councils right across Victoria. The Bracks
government recognises — even if the opposition does
not — that local government has done and is doing its
bit to improve productivity and efficiency. Therefore it
is important and it is right that it shares in these
payments that we receive from the commonwealth
government. A total of $16 million was passed on to
Victorian councils by the Bracks government in
February this year, representing around 9 per cent of the
payments it received from the commonwealth. These
funds are vital to local government.
If the federal Liberals and The Nationals have their way
and implement this outrageous proposal the payments
will be removed and the impact on local councils in
Victoria will be devastating. Not only will state
government services such as health, education and
roads be affected but there will be a flow-on effect to
the vital services that our local councils deliver across
Victoria. I plan to release today a list of the payments to
be removed from all 79 councils and shires across
Victoria. The federal Liberals and The Nationals need
to explain to those councils where they think service
cuts can be made — to maternal and child health,
libraries, to waste collection or whatever — and why
these cuts are being made at a time when the federal
government has announced a $25 billion surplus.
When the Victorian Liberals and The Nationals were
last in government they supported allocating a share of
the national competition policy payments received by
the Victorian government to local councils and shires in
Victoria. The Bracks government has increased those
payments to councils across Victoria. The question to
the opposition now is: where does it stand on this
question? Will opposition members stand up for
Victorian councils and shires against their federal
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counterparts, against this outrageous proposal, or will
they show themselves yet again to be Liberals first and
Victorians second?

Wind farms: planning
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I direct a
further question without notice to the Minister for
Energy Industries. In regard to my previous question
and the minister’s answer, the Premier has praised and
approved the developer of the Bald Hills wind farm,
Wind Power Pty Ltd. Given that the chief executive
officer, Mr Stephen Buckle, said, ‘Look, we’re playing
this game with no rules. The government is making
rules up as we go’. I ask: when will the government
give local communities a proper role in determining
appropriate sites for wind farms by implementing
proper rules for community and local government
involvement?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I am happy to have a debate with
opposition members at any time they like about our
policy on wind energy in this state. Let me say at the
outset in response to the question asked of me by the
Leader of the Opposition that we intend to take a
leadership position, a whole-of-the-state position, in
relation to wind energy in this state, and we will do so
on the basis of the best interests of all Victorians. That
is our position on how we intend to proceed.
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Some councils, like the Ararat council, have actually
come to us. The Ararat council is out there
campaigning vigorously against the federal government
and its changes in relation to the mandatory renewable
energy target, which have stymied the development of
wind power in that particular area of the state. Whilst
we do have differences of view — the Portland council
will have a different view from the Ararat council and
other councils around state — our responsibility, if we
are going to lead this debate and get the best outcome
for the people of Victoria and our children in having
renewable energy as part of our solution to the
greenhouse challenge that we face, is to show
leadership at a state level.
I make no apology for the fact that there is a difference
in policy between ourselves and the opposition on this
issue. We will stand by the policy that there are
appropriate processes in place to protect the landscape
values of Victorians and at the same time allow the
development of wind energy for the benefit of the
community and our children.
Supplementary question

I recognise that there is a difference in policy approach
between us and the opposition. As I understand the
opposition’s policy, it is that it is happy to leave the
development of renewable energy in relation to wind to
individual councils. It is quite at liberty to have that
policy position, but it is not our policy position. The
reason it is not our policy position is because we
believe that this issue requires leadership at a state
level.

Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I thank the
minister for his response, because it highlights a
significant difference of view between communities
around the state. He recited an example of some
communities which are supportive of locating wind
farms in their districts, but it is clearly the case that
many communities where these projects have been
mooted are not supportive, and indeed it is the view of
the chief executive officer of one of the major
proponents in the state that there are no rules. It seems
that the minister failed to respond to my initial question,
so I will try to elucidate by asking: will the minister
consider providing a proper process by which local
communities can have some say over the location of
wind farms in Victoria?

We do have processes in place. We have environment
effects statements and processes during which councils
can make their views known on behalf of their
constituents. We have also taken a number of steps in
trying to take the state forward on renewable energy.
First of all, we have put out a wind map of Victoria to
have something out there which allows people to see
that there are opportunities for wind energy in this state
away from sensitive areas close to the coast. That has
resulted in a range of proposals which are now
emerging from the system and are more inland. They
are proposals for areas inland such as Yaloak which
will result in wind energy development throughout the
state and in particular in non-sensitive areas away from
the coast.

Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — As I indicated,
there are processes which we not only have in place but
which have developed during the period of this
government. Those processes include a landscape
assessment in relation to wind farms to identify whether
significant landscape issues are associated with a
particular site. There are decisions to be then made by
the planning minister as to whether there should be a
full environment effects statement put in place. That
statement would allow all the players to make a
contribution. What we are not prepared to do — which
the opposition wants — is to simply have a veto for a
particular local council. We are not prepared to go to
that point, because we take a broader, statewide view.
We are prepared to abide by the umpire’s decision in
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relation to the Bald Hills project and other projects,
unlike the opposition’s federal counterparts.

Small business: government contracts
Mr SOMYUREK (Eumemmerring) — I address
my question to the Minister for Small Business, Marsha
Thomson. The Bracks government plan for small
business policy presented in the 2002 state election
campaign included a commitment to reduce the cost of
business. One of the ways outlined to achieve this was
to introduce a fair payments clause in government
contracts. Can the minister advise the house what
progress has been made to implement this
commitment?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Small
Business) — I thank the honourable member for his
question. It is an election commitment that we made at
the last election. This commitment was made after
sitting down with small businesses and listening to and
understanding its concerns in relation to being paid on
time and the consequences this has for cash flow and
the ability to do business.
Mr Lenders — This government listens and acts.
Hon. M. R. THOMSON — We certainly do,
Leader. We listen, and then we act. We certainly
listened to small business in relation to the issue of
paying on time. In our policy we said that as a
government we would pay on time. We said we would
pay within 30 days, and if not we would pay a penalty
rate. I would like to thank the Leader of the
Government, the Honourable John Lenders, for his
assistance in ensuring that the government meets its
commitment to small business in relation to a fair
payment clause. For contracts valued at less than
$3 million this will now be implemented in all
Victorian government departments from 1 November
this year.
The clause will ensure that a supplier to government is
paid within 30 days. If an amount is not paid within
30 days, the Bracks government will pay penalty
interest for the payments that exceed that time limit.
This means we are implementing our commitment to
small business in a way the federal government has not.
It has an indicative policy, but it has not made it
mandatory for contracts in its government departments.
We have certainly implemented it here. Not only have
we implemented it here but we are ensuring that the
Small Business Commissioner will see that it is being
adhered to. He will monitor it and make sure that
government departments on notification of a failure to
pay in time meet the commitments in their contract

Tuesday, 14 September 2004

arrangements. It is important to note that this will also
be included in the charters that are developed between
departments and their commitments to small business,
and we will see government departments adhering to
this contract.
This is just one way in which the government has
continued to demonstrate that it cares and understands
small business needs. It hurts the opposition to know
not only that we understand small business needs and
are prepared to act on them but that the federal
opposition is also acting with its small business policy
to protect small business at a federal level, and I
welcome the recent announcements by the federal
opposition in relation to the Trade Practices Act
reforms.
We are ensuring that small businesses that do business
with government will be paid on time. We want to
make sure that corporations around this state will
adhere to the practice that will be put in place by this
state government and will put it in place for themselves.

Wind farms: planning
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — My question is
directed to the Minister for Energy Industries, who is
also the Minister for Resources. It refers to the
government’s recent decision to approve a 52-turbine
wind farm at Bald Hills in South Gippsland. In
particular I refer to the Premier’s claim that this facility
will produce 104 megawatts of electricity. According to
the government’s own wind farm guidelines, wind
turbines operate at 30 per cent capacity, so I ask the
minister: is it not a fact that Bald Hills will generate
only 31 megawatts of electricity and not
104 megawatts, as was falsely claimed by the Premier?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I was tempted to raise a point of order
about the claim made by the honourable member that
the Premier made a false claim. He certainly did not
make a false claim in relation to this matter, and I am
happy to outline to the house why the Premier did not
make a false claim. It only highlights the fact that this
particular member is prepared to misrepresent the
Premier and any other member in this house in an
attempt to gain cheap political points on this important
issue, which, I recognise, will have an effect on that
community and will not be a simple matter to manage
for that community. I would have hoped to have had
some cooperation from members of Parliament to get
the proposal off the ground down there. It will create a
significant number of jobs in that area, and it will also
contribute on a very important issue which faces this
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state, this nation and, in fact, this planet by reducing our
emissions.
In relation to the specific question asked of me by the
honourable member, I know he understands very well
the difference between the average output of a wind
farm and the installed capacity of a wind farm. The
installed capacity of this particular wind farm will be
104 megawatts, so the Premier’s statement is absolutely
correct. Let me make this point: at the times when the
wind is blowing at an appropriate speed — —
Hon. B. W. Bishop — Like a gale-force hurricane?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — No, actually.
That shows your ignorance as well. When the wind
speed exceeds a certain level, the wind farm actually
switches off, so that is how much you know about wind
farms! I suggest you listen for a moment.
When the wind speed is at an appropriate level, the
output of this particular wind farm will be
104 megawatts, as the Premier indicated. However, the
wind may not be at that particular level consistently. It
will vary. Everyone understands this. The number
quoted by the honourable member is perhaps the
average of some wind farms, but it is variable. There
are wind farms which average up to 40 per cent and
there are others which average lower than that. I can tell
you that in Europe there are wind farms which go much
higher than 30 per cent and others which have a lower
figure because the wind speeds are not as high.
But one number which is consistent and which allows
us to talk about wind farms is the capacity of a wind
farm. The capacity of this particular wind farm is
104 megawatts, so the Premier’s statement is absolutely
correct. The only person who has attempted to
misrepresent anyone in this debate is Mr Hall, who has
attempted in a cheap political way to misrepresent the
Premier.
Supplementary question
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — On a
supplementary question, given the minister has
conceded that wind farms do not operate at 100 per cent
capacity and given the fact that the government’s own
guidelines say that on average wind farms operate at a
30 per cent capacity, I now refer the minister to the
proposed wind farm at Dollar that has 48 turbines, each
with a nominal output of 1.65 megawatts.
At 30 per cent capacity the actual output for the
proposed Dollar wind farm will be 24 megawatts. The
government’s guidelines say that anything under
30 megawatts can be decided by the local council.
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Given that the proposed Dollar wind farm will only
generate 24 megawatts, will the minister ensure that the
South Gippsland Shire Council is the total and sole
planning authority for the proposed Dollar wind farm?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — You just do not know whether to shake
your head in absolute disbelief or throw your hands up
in the air! What can you do with that level of total
ignorance? What can you do with that level of
stupidity? It is pretty clear that 79 megawatts of
installed capacity is more than 30 megawatts of
installed capacity.
Hon. Philip Davis interjected.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — You can come in
here and try it — it is a good try; I will give you that,
Mr Hall — but you know very well what the guidelines
are. You know that this is outside the guidelines and
that we will continue to put in wind power and will
continue to provide jobs for people in your
electorate — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister will
address the Chair.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Even if you do
not want them!

Rural and regional Victoria: government
initiatives
Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — My question is
directed to the Minister for Sport and Recreation. The
minister will be aware of the Howard government’s
recent announcement that it intends to renege on the
national competition agreement with the states, which
will strip the Victorian budget of $200 million per
annum for 2006–07. I ask the minister to advise the
house of what recent actions the Bracks government
has nonetheless undertaken to build healthier and
stronger local communities, particularly in regional and
rural Victoria.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I wish to thank the member for her
particular interest in rural communities.
Hon. B. N. Atkinson — On a point of order,
President, two ministers have now referred to an
agreement, and I wonder if, for the edification of the
house, the minister could advise the house of the name
of the particular agreement to which he is referring.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! That is not a point of
order, and I do not uphold the point of order taken. I ask
the minister to continue.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — Thank you very much,
President. If the members on the other side of the
chamber take the time to listen, they will learn a lot
from this answer.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The opposition has
shown an interest in wanting to hear the minister’s
answer. I ask members to desist from interjecting and to
allow the minister to respond.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — If opposition members
are particularly interested in the answer, they might take
time to listen to what I am saying. This government is
committed to investing in the whole of this state. In
particular we are very conscious of the specific needs of
rural and regional communities.
Recently I announced two initiatives that will have a
significant impact on rural and regional communities.
One is the country action grants scheme, which I have
announced in previous years in this chamber; but as
well as that, the country football grounds assistance
program was announced in conjunction with the
Minister for Water in the other place. What both these
schemes provide is an opportunity to invest in the needs
of rural and regional Victoria, particularly in the needs
of the sporting communities. Both schemes reflect the
vital role that sport and recreation clubs play in helping
the broader community in terms of general community
health but also in terms of developing stronger
communities. And both schemes allow for the
government and the Department for Victorian
Communities to engage directly with those
communities to assist in developing their strengths.
The Country Action Grants scheme provides an
opportunity to invest in skilling up, supporting and
better shaping volunteers or developing club members.
It assists with any of those skills that clubs need at a
grassroots level in order to flourish. In regard to those
programs that came out of this particular funding
program, last year we attracted over 550 applications.
Some 400 community clubs applied, and a vast
majority of them were assisted. Earlier this year I also
announced the outcomes, where we saw 290 grants and
more than $320 000 being distributed to sport and
recreation organisations across Victoria. So we are
seeing a direct impact at grassroots level in these
communities.
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As well as that, we have seen the country football
assistance program being announced and developed.
The Premier announced that $1 million would be made
available to assist those country football clubs impacted
upon by the drought. Stage 1 of that program provided
$500 000 as an immediate response to the needs
presented to the parliamentary inquiry into country
football. What we have seen, and what Mr Atkinson
will continue to see from this government, is a growing
of the whole of the state, investing in the community,
but in particular investing and continuing to invest in
grassroots sport in this state.

Gas: regional supply
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — I also
direct my question to the Minister for Energy
Industries. I refer to the government’s commitments
made all around the state to connect many country
towns to natural gas, and in particular I refer to the
minister’s press release of Wednesday, 11 June 2003,
entitled ‘Bracks government details $70 million gas
plan’, when he said contracts for town connections
would be awarded to gas distribution companies in
September 2004. Does the minister stand by this
commitment?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I know the opposition is jealous of our
policy on gas extensions. It really must eat away at it!
Opposition members really must wish that Jeff Kennett
had thought about it back then. They must wish that he
had done something about just one gas connection. But
instead they come in here and help to highlight this
policy. I am always happy to have questions on this
policy. Again I outline for the house and for those
people in country Victoria who are interested in this —
and I know many are — that this is a $70 million
program initiated by the Bracks government. It will
deliver natural gas to a large number of Victorians, and
it is a program which we have put in place.
We have received expressions of interest, and I must
tell the house that local councils love it — despite what
the opposition might think — to the point that we have
received expressions of interest from 52 in relation to
this program. Every one of those 52 councils has said to
us, ‘We wish this had been done in the past’, but
unfortunately the previous government did absolutely
nothing to deliver natural gas to country Victoria.
In fact delivering natural gas to regional Victoria is a
very important part of our strategy, for two reasons.
The first is that we think it is equitable that country
Victorians should get access to natural gas, and we
want to try to get as many as we can on natural gas. The
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second part of the strategy is, again, our concern for the
environment. We know natural gas is a far more
efficient way of heating homes. It not only takes
pressure off our electricity and other systems but also
reduces the use of wood in regional Victoria, which is
not as good for the environment as it is to have natural
gas.
So for all those reasons we are very keen to ensure this
program goes ahead. But we want it to go ahead on the
basis that we get the best possible value for the dollars
we are putting in, and we will do that. This program
will involve getting as much infrastructure as we
possibly can into regional Victoria. The program, I can
assure honourable members, is going very well and will
be delivered according to the plans that have been put
out by the government.
Supplementary question
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — Let me
first make the point that the opposition was pleased to
see the Labor government follow our gas connection
reticulation plan. Let me also make the point that the
52 towns that have applied for gas connections are all
saying, ‘When is it going to come?’, because not one
town in Victoria has been connected to natural gas in
the past two years. The minister knows that the people
of Creswick, Wandong, Bonnie Doon, Avoca,
Myrtleford, Woodend and countless towns around the
state feel betrayed because not one town has yet been
connected. So, I ask by way of a supplementary
question: when will the list of towns to be connected be
made available to the people of country Victoria?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — Mr Forwood will hate it when they are
developed. He will hate it when they are connected. He
will absolutely hate it, because, believe me, there will
be a large number of people in country Victoria who
will be celebrating these events.
I know opposition members are keen for us to
announce during the federal election campaign some of
these towns in country Victoria. I know they would be
rushing out there and hoping we would announce them
in some of the key marginal seats! I am happy, if that is
what Mr Forwood wants, to try to perhaps see if I can
get some advance announcements made in those areas.
The government will announce them in accordance
with the plans that have been put out and in accordance
with the timetable.
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Aged care: building requirements
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — My question is
directed to the Minister for Aged Care, Mr Gavin
Jennings. With the Bracks government continually
investing more funds in education and health, in direct
contrast with the Howard government’s announcement
that it will strip $1.6 billion that was originally
promised to all Australian states, can the minister
advise the house what the Bracks government is doing
to make sure that public sector aged care facilities meet
the commonwealth’s 2008 building requirements?
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — I thank the member for her question and her
interest. It seems to have been a long time coming —
my preparation for the answer to this question. It seems
to be a very long question time on the first day back,
but I have been champing at the bit over the winter
break to make sure this house is fully aware of the
ongoing commitment of the Bracks government to
ensure that older members of the community receive
residential aged care right throughout the width and
breadth of Victoria.
In fact, I am very pleased to say that over the winter
break I had the good fortune to visit a number of sites
that are currently under development, and I had the
great good fortune in August to open a new facility in
Bairnsdale. What has now become known as the
Maddox Garden facility, a fantastic new 58-bed facility,
has dovetailed very nicely with the 32 beds in the
dementia ward to create a 90-bed state-of-the-art
facility that will provide care for older members of the
Bairnsdale community and the region in the years to
come. It was a great commitment of the Bracks
government, in partnership with local residents and the
people of the region, to ensure this development took
place. The Bracks government committed $4.7 million
to this project. It is part of the ongoing program to
ensure that we comply with the accreditation standards
we are obliged to meet by 2008, which has led over the
five-year life of the Bracks government to our
committing $217.5 million up to this point to ensure
that we meet those obligations and fit out those
services.
Since coming to government we have completed
21 facilities, a significant undertaking on the part of the
Bracks government, in communities throughout the
state. We have maintained a service to small facilities in
small towns to ensure that older members of the
community do not have to leave their town when they
need residential aged care. Three more facilities will be
completed by the end of the year. In the next year we
intend to complete 10 developments. Members will be
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interested to note that by the end of this sitting alone it
is my hope that I will have had the good fortune to have
opened four new facilities throughout Victoria — in
Eildon, Hopetoun, Red Cliffs and Wonthaggi. If we
project manage and deliver those projects within the
next three months, then I will be very proud to be part
of a government that has recognised that commitment.
Members of the house know that Victoria has suffered
a chronic and ongoing shortage of beds for residential
aged care. I have told members on a number of
occasions that the commonwealth, which establishes
and sets the regulatory regime and issues licences, falls
short of its own benchmark in this state — by
3244 beds at the most recent case. That shortfall leads
to the inevitable placement of older members of our
community in the hospital system. On average in any
particular week on any given day there are in excess of
500 people in hospitals in the state waiting for
residential aged care.
The commonwealth missed the opportunity in its 2004
budget to deal with this sorry story by ensuring that that
capital investment was undertaken. A great challenge
for the commonwealth government in the lead-up to the
federal election is that it needs to understand how
residential aged care can be rolled out in Victoria. We
are chronically short of beds.

Small business: long service leave
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I address
my question to the Minister for Small Business. I note
the Bracks government has conducted a review of long
service leave that could result in legislative changes.
Will the minister seek an exemption for small business
from the proposed reduction in the qualifying period for
long service leave from 10 years to 7 years?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Small
Business) — The issue of long service leave is the
responsibility of the industrial relations minister, the
Honourable Rob Hulls, in the other place. He has been
listening to and consulting with both employer groups
and trade unions in relation to legislation on this matter.
I trust that he will come up with a very balanced and
responsive outcome for Victoria as a whole.
Supplementary question
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — The
Howard government has created a strong economy
which has underpinned small business growth in this
state, yet the Bracks government continues to do its best
to cut jobs and growth in small business with legislative
constraints and unsustainable increases in wages and
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entitlements. The minister cannot duck this question of
exemptions for small business on government
legislation. Is the minister prepared to seek an
exemption for small business from long service leave
payments being paid to casuals and seasonal workers
employed by small businesses?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Small
Business) — We know that it hurts the opposition that
the Bracks government has successfully been able to
look after the needs of small business and govern with
small business in mind. We have a number of initiatives
that demonstrate that. The fact that small businesses
voted for us at the last election is proof that they believe
that too.
The processes of government will be followed in
relation to this, as the honourable member knows, and
they will be appropriately followed. Unlike the
opposition, we consult in our processes of government
and ensure that we are governing for all Victorians and
that we are taking into account the needs of Victorians
when we make our decisions.

Consumer affairs: government initiatives
Hon. R. G. MITCHELL (Central Highlands) —
My question is addressed to the Minister for Consumer
Affairs. Can the minister inform the house of how — in
contrast to the Howard government’s typically
short-sighted history of cutbacks for consumer
protection initiatives while also reneging on its promise
on the national competition agreement that will cut out
$200 million from the Victorian 2006–07 budget — the
Bracks government is continuing to protect and
empower consumers, particularly in regional Victoria?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Consumer Affairs) —
I thank Mr Mitchell for his question and for his ongoing
and enduring interest in looking after the interests of
consumers in regional Victoria. As I informed the
house previously — —
Hon. Bill Forwood interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Forwood laughs.
Mr Mitchell has been with me through north-eastern
Victoria in places such as Alexandra, Seymour and
Kilmore and numerous other towns as city by city,
town by town we have introduced expanded consumer
services in the north-east.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Viney! We are
down to the last question. It has not been too bad for the
first day of the new sitting, but I ask honourable
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members to desist from interjecting, and I ask the
minister to finish his answer and in doing so to direct it
through the Chair.
Mr LENDERS — I certainly will respond through
you, President, on the work the Bracks government is
doing to expand consumer services in regional Victoria.
Consumer Affairs Victoria, in its administration of the
Fair Trading Act, has to cover deceptive conduct, and
despite the deceptive conduct of the federal government
in reneging on its agreement on national competition
policy money, taking it out of the forward estimates and
ripping money out of regional Victoria — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LENDERS — As I have informed the house
before regarding regional Victoria, Consumer Affairs
Victoria reaches out with compliance, enforcement and
education. As I have also informed the house
previously, much to the chagrin of Mr Atkinson I
remember, we had a group of consumer affairs officials
and inspectors in Bendigo asserting consumer rights
and ensuring compliance was in place. At the time the
house asked when it would happen again.
I am delighted to inform the house that, as we speak,
there are 30 consumer affairs inspectors in Shepparton
making sure that our consumer laws are being applied.
Members opposite knock and ask what it is all about.
Already from today we have outcomes. In Shepparton
there is one place where 11 petrol pumps have been
certified and 3 petrol pumps have been totally rejected.
From a consumer perspective these pumps were faulty,
because consumers were not getting the product. We
already have 42 products that are being tested for
potential breach of safety provisions. I have in this
house demonstrated some of the products that breach
the safety provisions.
We have also had a number of non-compliance issues
regarding credit providers, such as travel agents in
breach of the travel agency laws. This is about reaching
out into communities to enforce laws. Mr Atkinson
would probably be aware that we have also had
consumer inspectors out in the city of Knox, close to
his electorate if not in it.
This is all about our approach to compliance delivery.
We have a role where we need to educate consumers
and provide information so that they can make
informed decisions. We need to protect vulnerable
consumers by providing services that are accessible to
them. As Mr Mitchell knows, some 29 towns in
north-eastern Victoria now have that service, where
previously the number was 3. Part of the role of
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Consumer Affairs Victoria is to make markets work by
dealing with unscrupulous traders through enforcement.
Not only does that make unscrupulous traders
accountable, it also means that markets work because
the scrupulous traders, the fair traders, are protected
from the rogue competition.
So, President, we are out there, we are active, we are
delivering these services and we are doing it at a time
when the federal government is shamelessly slashing
funds to Victoria and is shamelessly cutting back on
every state and territory in a shonky dodge, and it
expects Victoria to deliver services. We will deliver
services, we will empower consumers and we will
provide information, because we listen and we care.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I have
answers to the following questions on notice:
1190–1193, 1280, 1287, 1495, 1496, 1499, 1520, 1529,
1530, 1542, 1545, 1546, 1548, 1549, 1554, 1556, 1570,
1571, 1583, 1589, 1593, 1609, 1613, 1618, 1662, 1678,
1696, 1705, 1725, 1738, 1743, 1752, 1756, 1764, 1766,
1777, 1779, 1780, 1782, 1785, 1787, 1804, 1810–1812,
1814, 1824, 1825, 1827, 1829, 1834–38, 1843–51,
1862, 1878, 1882, 1900–1902, 1904, 1908–1910, 1912,
1922–1926, 1938, 1939, 1944–58, 1960–1970, 1972,
2051–2053, 2056, 2061, 2082, 2083, 2125, 2143–2145,
2147, 2151–53, 2155, 2171–81, 2306, 2309, 2310,
2353, 2358, 2376–78, 2380, 2384–86, 2388,
2413–2428, 2431–38, 2538, 2541, 2542, 2583, 2588,
2634–44, 2751–53, 2756, 2760, 2761, 2770, 2773,
2774, 2778, 2779, 2818, 2822, 2840–42, 2844,
2848–50, 2852, 2879–94, 2897–2904, 2985–87, 2990,
2994, 2995, 3004, 3007, 3008, 3011, 3056, 3074–76,
3078, 3082–84, 3086, 3219–21, 3228, 3229, 3238,
3241, 3242, 3252, 3253, 3263, 3266, 3267, 3277–82,
3287, 3288, 3300, 3304, 3306, 3311–13, 3315, 3316,
3318, 3319, 3322, 3326, 3328, 3330, 3335, 3349, 3356,
3364–73, 3375, 3379–83, 3385, 3386, 3388,
3393–95, 3401, 3402, 3404, 3408, 3413–3516,
3518–97.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Casterton Primary School: Anzac Day awards
Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western) — I congratulate
the students, teachers and parents at Casterton Primary
School for winning in successive years the Victorian
primary school section of the Anzac Day Schools

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
12

COUNCIL

Activity Awards announced recently. The awards are
funded under the Australian government’s
commemoration program called Saluting their Service.
The initiative was developed to support schools in
commemorating the Anzac tradition and learning about
the importance of Australia’s wartime heritage in
developing our nation.
The awards are open to all Australian primary and
secondary schools and are judged on the research
undertaken, the understanding of Anzac Day and the
involvement of local veterans and Australian Defence
Force members.
Anzac Day and Remembrance Day are a large focus for
Casterton Primary School, and this year the school
based its Anzac Day commemorations on the home
front, inviting Returned and Services League members
to talk to students, involving them in several activities.
The Casterton Primary School received $500 and a
commemorative plaque for its achievement in
highlighting the positive aspects of Australia’s
involvement in war. The school plans to use its prize
money to create an Anzac Day memorial in the school
gardens. Last year prize money was used to develop a
new memorial garden at the school. Again I
congratulate and praise the Casterton Primary School
community for its achievement in winning this highly
sought-after award for a second time.

Terrorism: Beslan and Jakarta attacks
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — A fortnight ago the
first day of the new school year was being celebrated in
the Russian town of Beslan when terrorists imprisoned
children, parents and staff in the school gymnasium. As
a result 322 people, 155 of whom were children, were
killed and 700 people were injured. All acts of terrorism
are shocking and are to be condemned, but the
deliberate targeting of a school is beyond all of our
comprehension.
A few days later, on 9 September, a bomb exploded
outside the Australian embassy in Jakarta. Nine people,
all Indonesian, were killed. Over 150 people were
injured. While no embassy staff died, it has been
reported that Indonesian security guards and gardeners
who were working at the embassy were among the
victims.
Whilst I applaud the aid to Indonesia, both government
and non-government, in the various forms in which it
has been given and the federal police personnel
assisting in the investigation, I call on the Australian
government to do everything possible to support the
families of the Australian embassy workers affected by
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the bombing, especially where they have lost their sole
breadwinner. This is an opportunity for us to
demonstrate our close friendship with the Indonesian
people in a concrete way.
I also wish to express my sincere sympathy and sadness
to all the victims, their families and the Russian and
Indonesian people on their terrible loss.

Planning: Mitcham development
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — The Labor
Party is entirely responsible for a monster 14-storey
Mitcham residential tower development that is
occurring at the Mitcham railway station precinct.
The Minister for Planning in the other place, Mary
Delahunty, and the local Labor member for Mitcham,
Tony Robinson, say they are disappointed about the
issuing of a planning permit for the development by the
Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal (VCAT).
However, actions speak louder than words. The
development was designed and approved under
Minister Delahunty and the Labor government’s
planning blueprint — the widely discredited
Melbourne 2030 plan.
The minister failed to use powers she has used 84 times
in the past year on other developments to stop the
Mitcham project. The chairman of the Victorian Civil
and Administrative Tribunal, who granted the permit
for the Mitcham project — a former Labor state
election candidate, Stuart Morris — is actually on
public record with his enthusiasm for high-density
residential development in suburban areas, and the
minister did nothing to prevent this development
despite knowing that.
The Labor-controlled Whitehorse City Council failed to
properly represent Mitcham residents, because it did
not reject the project within the period allowed by
legislation, allowing the developer therefore to take it
directly to appeal at VCAT and to vary the project.
Four councillors at Whitehorse City Council have stood
as Labor candidates and therefore seem to have a
conflict of interest between their political careers and
the interests of the local community. Never mind the
cover-ups and disappointment, the Mitcham
development is entirely Labor’s fault — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired!
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Flinders: federal Labor candidate
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — I would like
to use this 90 seconds to briefly talk about our excellent
federal candidate in Flinders, Mr Simon Napthine.
Simon is the general manager of Tucks Ridge, a
boutique winery on Victoria’s Mornington Peninsula.
He grew up in Victoria’s western district in a family of
10 children, including his brother, Denis. Simon’s
motivation to serve his community was formed in those
years. His father was a local councillor and his mother
was the first ever community liaison officer. Simon is
totally committed to improving the wellbeing of his
community and was motivated by the motto ‘Give us
the poorest and we’ll look after them’.
Simon is running a very strong campaign on such
issues as the Howard government’s obfuscation of its
intentions for Point Nepean, the significant decline in
bulk-billing rates on the Mornington Peninsula, the
proposed sale of Telstra which is failing to provide an
adequate service for significant proportions of the
Flinders electorate, the emasculation of Medicare and
the development of a university entrance system where
the size of your bank balance is more relevant than your
IQ. I would like to wish Simon every success in his
campaign.

Australian Trout Foundation
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — The
Australian Trout Foundation reports that the foundation
was relaunched on 6 August. The ATF web site states
that it now has over 400 members and is growing. The
web site states:
What is becoming obvious is that there really is a growing
public unrest with some of the policies of the Department of
Sustainability and Environment and Parks Victoria and just
how far they want to go. The policy of closing down access,
getting rid of trout and banning this or that is really starting to
get up people’s noses. It is happening in so many directions
that it is hard to keep up with.

It also states:
The situation is if we do not make a stand and a strong one we
will lose most of our trout fishing in streams and be restricted
to fishing for trout in impoundments.

It goes on to say:
You must ask the question does this mean the end to fishing
for trout in our parks?... a branch of parks is publicly lobbying
for the use of a banned substance called Rotenone to kill off
trout in highland streams. The problem is it kills off the food
source in the rivers too. Rotenone is also banned in many
countries throughout the world as it is also unsafe to those
working with the substance.
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... there have been some strong calls for stocking our streams
with trout.
...
The bottom line is we need our streams managed and
classified as trout fisheries together with solid plans in place
to enhance those waters and if stocking is required, do so with
the wild trout stocks from those waters.

I encourage people to look at the Australian Trout
Foundation web site and to learn more, especially about
the plans to destroy trout in our rivers.

Great Ocean Road: improvements
Hon. J. H. EREN (Geelong) — The Bracks Labor
government held a community cabinet in the Surf Coast
Shire last week, and I was fortunate to attend a number
of events in the region during the day. The highlight of
the day was obviously the announcement to spend
$13.5 million to make the Great Ocean Road a greater
and safer road.
I noticed that Peter McMullen, the Labor candidate for
Corangamite, was also there to hear this very good
news. He, like many others, was also very pleased to
see the Bracks Labor government again make roads
safer in Victoria by this massive injection of funds.
The funding includes $10.4 million from the Transport
Accident Commission’s Arrive Alive safer roads
program to improve an 88-kilometre stretch of the road
from Torquay to Apollo Bay and $1.5 million to
strengthen and smooth the road surface at five sites
along the road.
The money will pay for guardrails, reflective
guideposts, warning signs and improved line marking.
The state government will work with local communities
along that great stretch to ensure a maximum benefit for
all. The Great Ocean Road is not only an Australian
icon, it is a world icon, and I believe this funding will
make it even greater.
It is also worth mentioning that it was the
48th community cabinet held in Victoria since the
Bracks Labor government was elected in 1999. This is
an indication that this government cares for all
Victorians.

Fernlea House: funding
Hon. A. P. OLEXANDER (Silvan) — Today I am
privileged to congratulate a wonderful group of
community volunteers who are establishing vital
inpatient care services for the terminally ill and their
families in the outer eastern region of Melbourne. The
Fernlea House group has been campaigning for four
years for financial assistance from the government to
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establish a 24-hour hospice for terminally ill people.
Repeated applications and petitions have all been
denied by the Bracks government.
In late July this year, in what is a huge step forward, the
group took possession of a property in Emerald which
will be used to provide part-time respite and support
services to families in the region who are caring for
terminally ill loved ones.
Group president, Jan Lancaster, and her team deserve
our heartfelt thanks, congratulations and
encouragement for their achievements to date. More,
however, remains to be done. The Fernlea House group
needs support and further assistance to turn their dream
into a reality. Volunteers are needed to help with respite
care and to maintain the house and grounds. Donations
of money, equipment and practical needs for the day
centre are also needed.
Today I appeal for that help from community members
and encourage them to contact my office in Olinda to
register their willingness to volunteer or their ability to
donate money or vital practical items for Fernlea
House. Any donation is welcome and will be gratefully
received by Jan Lancaster and her amazing team of
community volunteers.

Barwon Heads Football and Netball Club
Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — Recently I had the
pleasure of visiting Barwon Heads with the Minister for
Environment, John Thwaites, my colleagues John Eren
and the member for South Barwon in another place,
Michael Crutchfield, and the ALP candidate for
Corangamite, Peter McMullen, to inspect the
construction site of the new joint facility for the Barwon
Heads Football and Netball Club and Barwon Coast.
Over the last three years I have chaired a committee of
representatives from the Barwon Heads club, Barwon
Coast, the City of Greater Geelong, the Barwon Heads
Association, the Wathaurong people and the
Department of Sustainability and Environment to
finally resolve, for all time, both the location and the
provision of appropriate facilities for the club.
This important local issue was totally ignored by the
former Kennett government, which allowed not only
for the club’s facilities to become completely run down
but also for the rendering of its future to be totally
insecure.
I am absolutely delighted that the Bracks government
has put in more than $1 million to this most important
project that will see an environmentally sustainable,
multipurpose facility built for the joint use of the
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Barwon Heads Football and Netball Club and Barwon
Coast.
This is yet another fine example of the Bracks
government supporting local communities, and I
congratulate all committee members for their work to
bring about this excellent result for Barwon Heads.

Roads: grain truck limits
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — I am very
concerned with the attitude of VicRoads, as it applies
load tolerances for grain trucks whilst loading in field
during harvest time. The variances in grain weight
based on grain density, moisture content and
temperature make it impossible to accurately load grain
on farms without an on-site weighbridge, which is
clearly ridiculous.
I would therefore ask that the minister permit a new
load limit scheme similar to the one in Queensland,
where farmers and transport operators have a tolerance
level over regulated mass limits for grain trucks. I
believe this to be about 7.5 per cent.
This matter is urgent, as the grain harvesting season is
nearly upon us, and farmers have enough problems
without the big-stick approach from VicRoads during
the harvest season.
Farmers are more than mindful of the importance of
protecting their local road systems from further damage
by not overloading as their families commute on the
system from the farm businesses to schools and
shopping et cetera on a daily basis and are dependent
upon them.
Recognition of the difficulties of in-field loading for
grain farmers needs to be addressed by the state
government in conjunction with the grain industry. I
ask the Minister for Transport to take a commonsense
approach to this predicament and to take immediate
steps to remedy the situation.

Bayswater Primary School: hall
Hon. C. D. HIRSH (Silvan) — Last week I had the
pleasure of attending the opening by the Premier of the
new school hall at Bayswater Primary School. It was a
great event and a great occasion. This year the school is
celebrating its 125th anniversary. It started out in 1879
in a wooden building with four rooms — very small
rooms — and is now a very well equipped state
primary school offering a comprehensive education to
local primary students.
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The hall is state of the art, contributed to by the state
government and by local parents, who do an amazing
job. Any member who would like to donate $20 will
receive a tile which will be in the grounds with their
name on it. That would be very much appreciated by
the school, and I am sure it would be a good idea for
everyone to look at doing that.
Even in the last five years the buildings have been
modernised, updated and upgraded so that the students
now work in a very pleasant environment. There are no
more of the old open fires with only those students who
got there early getting near the fire; the rooms are
comprehensively comfortable as far as temperature
goes, and working conditions are excellent.

Water: Wimmera–Mallee pipeline
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — I
congratulate the federal coalition on coming up with the
correct amount of funding for the completion of the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. This contribution of
$167 million is a third of the cost of the project and has
been a model successfully used to complete the
northern section of the pipeline.
The Bracks government has played politics with this
project from day one, and it ought to be thankful to
John Forrest, The Nationals federal member for Mallee,
who has enthusiastically driven this project in Canberra
and has now realised his lifetime target of securing
commonwealth funding to finish the project.
The communities in the area will well remember the
political games played by the Bracks government —
grandstanding a short while ago and announcing that it
would put up $125 million and calling on the
commonwealth to do the same. Well it got caught. How
did it get caught? It changed the rules, as $125 million
would fund only a quarter of the project so the Bracks
government would leave the communities hanging out
to dry, having to pick up half of the cost, which would
put huge pressure on the sustainability of the project.
Now with the commonwealth playing its part, putting
up its third, the Bracks government is caught. I call on it
to stop being petulant, stop whingeing and stop
moaning and to come up with its share of the money
required to complete this worthwhile project.

Family Violence Week
Mr SCHEFFER (Monash) — I wish to
congratulate police commissioner Christine Nixon and
her team at Victoria Police, the Minister for Women’s
Affairs, Mary Delahunty, and the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services, André Haermeyer, for the
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production of the Code of Practice for the Investigation
of Family Violence, which was officially launched at
the Melbourne town hall on 31 August.
The code of practice was developed in consultation
with specialist family violence service providers and
gives police more options to help family violence
victims and to take an independent view in assessing
family violence incidents and investigating them in the
same way as they would any other crime. Under the
code, police will act to make offenders accountable,
treat the safety of women and children as most
important and make sure that the needs of children are
considered separately to those of both parents. Police
will focus more on evidence gathering, arrest and
prosecution.
Family violence is overwhelmingly perpetrated by men
on women and children. It is critically important that
men play an active role in signalling to other men that
physical and psychological violence is always
unacceptable and that offenders must be held to
account.
Family violence costs the community dearly. It is an
abuse that must be stopped. The role of the police is
critically important in both preventing and dealing with
family violence. Acting on reports of family violence,
how they manage an incident, how they investigate it
and deal with those involved and what they do with
offenders are all matters of great sensitivity. The code
will greatly assist in reducing the incidence of family
violence in Victoria.

Wild dogs: control
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I wish to
congratulate farmers in East Gippsland and
north-eastern Victoria for their persistent campaigning
to which the Minister for Environment, the Honourable
John Thwaites in another place, has responded, in
respect of maintaining the effort in controlling wild
dogs.
I was pleased to be with the Minister for Environment
in his capacity as Minister for Water last Friday in East
Gippsland. What I was more pleased about was that on
that visit to the East Gippsland area he announced the
continuation of the doggers who were employed as part
of the bushfire recovery program, because wild dogs
have been a major threat to the viability of farming
communities in the areas of East Gippsland and
north-eastern Victoria.
However, the campaign of the 2000 people who have
signed petitions and the dozens who have been into my

PETITIONS
16

COUNCIL

office and others who have written letters, while
successful to date, does not solve the long-term
problem. We should not rest until we find alternative
remedies to deal with the explosion in wild dog
numbers in eastern Victoria.

Synchrotron project
Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — On 12 August I had the
pleasure of joining the Premier and the Minister for
Innovation at the site of the Australian Synchrotron in
Clayton for the announcement of an additional
$5 million in funding from the New Zealand
government towards the development of the beam
lines. The announcement brings to over $25 million the
funding for the beam lines in the synchrotron from
organisations like the CSIRO and Melbourne and
Monash universities. In fact over half of the funding
that is required for the initial suite of 9 to 12 beam lines
is well ahead of schedule.
It was exciting to be at the site and see the enormous
progress that has been made in the development of the
national synchrotron at Clayton. It is a very important
part of Victoria’s ongoing infrastructure for our
innovation economy. It will be extremely important in
biomedical research, and it is exciting to see how the
construction has progressed. I welcome the additional
funding for the project.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The honourable
member’s time has expired.

Bradken Wodonga
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — I want to
take the first opportunity on the resumption of the
sitting to draw the attention of the house to the fact that
on 30 July Bradken Wodonga celebrated 50 years of
manufacturing in the heavy steel industry in Wodonga.
I think it is worth reflecting for a moment on the fact
that when the then Bradford Kendall came to the town
in 1954 Wodonga must have been a very small town
indeed. It was something of a coup to have a major
heavy industry locate in rural Victoria.
The company has in fact been something of an unsung
hero since, in that it has quietly gone about its business
and now employs more than 200 personnel to make
heavy engineering equipment for some of the leading
names in Australia, such as Pacific National, Caterpillar
and Kenworth. It recycles scrap steel, old railway lines,
steel wheels from railway wagons and the like, and it is
very much a recycling industry. It has a tremendous
record of workplace safety as well. I was pleased to be
in attendance for the celebrations, along with a former
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Premier of New South Wales, the Honourable Nick
Greiner, who is a director of the company.
I pay particular tribute to the manufacturing manager,
Zeno Katschmarsky, who came to Bonegilla migrant
centre with his family. He has worked for the company
for nearly 40 years and has worked his way to the top.
Well done, Zeno!
The PRESIDENT — Order! The honourable
member’s time has expired.

PETITIONS
Anxiety Disorders Association of Victoria:
funding
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East
Yarra) presented petition from certain citizens of
Victoria praying that the Victorian government
provide financial assistance to Anxiety Disorders
Association of Victoria (ADAVIC) to ensure the
continued vocation and objectives of the association
(92 signatures).
Laid on table.

Motor registration fees: concessions
Mr VINEY (Chelsea) presented petition from
certain citizens of Victoria requesting that the
Victorian government immediately abandon the
introduction of the new motor vehicle registration
fee on low and fixed income people (16 signatures).
Laid on table.

Corangamite: internal boundaries
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) presented petition
from certain citizens of Victoria praying that the
Victorian government support the current position
of five two-councillor wards for the Corangamite
shire (67 signatures).
Laid on table.

Wild dogs: control
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) presented
petition from certain citizens of Victoria requesting
that the Victorian government and the Minister for
Agriculture provide funding to employ at least two
additional permanent bushfire recovery task force
dog trappers in Gippsland (230 signatures).
Laid on table.
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Wild dogs: control
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) presented
petition from certain citizens of Victoria requesting
that financial arrangements be put in place to meet
the employment costs of additional permanent
bushfire recovery task force dog trappers at
Tallangatta, Corryong and the Upper Murray area
of north-east Victoria (510 signatures).
Laid on table.

Motor registration fees: concessions
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) presented
petition from certain citizens of Victoria requesting
that the Victorian government abandon the
proposal to increase the cost of car registration for
Victorian pensioners by $78.50 as it will
detrimentally impact upon those who are financially
unable to pay by jeopardising their freedom of
movement, removing their independence and
diminishing their quality of life (214 signatures).
Laid on table.

Seymour District Memorial Hospital : obstetric
services
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) presented
petition from certain citizens of Victoria praying
that obstetric services be restored and a full inquiry
into the treatment of doctors at Seymour District
Memorial Hospital be conducted as soon as possible
(493 signatures).
Laid on table.

Kelletts Road, Rowville: duplication
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) presented
petition from certain citizens of Victoria requesting
that urgent action be taken to upgrade and
duplicate the section of Kelletts Road between
Taylors Lane and the Napoleon Road intersection
due to serious capacity and safety problems
(902 signatures).
Laid on table.
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FAMILY AND COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE
After-hours and bulk-billing general
practitioners
Mr SMITH (Chelsea) presented report, together
with a minority report, extracts from the
proceedings of the committee and minutes of
evidence.
Laid on table.
Ordered that report, minority report and extracts
from the proceedings be printed.
Mr SMITH (Chelsea) — I move:
That the Council take note of the report.

In doing so I start by thanking the executive officer of
the joint parliamentary committee, Mr Paul Bourke,
and his staff who have been extraordinarily helpful and
committed to this inquiry. I have to say it was a difficult
inquiry given the very different views and opinions of
the committee itself. It goes without saying that the
conservatives opposite have a very different view to
those on this side. That is to be expected. Evidence of
that disagreement can be found in the minority report
which has been submitted by the Honourable David
Davis.
I have to say that anything in Mr Davis’s report is
automatically devalued by the fact that he attended
29 of the 40 hearings and meetings that we had. So
much for commitment from those conservatives
opposite! He says that he cares about Victorian health.
But I suggest that he cares as much about Victorian
health as the rest of his conservative mates do about
public health in general.
In our report we state quite clearly that nearly all the
health clinics that we spoke to reported on the decline
in access to after-hours general practitioners and those
practitioners who bulk-bill and the consequent massive
increase in the number of ordinary citizens attending
emergency departments to access services. We do not
suggest for one moment that everyone who turns up at
an emergency department should not be there, but
clearly the evidence shows that a significant number of
people who are clogging the system as a result should
not in fact be going to emergency departments.
This is clearly the result as this report indicates — in
fact, proves — of inadequate funding and servicing
from the federal government. It is fixated on Medicare
and bulk-billing. It has no idea what it is doing. That is
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the bad news. The good news is that the report gives
them some clear advice and recommendations as to
how they should proceed and will in fact be of
enormous benefit to the Victorian health system and
Victorians in particular.

there has been a 4.7 per cent increase in the hospital
waiting list over a similar period.

I would like to suggest that if the Howard government
cannot see the light, I am sure the incoming Latham
government will. This is a very comprehensive and
in-depth report that will be enormously helpful for any
local member who wants to do something about
assisting their local constituents, and I am sure the
Minister for Health in the other place will get some real
and constructive ideas as to how to improve the system.
I commend this report to the house.

Motion agreed to.

Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) (By leave) — I
appreciate the opportunity to make some comment on
this report. The two Liberal members of Parliament on
the committee, the member for Caulfield in the other
place, Helen Shardey, and I as well as the National
Party member in the other house, Jeanette Powell, were
very disappointed about the need to write a minority
report on this inquiry.
It is true that this is one of the most political inquiries
that we have ever been given. Unfortunately, it was an
inquiry where despite the best efforts of the staff of the
committee, who worked tirelessly and did a great deal
of excellent work behind the scenes, the terms of
reference were written in such a partisan and political
way at the start that it made it difficult to get a balanced
and fair set of evidence before us.
Unfortunately that was also complicated by the
difficulties faced by the Liberal and Nationals members
of the committee when evidence was blocked and our
requests to take evidence at a number of sites around
the state were blocked on party lines by this committee.
The inquiry’s work was also complicated by the failure
to take evidence from Andrew Dent at St Vincent’s
Hospital, the failure to consider the Auditor-General’s
report on emergency department demands and the
failure to invite Dr Peter Archer to give proper evidence
to the committee on the impact of mental health and
drug and alcohol patients on emergency departments in
areas like Maroondah Hospital and the outer east of
Melbourne. The attempt by Liberal and National Party
members to incorporate sensible additional sections in
this report was also blocked.
The key thing, though, is that the evidence that
eventually came to the inquiry did not support the
central contention. I make one point: the bulk-billing
rate has increased by 3.9 per cent since January, and

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

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Alert Digest No. 6
Ms ARGONDIZZO (Templestowe) presented Alert
Digest No. 6 of 2004, together with appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

Alert Digest No. 7
Ms ARGONDIZZO (Templestowe) presented Alert
Digest No. 7 of 2004, together with appendices.
Laid on table.
Ordered to be printed.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Auditor-General —
Annual Plan, 2004-05.
Report on Public Sector Agencies: results of special
reviews and other studies, August 2004.
Ballaarat General Cemeteries Trust —
Minister for Health’s report of failure to submit report
for 2003 to the Minister within the prescribed period and
the reasons therefor.
Minister for Health’s report of receipt of 2003 report.
Commonwealth Games Arrangements Act 2001 —
Commonwealth Games Venue and Project Orders, pursuant
to section 18 of the Act (2 papers).
Crown Land (Reserves) Act 1978 —
Minister’s Order of 1 June 2004 giving approval to the
granting of a lease at Mt Warrenheip Preservation of
Species of Native Plants Reserve.
Minister’s Orders of 8 June 2004 giving approval for the
granting of a lease at Albert Park Reserve and a licence
at Seaford Foreshore Reserve (two papers).
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Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 —
Standard of the Uniform Scheduling of Drugs and Poisons,
No. 19, Amendment No. 1, 1 September 2004 and Minister’s
notice regarding the amendment, commencement and
availability of the Poisons Code.

Dandenong — Greater Dandenong Planning Scheme —
Amendments C49 and C52.

Environment Protection Act 1970 — Order in Council of
27 July 2004, declaring the Waste Management Policy (Solid
Fuel Heating).

East Gippsland Planning Scheme — Amendments C27,
C29 and C34.

Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 —

Darebin Planning Schemes — Amendments C50 and
C51.

Geelong — Greater Geelong Planning Scheme —
Amendments C58, C84 and C95.

Notice pursuant to section 32(3)(a)(iii) in relation to
Statutory Rule No. 64.

Glenelg Planning Scheme — Amendments C13 and
C15.

Notice pursuant to section 32(4)(a)(iii) in relation to the
Building Code of Australia 2004.

Hepburn Planning Scheme — Amendments C12, C23
and C24.

National Parks Act 1975 — Minister’s notices of consent to
the conduct of gold exploration in Chiltern-Mt Pilot National
Park (two papers).
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 — Attorney-General’s
response to recommendations of Law Reform Committee’s
report on Forensic Sampling and DNA Databases in Criminal
Investigations.
Parliamentary Officers Act 1975 — Statement of
appointments, alterations of classifications and of persons
temporarily employed in the Parliamentary departments for
the year 2003-2004 (9 papers).
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — Notices of Approval
of the following amendments to planning schemes:

Hume Planning Scheme — Amendments C52 and C57.
Kingston Planning Scheme — Amendments C8, C39
and C42.
La Trobe Planning Scheme — Amendments C10, C31
and C33.
Macedon Ranges Planning Scheme —
Amendments C20, C23 and C38.
Manningham Planning Scheme — Amendments C42
and C44.
Maribyrnong Planning Scheme — Amendments C17
(Part 2), C21, C37, C39, C45 and C46.

Alpine Resorts Planning Scheme — Amendment C9.

Maroondah Planning Scheme — Amendment C34.

Ballarat Planning Scheme — Amendments C53 (Part 2),
C67 (Part 2) and C72.

Melbourne Planning Scheme — Amendments C71,
C77, C78 and C91.

Banyule Planning Scheme — Amendments C38 (Part 2)
and C42.

Melton Planning Scheme — Amendments C27, C34
and C45.

Bass Coast Planning Scheme — Amendment C26.

Monash Planning Scheme — Amendment C37.

Baw Baw Planning Scheme — Amendments C26, C28
and C29.

Moonee Valley Planning Scheme — Amendments C36,
C45, C56 and C58.

Bayside Planning Scheme — Amendments C31 and
C36.

Moreland Planning Scheme — Amendments C53 and
C54.

Bendigo — Greater Bendigo Planning Scheme —
Amendment C41.

Mornington Peninsula Planning Scheme —
Amendment C70.

Boroondara Planning Scheme — Amendment C41.

Murrindindi Planning Scheme — Amendments C8 and
C15.

Brimbank Planning Scheme — Amendments C49, C58
and C65.

Nillumbik Planning Scheme — Amendment C32.

Campaspe Planning Scheme — Amendment C30.

Northern Grampians Planning Scheme —
Amendment C8.

Cardinia Planning Scheme — Amendments C28, C31
and C56.

Port Phillip Planning Scheme — Amendment C36.

Casey Planning Scheme — Amendment C48 (Part 1).

Pyrenees Planning Scheme — Amendment C7.

Corangamite Planning Scheme — Amendments C7 and
C8.

Shepparton — Greater Shepparton Planning Scheme —
Amendments C23 (Part 1), C39, C40 and C51.
South Gippsland Planning Scheme — Amendment C29.
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Stonnington Planning Scheme — Amendments C5
(Part 1) and C6 (Part 2A).

Intellectually Disabled Persons’ Services Act 1986 —
No. 107.

Surf Coast Planning Scheme — Amendments C6 and
C10.

Magistrates’ Court Act 1989 — No. 94.

Swan Hill Planning Scheme — Amendments C14 and
C15.
Victoria Planning Provisions — Amendments V5 and
VC24 to VC27.
Whitehorse Planning Scheme — Amendment C43
(Part 2).
Whittlesea Planning Scheme — Amendments C27,
C35, C43 (Part 2), C57 and C65 (Part 1).
Yarra Planning Scheme — Amendments C53 and C54.
Yarra Ranges Planning Scheme — Amendments C16
(Part 1), C23 and C35 (Part 1).
Port Services Act 1995 — Certificate excluding Regulations
from the operation of Part 2 of the Subordinate Legislation
Act 1994, pursuant to section 184(3) of the Act.
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 — Revocation of
the Code of Practice for the care and use of animals for
scientific procedures.

Marine Act 1988 — No. 80.
Medical Practice Act 1994 — No. 104.
Monetary Units Act 2004 — No. 88.
Nurses Act 1993 — No. 101.
Occupational Health and Safety Act 1985 — No. 105.
Parole Orders (Transfer) Act 1983 — No. 75.
Pharmacist Act 1974 — No. 102
Planning and Environment Act 1987 — No. 97.
Port Services Act 1995 — No. 81.
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986 — Nos. 63
and 64.
Prisoners (Interstate Transfer) Act 1983 — No. 76.
Road Management Act 2004 — No. 84.
Road Safety Act 1986 — Nos. 82, 83, 85 and 86.

Retail Leases Act 2003 — Minister’s determinations of 9
September 2004 relating to premises not constituting retail
premises, pursuant to section 5(1)(c) of the Act.

Rural Finance Act 1988 — No. 103.

Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 — Nos. 61, 69 to 71,
91, 93 and 99.

Building Act 1993 — No. 79.
Chattel Securities Act 1987 — No. 87.
Child Employment Act 2003 — No. 60.
Confiscation Act 1997 — No. 57.
Control of Weapons Act 1990 — No. 62.

Subdivision Act 1988 — No. 98.

Supreme Court Act 1986 — No. 100.
Tertiary Education Act 1993 — No. 67.
Transport Act 1983 — No. 90.
Treasury Corporation of Victoria Act 1992 — No. 92.

Corrections Act 1986 — No. 108.

Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal Act
1998 — No. 73.

County Court Act 1958 — No. 72.

Wildlife Act 1975 — No. 96.

Court Security Act 1980 — No. 95.

Zoological Parks and Gardens Act 1995 — No. 89.

Crimes Act 1958 — Nos. 56, 66 and 109.
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981 —
Nos. 59 and 68.
Electricity Safety Act 1998 — No. 58.
Evidence Act 1958 — No. 65.
Fair Trading Act 1999 — No. 110.
Fisheries Act 1995 — No. 106.
Forests Act 1958 — No. 77.
Freedom of Information Act 1982 — No. 74.
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 — No. 78.

Subordinate Legislation Act 1994 —
Ministers’ exception certificates under section 8(4) in
respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 61, 69 to 72, 85 to 87, 89,
90, 95 and 100.
Ministers’ exemption certificates under section 9(6) in
respect of Statutory Rule Nos. 59, 60, 68, 82 to 85, 90 to
92, 94, 97, 98, 101 to 104, 106 and 108 to 110.
Water Act 1989 — Minister’s Order declaring a Water
Supply Protection Area (Groundwater) for Glenelg.

Proclamations of the Governor in Council fixing
operative dates in respect of the following Acts:
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Accident Compensation and Transport Accident Acts
(Amendment) Act 2003 — Sections 6 and 13 and Parts 3 and
5 — 1 September 2004 (Gazette No. G35, 26 August 2004).
Ambulance Services (Amendment) Act 2004 — 3 August
2004 (Gazette No. G32, 29 July 2004).
Animals Legislation (Animal Welfare) Act 2003 —
Remaining provisions of Part 4 — 24 June 2004 (Gazette No.
G26, 24 June 2004).
Gambling Regulation Act 2003 — Remaining provisions
(other than sections 12.1.5 and 3.5.35) — 1 July 2004
(Gazette No. G27, 1 July 2004).
Health Services (Supported Residential Services) Act
2004 — Sections 5, 10, 11 and 20 — 1 September 2004
(Gazette No. S189, 1 September 2004); sections 1, 2 and 3 —
7 September 2004 (Gazette No. S196, 7 September 2004).
Local Government (Democratic Reform) Act 2003 —
Sections 53, 57 to 60, 62, 63 and 70 — 31 July 2004; section
81 — 20 August 2004 (Gazette No. G31, 29 July 2004).
Marine (Amendment) Act 2004 — Remaining provisions —
1 July 2004 (Gazette No. G27, 1 July 2004).
Mitcham-Frankston Project Act 2004 — Sections 3, 4, 5, 6, 7,
9, 13 and 14, Part 3, Part 4 (except Division 2), Division 1 of
Part 5, Division 1 of Part 6, Divisions 1 and 8 of Part 10 and
sections 255, 256, 257 and 261 — 1 July 2004 (Gazette
No. S148, 25 June 2004).
Primary Industries Legislation (Miscellaneous Amendments)
Act 2004 — Remaining provisions — 1 July 2004 (Gazette
No. G26, 24 June 2004).
Professional Standards Act 2003 — 8 June 2004 (Gazette
No. S128, 8 June 2004).
Racing and Gaming Acts (Amendment) Act 2004 — Part
2 — 1 August 2004 (Gazette No. G30, 22 July 2004).
Sustainable Forests (Timber) Act 2004 — Division 1 of Part
4, section 95(1) and Schedule 1 and Part 3, Divisions 3 and 4
of Part 4, Part 5, Division 1 of Part 6, Part 8, Part 9, section
96, remaining provisions of Part 11 (except for sections
100(2) and 109) and section 130 — 1 August 2004 (Gazette
No. G31, 29 July 2004).
Victorian Qualifications Authority (National Registration)
Act 2004 — Remaining provisions — 1 July 2004 (Gazette
No. G27, 1 July 2004).

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion given.
Hon. C. D. Hirsh having given notice of motion:
Hon. P. R. Hall — On a point of order, Deputy
President, I question the form of the notice of motion. It
appears to me, on listening to the motion, that it
contains a lot of opinion and debate and that it is
certainly not in the form of the usual notices of motion
put before the house for the house to have the
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opportunity to debate some of the issues. I ask whether
in your view the form of this notice of motion conforms
with the generally accepted form of notices of motion
presented in the chamber.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! As I
understand it, it is normal to have the motions checked
before they come to the house. Whereas in the past
motions have been put that contained some degree of
opinion and debate, I can undertake to have the motion
being put by Ms Hirsh checked for conformity with the
motions put to the house.
Hon. P. R. Hall — I thank you for that ruling. I
understand from the ruling that neither you as Chair nor
the clerks have had access to this motion and checked it
for its conformity to the normal forms of such a motion
but you have given an undertaking that you are
intending to do so.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! It is usual
but not compulsory, so it is not required that the Clerk
or the President see every motion, but given the point of
order that has been raised, it can be checked.
Hon. Philip Davis — On a further point of order,
Deputy President, I just took it for granted that
Ms Hirsh had actually sought advice to satisfy herself
that the motion is in order. I am a little nonplussed as a
result of the point of order that my colleague the Leader
of The Nationals has raised and your response, Deputy
President. It would seem to us that if the notice of
motion does not conform with what is required, we
have something a dilemma: the member will have
given notice of a motion which is non-conforming. I
was somewhat bemused as I was listening to the notice
being given. I presumed that I would have erred in
taking a point of order, assuming that it had previously
been dealt with. I suggest that the motion is flawed in
its construction.
I understand the intent of the honourable member, and I
agree that this is a place where we should have that
debate. I am quite willing to have a debate about the
issues she is raising, but in terms of the way that a range
of opinions are being expressed in the notice of motion
we have something of a dilemma. It might be more
appropriate if Ms Hirsh were at this point to discontinue
giving notice to take some further advice and then give
notice at the next available opportunity, perhaps.
Mr Viney — On a point of order, Deputy President,
notices of motion in this house have had all sorts of
expressions of opinion and condemnation of different
people and governments from time to time, and I am
disappointed that members of the opposition have taken
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points of order and interrupted the honourable member
who has yet to complete reading her notice of motion. I
would think it would be a normal courtesy of the house
to allow the member to complete reading the notice of
motion.
That does not present any dilemma if the President at a
later date gives some advice to the house about
particular wording of the notice of motion. As you have
already indicated, Deputy President, there is no
compulsion on members to present a notice of motion
before presenting it to the chamber, and I think it would
be imperative that we allow the member to complete
reading her notice of motion. If, at a subsequent time,
the President is concerned by some of the wording, then
I am sure she can advise this house and the member.
Hon. Philip Davis — On the point of order, Deputy
President, I was in fact trying to be helpful to the Chair
and the member, to be quite candid, because I see the
dilemma in these terms: if the member completes
reading her notice of motion, the house has only one
option if it is uncomfortable with the way it has been
expressed — that is, to seek the Chair to rule it out of
order. I think the Chair would have a difficulty ruling
the motion out of order. It has a dilemma in doing this
because the Chair does not have the motion in front of
it in detail, and therefore it would be a very difficult
ruling for it to make, in my view. What I am trying to
do is to assist the Chair by creating an
opportunity — —
Hon. C. D. Hirsh — You are trying not to get the
motion up.
Hon. Philip Davis — I will take up the interjection
even though I am talking to a point of order. I am quite
happy to have a debate on the principle. I am not
concerned about that. The issue here is that this motion
appears to be improperly worded, and if the member
insists on continuing, I will seek that the motion be
ruled out of order.
Mr Scheffer — On the point of order, Deputy
President, the only observation I would make after
having listened to what the members of the opposition
have said is that as far as I have heard it, the motion
expresses an opinion. I agree with Mr Viney that there
have been any number of motions in the house that
have expressed opinions of all sorts. I believe the
opposition really needs to make a further case before
anything can be found in its favour.
Hon. C. D. Hirsh — The only opinion expressed in
the notice of motion is that a series of communities in
the electorate of Silvan deserve a range of services.
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That of course is an opinion, and perhaps I could
remove that opinion from the notice of motion.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT — Order! It is not in
order for the Honourable Carolyn Hirsh to debate the
point of order.
On Mr Viney’s point of order, it is the case that motions
before the house often express different opinions within
them, and it is my view that the house should hear the
remainder of the motion. If it is in order — and I will
examine it during the afternoon — it will appear on the
notice paper tomorrow. If it is not in order and does not
comply with the forms of the house, the Chair can order
that those parts of the motion not conforming be
omitted.
Further notices of motion given.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I move:
That, pursuant to sessional order 20, the order of the day,
government business, relating to the following bill be
considered and completed by 4.30 p.m. on Thursday,
16 September 2004:
Sex Offenders Registration Bill

I am moving a government business program motion
for a single bill. If I could be absolutely transparent to
the house, it is the intention of the government if a
further three bills come out of the Assembly during the
current week, that we would seek to add them to the
business program later in the week, because they are
urgent bills that the government seeks to have passed.
Those bills are the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation (Amendment) Bill, the Water Industry
(Environmental Contributions) Bill and the Gambling
Regulation (Amendment) Bill.
We are seeking this program so we can get this
legislation through the house this week. We have
scheduled four ministerial statements, and while they
do not appear in this program, they clearly outline
where the government is going in a number of areas,
and as there are four key pieces of legislation that have
an urgency, I encourage the adoption of this motion.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — The Leader
of the Government has turned a serious legislative
chamber into a farce. We have come back from the
three months of the winter recess with no legislation on
the notice paper. The government has advised that the
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three principal bills which were to be dealt with this
week have not yet even been considered in the
Assembly.
The upper house is a house of review. It is absolutely
outrageous for the government to introduce a
government business program and advise, even before
legislation has been considered in the Assembly, that it
intends to use its numbers in this place to amend the
business program and by guillotine or gag force
through this house within a week legislation that will
have a very serious impact on the society in which we
live.
It is the tradition of this place that oppositions
accommodate governments with urgent legislation
when there is a serious and significant community
imperative for it to be dealt with. In the past, including
during this Parliament, notwithstanding the restrictive
rules in this place, we have seen the opposition
facilitating the urgent passage of certain bills because
the government has made a request and put forward a
reasonable case as to their urgency. The government
has not made any case at all as to the importance of this
legislation or, more to the point, explained why it is that
its ineffectual management of the legislative program
should lead us to this point when the reality is that after
a three-month absence we have no legislation before us
to consider this day and there is the probability that we
will be here on Friday. It makes a complete mockery of
the government’s rhetoric about imposing order on the
Parliament and putting in place rules of debate to create
family-friendly hours. How family friendly can it be for
country members of Parliament to face the prospect of
being here on Friday when usually on Fridays they are
spending time in their electorates, presumably with
their families?
The whole charade of the government business
program demeans the house, and it demeans the Leader
of the Government, because the reality is that we now
take more time in this place to consider legislation
because of the ham-fisted way of working to rule that is
the philosophical ethos of the labour movement. Setting
in place a prescriptive regime of adhering to the
arbitrary dictum of the Leader of the Government in
this place has created a circus whereby we cannot have
proper cooperation when discussing the government
business program. The government simply tells the
opposition what it intends to do whether the opposition
likes it or not, and although the sessional orders provide
for some discussion before the government business
program is adopted each week — that is, the Leader of
the Government discusses it with the leaders of the
other parties — the reality is that that discussion is
nothing more than advice to the other parties about

23

what the government intends to do regardless of
whether or not we agree.
We have got to the point where the government
business program should be abandoned. There should
be a return not to the good old days but to a level of
courteous cooperation so that the legislative process for
which we were elected to this place by our constituents
is put into effect in a more meaningful way. It is an
outrage, and we are getting errors in legislation time
and again because it is being rushed through two houses
of Parliament.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — I concur with the
comments made by the Leader of the Opposition. In
some ways the Leader of the Government might even
agree with some of those points, because it is a
far-from-satisfactory situation to have to come back to
the Parliament for a week of sitting when there are no
pieces of legislation on the notice paper for Tuesday,
14 September.
I agree with the Leader of the Opposition that there is
always a willingness on the part of the opposition
parties in this chamber to assist the government in
getting through what it needs to get through in any
week. When the Leader of the Government moved the
motion, stated the business program for the week and
embellished it with amendments foreshadowed for later
in the week, he must have felt a bit embarrassed about it
too, because it makes a farce of the government
business program process that has been adopted in this
chamber. We would all save face if we did not have to
go through what we just went through in the last 6 or
7 minutes.
I agree with the comments made by the Leader of the
Opposition that this is a far-from-satisfactory situation.
On the other hand I say this: we in The Nationals are
not in the business of being here unnecessarily, and I
sincerely hope business can be transacted in an orderly
fashion throughout the course of this week so we are
not here on Friday. Certainly from the point of view of
members of The Nationals, we are not desirous of being
here for another week purely because of the process of
bringing in legislation that has to be dealt with by the
chamber.
If we were a business organisation we would be
condemned for our inefficiency and our lack of
planning and preparation for the week’s work that is
ahead of us. We would be soundly condemned out
there. Let us get on with the business. We will try to
make it as efficient as we can during the course of the
week, and the government will have our cooperation in
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trying to get these matters through, but let us see if we
can improve this process from here on in.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 26
Argondizzo, Ms
Baxter, Mr
Bishop, Mr
Broad, Ms
Carbines, Ms
Darveniza, Ms (Teller)
Drum, Mr
Eren, Mr
Hall, Mr (Teller)
Hilton, Mr
Hirsh, Ms
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, 14
Atkinson, Mr (Teller)
Bowden, Mr (Teller)
Brideson, Mr
Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D. McL.
Davis, Mr P. R.

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

Pair
Buckingham, Ms

Forwood, Mr.

Motion agreed to.

SCRUTINY OF ACTS AND REGULATIONS
COMMITTEE
Membership
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — By leave,
I move:
That the Honourable Andrew Brideson be a member of the
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee.

Motion agreed to.

LAW REFORM COMMITTEE
Membership
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — By leave,
I move:
That the Honourable David Koch be a member of the Law
Reform Committee.

Motion agreed to.
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EDUCATION AND TRAINING
COMMITTEE
Membership
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — By leave,
I move:
That Mr Johan Scheffer continue to be a member of the
Education and Training Committee until the return to
parliamentary duties from illness of the Honourable Helen
Buckingham in March 2005.

Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — I wish to indicate
my support for this motion, and I want to take this
opportunity from the point of view of The Nationals to
wish the Honourable Helen Buckingham all the best. I
trust that she is back with us within the time frame the
Leader of the Government has outlined.
I want to indicate to the house that we welcome
Mr Scheffer’s appointment to the committee, but I think
he must be the hardest working member in this
chamber, given that he is now a member of three
parliamentary committees and that he chairs one of
them. Therein lies some difficulty for the Education and
Training Committee, and I say this seriously to the
government: it needs to perhaps have another think
about this, because with Mr Scheffer’s involvement in
three committees he is not always able to attend the
Education and Training Committee.
With the Honourable Helen Buckingham indisposed at
this point of time, it leaves me as the only upper house
member of that committee. Given that constitutionally
we require a member of both houses to be present for
decisions of the committee to be passed by the
committee of the whole, it poses some additional
responsibility on my attendance at those committee
meetings all the time. As Leader of The Nationals in
this chamber and also a member of Parliament
representing a country electorate it is not always easy
for me to be at every one of those committee meetings,
although I certainly endeavour to do so.
It appears to me that the government would be wise to
think about the placement of another member of the
Legislative Council on that committee; I believe it
should give serious consideration to that. The
committee has a fairly heavy workload at the moment
and is undertaking two inquiries, so there is a
requirement to meet frequently. So that all those
meetings are constitutional, some consideration should
be given to the appointment of an additional upper
house member to that committee so that its business can
be transacted efficiently.
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Motion agreed to.

PRIVILEGES COMMITTEE
Membership
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — By leave,
I move:
That the Honourable Robert Mitchell continue to be a
member of the Privileges Committee until the return to
parliamentary duties from illness of the Honourable Helen
Buckingham in March 2005.

Motion agreed to.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
Revitalising Consumer Protection
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Consumer Affairs) —
President, I wish to make a ministerial statement.
It is nearly two years since I became Minister for
Consumer Affairs and five years since the election of
the Bracks government. In that time I believe we have
seen a revitalisation of the role and activities of
consumer affairs not seen in this state since the
pioneering days of the 1960s and 1970s. Those with a
sense of history will recall that Victoria led the
federation with its Consumer Protection Act 1964 and
the establishment of a Consumer Protection Council to
provide advice on consumer matters and investigate
complaints.
Notwithstanding the many past achievements in
consumer affairs in Victoria, the Bracks government
understands that markets are dynamic and increasingly
global in nature. Government needs to constantly
ensure that its strategies and tools keep pace to provide
adequate consumer protection. This is especially so for
the Australian states and territories given the Howard
government’s disengagement from consumer issues
over the last eight years. The abolition of the federal
consumer affairs portfolio, the closure of the Federal
Bureau of Consumer Affairs and the defunding of peak
consumer advocacy groups illustrate the low federal
priority.
Despite the absence of federal leadership in consumer
affairs, the Bracks government is committed to
delivering grassroots consumer services and developing
nationally consistent consumer protection.
Twenty years ago next May a Victorian Labor
government was the first state to adopt uniform
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consumer protection legislation developed between the
commonwealth, states and territories. I am determined
that Victoria maintains its tradition of leadership in this
field by continuing to play a leading role in national
consumer policy developments.
I also sense a new determination and resolve amongst
my colleagues in other states and territories to fill the
federal void.
Today, I will demonstrate the priority that the Bracks
government gives to consumer issues and, more
importantly, demonstrate how in practice it is:
empowering consumers;
working to ensure we deliver quality services to
assist consumers; and
making markets work for the benefit of all
Victorians.
Consumer affairs overview
Consumer protection activities in Victoria are based on
a vision of confident consumers and protected
communities. The Bracks government works towards
achieving this vision by pursuing three major
objectives.
The first objective is to protect and promote the
interests of consumers, consistent with the consumer
rights endorsed in the United Nations Guidelines for
Consumer Protection. The second is to ensure that
markets work in the interests of consumers and the
broad community. Informed and discerning consumers
help stimulate effective competition which in turn
contributes to innovation, quality improvements and
lower prices — the cornerstones of higher living
standards. The third objective is to improve access to
consumer protection services, particularly for
vulnerable and disadvantaged groups.
Consumers need a basic level of confidence that
markets are working honestly and transactions will
deliver what they expect. Trust and confidence are
fundamental to the efficient operation of a market
economy. Much of consumer affairs’ bread and butter
work is about ensuring consumers can be confident
about the basic integrity of traders and transactions, for
example by:
registering business names;
ensuring the goods consumers buy are safe;
ensuring consumers get the exact quantity of the
good they pay for; and
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preventing misleading and deceptive conduct by
unscrupulous traders.
The consumer affairs portfolio encompasses 48 acts of
Parliament. This legislation can be broadly divided into
two categories:
first, laws forming the general consumer
protection framework applicable to all or most
industries — the Fair Trading Act, Business
Names Act and Trade Measurement Act; and
second, laws protecting consumers of particular
goods or services by the regulation of entry to and
conduct in specific business sectors — for
example, the Motor Car Traders Act, the
Residential Tenancies Act and the Consumer
Credit Code.
Consumer affairs delivers information and assistance
services directly to consumers at the grassroots level.
Consumer and trader assistance services provided by
the Bracks government reach a large number of
individuals and businesses. Last year, consumer affairs
answered over 570 000 telephone calls and
12 000 emails requesting information. There were
74 000 face-to-face counter inquiries and
16 000 written complaints were handled. It processed
150 000 business name transactions, over 2000 new
occupational licence and 16 000 liquor licence
applications and completed 340 000 residential tenancy
bond transactions.
I will now provide more detail on how this government
is revitalising consumer affairs in Victoria and working
to achieve its goals in consumer protection.
Strengthening information and education services
Not all consumer problems need a regulatory response
by government. Our education and consumer activities
play a crucial role in contributing to non-regulatory
approaches to these problems. Providing up-to-date and
easily accessible information that recognises that
different consumers have different needs is a
fundamental consumer protection strategy of this
government.
Information provision can also encourage competition
by facilitating consumer choice in the marketplace. In
the right circumstances it is most cost-effective.
Well-informed and confident consumers are more
likely to avoid unsatisfactory outcomes in the first place
and consequently save themselves, business and the
government time and money in resolving disputes that
otherwise may arise.
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Last year saw a high level of information and education
activity by consumer affairs. A total of 1.58 million
information publications and 1 million forms were
distributed. In addition, there were more than
600 000 visits to its web site in 2003–04.
Major campaigns were conducted around real estate
and tenancy issues and young consumers and debt.
Substantial amendments to the Estate Agents and Sale
of Land acts were made during 2003. A broad
campaign was conducted to educate estate agents and
consumers on these changes and on house purchase
generally. Major components of the campaign include:
a free 56-page guide titled Real Estate: A Guide for
Buyers and Sellers of which 114 000 have been
distributed so far; and
seminars for house buyers and sellers in regional
Victoria.
Last year the Bracks government updated residential
tenancies legislation to extend notice periods, restrict
rent increases and constrain landlord inspections early
in tenancies. An extensive education campaign was
conducted to inform the rental market of the
amendments; for example, through updating the
comprehensive guide Renting a Home — A Guide for
Tenants and Landlords. The renting guide is now
available in eight languages.
A new, free 88-page publication for consumers of
building services, Building and Renovating — A Guide
for Consumers, was released this year to enable
consumers to make informed decisions in planning and
managing their domestic building projects. In addition,
consumers and builders can also obtain information,
advice and assistance on home building and renovating
problems from Building Advice and Conciliation
Victoria, which is a joint consumer affairs and Building
Commission service.
Educating young consumers is a key strategy in
empowering consumers generally. Recent empirical
research highlighted the vulnerability of young
consumers to debt traps and the need for increased
consumer education in schools to address this.
The Bracks government — in partnership with the New
South Wales government through the Office of Fair
Trading — has responded with an innovative consumer
education program for students in years 9 and 10. This
example of interstate collaboration has reduced the
costs of the project. The aim of the Consumer
Education in Schools project implemented in 2003 is to
provide young people with the skills and knowledge to
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make discerning choices, manage money effectively
and seek further information and help when necessary.
Focusing on the needs of vulnerable and
disadvantaged consumers
Delivering services effectively to vulnerable and
disadvantaged consumers is a major challenge in the
revitalisation of consumer protection. This government
understands that not all consumers have the same
capacities to access information and assistance. We are
exploring how best to reach out to vulnerable and
disadvantaged consumers, such as multicultural
communities, disabled and indigenous groups and rural
communities.
Major developments in services to these consumers
include:
the piloting of a new service delivery model to
provide better access to information and
assistance for consumers in regional Victoria;
the establishment of an indigenous consumers
unit to raise awareness of consumer rights in the
indigenous community;
the establishment of a multicultural consumers
unit to provide specialist services for consumers
from non-English-speaking backgrounds around
Victoria; and
the implementation of a disabled consumers
project to identify key issues and impediments
to consumer protection faced by people with
disabilities and how to best work with the
community to address those problems.
The Bracks government is implementing a
wide-ranging plan to transform the delivery of
consumer advice services in the regions. Johan
Scheffer, MP, played a key role in developing a new
model of service delivery to consumers and tenants to
improve the accessibility of services. A new service
delivery framework has been designed to ensure
consumer affairs addresses consumer needs most
effectively, while maintaining face-to-face community
advocacy services to support more vulnerable and
disadvantaged consumers.
The new framework involves regional offices, mobile
services and enhanced telephone services to provide
expanded consumer advice services across Victoria. A
pilot began in north-east Victoria and eastern
metropolitan Melbourne in July with a new office
established in Wangaratta and mobile services
operating regularly in 29 towns in the north-east region.

27

Local arrangements in each region will be established
for the ongoing provision of advocacy and related
services to vulnerable and disadvantaged consumers.
Consumer affairs will ensure that consumers and
tenants who seek help are not left to fend for
themselves when dealing with landlords and traders or
at tribunals. Consumer advocates will be available for
face-to-face assistance and support. A grants program
will be available in July 2005 to community-based
organisations for:
specialist consumer services;
projects including input to consumer policy
issues;
training initiatives; and
consumer education and advocacy.
The new arrangement will deliver high quality
consumer and tenancy services to all Victorians — not
just those in inner Melbourne or large provincial
centres. Other Victorian regions will be moving to the
new service framework after June 2005, following
evaluation of the pilot program.
As well as working to get service delivery right, the
government has taken other initiatives to address issues
of particular concern in consumer vulnerability and
disadvantage. For example, last year’s amendments to
the Fair Trading Act, which implemented our 1999
election commitment to review existing consumer
protection legislation to ensure that it is clear and
equitable. A feature was the unfair contract terms
amendment which provides a new tool to deal with the
potential for consumer detriment in contract-based
transactions. This year the government again amended
the act to give specific unfair contract terms protection,
if necessary, to consumers who enter into credit
contracts, in the nature of vendor terms real estate
purchases. Disadvantaged consumers, for example
those with poor literacy, limited English proficiency, or
disabilities, the aged, and young consumers, are
particularly vulnerable to exploitation in consumer
contracts.
An example of this is the unfair terms in mobile phone
contracts. In addition to one-sided terms, consumers
generally do not get an opportunity to read their full
contracts, which may be over 300 pages long.
Modification of the one-sided terms is being sought to
ensure compliance with the Fair Trading Act’s
provisions and to protect consumers from unfair terms
biased towards the suppliers.
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Consumer debt is a major area of vulnerability and one
given a high priority across consumer affairs’ key
functions of inquiry handling, dispute resolution,
enforcement and policy development. Priorities include
improving protection for consumers who enter into
vendor terms contracts, expanding capacity to provide
credit information, advice and assistance and improving
consumer protection in dealings with finance and
mortgage brokers. Illustrating our national perspective,
Victoria also leads a national committee that was
formed to ensure the consistent administration and
enforcement of the consumer credit code across the
states and territories. The committee also monitors
emerging issues and gives policy advice to the
Ministerial Council on Consumer Affairs. The national
committee is working amongst other things on
precontractual disclosure, fringe lending, the use of
e-commerce for credit transactions and notices and a
major review of comparison rates.
Strengthening alternative dispute resolution
In Growing Victoria Together, the Bracks government
recognised that the provision of flexible alternative
dispute resolution (ADR) processes is an important part
of an accessible and fair justice system able to meet the
needs of a diverse community. Consumer affairs has
long been a major player in this area and is working to
ensure seamless processes, the widest possible coverage
and the highest quality levels of assistance in its ADR
activities.
Fundamental to any robust ADR program is the
provision of accessible information and advice. I have
already outlined the scale of the government’s activities
in delivering information to consumers. This year
capacity will be further enhanced by the upgrading of
the online inquiry and complaint handling facility and
the renewed focus on delivering consumer affairs
services to regional Victoria.
In more complex matters, information and advice needs
to be supported by an active conciliation service and
last year consumer affairs conducted about 9500
conciliations and recovered $1.86 million for
consumers. Successful outcomes for consumers
included full or partial refunds and or repair or
restoration of goods. Assistance to consumers in
specific sectors is provided through Building Advice
and Conciliation Victoria and the estate agents
resolution service. Both services reflect consumer
affairs’ ability to respond to current community needs.
In continually adapting its ADR services to respond to
community needs consumer affairs is actively leading
or contributing to a number of whole-of-government
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initiatives. One is the online ADR project pilot within
the Department of Justice. This project has established
a web site promoting a self-help approach to dispute
resolution. A second stage of the project will examine
the feasibility of a real-time online ADR system to
provide an additional pathway through which
consumers can access ADR services. Another project is
Gateways to Justice which forms part of the justice
statement recently released by the Attorney-General.
This project seeks to establish a more strategic
approach within Victoria to the delivery of ADR
services, whether they are information, advice,
conciliation, mediation or access to a decision-maker.
Strengthening compliance and enforcement
Promoting compliance with consumer protection laws
is a core function of a consumer protection agency. In
an increasingly sophisticated and global marketplace
the challenge is to stay at the forefront of effective
regulation.
The Bracks government seeks to work cooperatively
with industry to promote awareness of the law and the
need for compliance by traders. For example, consumer
affairs is promoting the adoption of best practice
complaints-handling and compliance programs by retail
traders. This is being done partly through sponsorship
of retailing excellence awards as part of the Australian
Retailers Association Victoria retail awards program.
Consumer affairs has also established a furniture
retailing compliance program.
Where information, education and compliance
programs do not secure traders’ observance of the law,
the government’s goal is targeted, proportionate and
cost-effective enforcement. Ninety prosecutions of
traders were initiated last year. There were
47 completed prosecutions, 46 civil proceedings and a
further 18 traders were the subject of injunctions
initiated by consumer affairs during a period of
increased emphasis on civil proceedings.
Results are already evident from a significant
restructuring and redirection of enforcement resources.
In the last 12 months criminal proceedings were
initiated against 25 builders and four building
companies involving 275 charges as part of a targeted
crackdown on shonky builders. Dangerous toys are a
continuing area of priority with several episodes of
seizures of banned toys by safety inspectors this year.
In June a property company was successfully sued for
misleading a first home buyer about the true value of
her home. This was the first use of the new
unconscionable conduct provisions and is not expected
to be the last. Consumer affairs also recently won a case
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against Australian Finance Direct which financed the
Henry Kaye investment seminars. This company
breached the uniform credit code by failing to disclose
the real interest rates charged on loans.
An innovation in compliance and enforcement work —
one that reflects this government’s priority to reach out
to regional and rural communities — is targeted
compliance visits by consumer affairs staff to regional
centres under its regional presence program. The first
one was in May of this year when a team visited
Bendigo to promote good customer service and check
compliance with consumer protection laws. Such visits
are planned to be a regular feature of compliance work.
Ensuring existing interventions in the marketplace
are effective and efficient
Government interventions in markets need to reflect
changing market and social conditions. Developing
innovative solutions to consumer problems is a
challenge for all governments. Solutions may not
necessarily be regulatory intervention. Where industry
is committed to improving standards of customer
service, mechanisms such as voluntary codes of
conduct may be appropriate. Where regulation is
appropriate, it must be the minimum necessary to fix
the problem and be administered efficiently.
A number of current legislative reviews in particular
sectors take up this challenge. A key feature of these is
my initiative in inviting some of my parliamentary
colleagues to take a leadership role, on my behalf, in
extensive stakeholder consultation in the review
process. The sectors are under review, as we want to
ensure that our legislation mirrors the needs and
expectations of the Victorian community.
The Subdivision Act provides a mechanism for setting
up and operating the legal entity of a body corporate,
which owns and operates the common property of a
subdivision.
When the act was introduced, the majority of bodies
corporate involved small numbers of lots and were
generally self-managed. The recent expansion of
high-rise apartments has led to a growth in the diversity
and complexity of bodies corporate. The review is
looking at new approaches to managing these
communities and in particular the need for better
dispute resolution processes. I would like to thank
Helen Buckingham, MP, for her contribution to the
review.
The retirement villages industry has experienced
significant change since the Retirement Villages Act
was first introduced in 1986. In that year, 10.7 per cent
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of the Victorian population was over 65 years of age.
Projections are that by 2051 this will rise to around
30 per cent. There is expected to be a 50 per cent
growth in the number of retirement village units
Australia wide in the next 20 years. There is a need to
clarify and protect the rights of retirement village
residents, while encouraging and supporting the
expansion of an ethical and viable industry. Maxine
Morand, MP, is leading industry consultations on
reform proposals.
The Associations Incorporation Act facilitates
community participation by enabling non-profit
community organisations and clubs to attain the
benefits of corporate status and limited liability. Dianne
Hadden, MP, is considering the effectiveness of the
regulatory scheme and how it works for the varying
size and diversity of associations. The key is to ensure
that the regulatory framework supports the formation
and operation of associations in order to provide direct
benefits to the communities they serve and to Victoria
generally.
The Fundraising Appeals Act was intended to achieve a
balance between protecting the donating public and
legitimate fundraising organisations from misleading
practices and scams while minimising the compliance
burden on legitimate fundraisers. Twenty years on, a
review is considering how effective the fundraising
legislation has been in meeting fundraisers’ needs and
protecting donors and the future appropriateness of the
current regulatory framework and assessing.
Consultations in the review are convened by Luke
Donnellan, MP.
The objective of the review of the Domestic Building
Contracts Act is to provide greater certainty and ensure
that it serves consumers’ interests. A review conducted
by the Parliamentary Secretary for Justice, Jenny
Mikakos, is considering whether the legislation
adequately addresses emerging forms of residential
development and how it might be improved to better
address the challenges posed by changes in the way
Victorians live.
I have referred the regulation of the funeral industry for
examination by the Parliamentary Family and
Community Development Committee following
consumer complaints. The committee will assess the
nature and extent of problems and consider regulatory
and non-regulatory options for addressing them.
A theme integrating many of these reviews is the
Bracks government’s commitment to strengthening
communities by facilitating participation, reducing
inequality and improving people’s quality of life. It is
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important for both economic and social outcomes that
the opportunity and capacity for people to be involved
in their communities is enhanced.
Promoting national harmonisation in consumer
protection
Victoria is playing a key role in discussions to develop
nationally oriented consumer policy and consistent
regulatory approaches to significant consumer issues.
There are benefits in national approaches for business
through reduced compliance costs and for consumers
through interjurisdictional compliance and enforcement
cooperation.
Through the Ministerial Council on Consumer Affairs,
Victoria is contributing to progressing issues such as
e-commerce and m-commerce and the use of civil
penalties in consumer protection enforcement. Victoria
is promoting greater harmonisation of legislation
relating to property marketers, pawnbrokers,
fundraisers, incorporated associations, retirement
villages, bodies corporate and building.
Victoria is also working constructively for
harmonisation of administration and enforcement.
In March this year, ministers along with the federal
Labor shadow minister signed the first joint consumer
protection agreement. This is aimed at tackling
unsatisfactory traders at the national level. It unites
states and territories in joint action in areas such as
property investment advice industry, safety products
overseas scams and m-commerce.
Since the August meeting of the minister council we
have seen further progress in a whole range of areas led
by Victoria. We are working on a national approach for
young people for education in a whole range of areas. I
have already mentioned the consumer credit code as an
example of the states and territories working together to
achieve national harmonisation. In May Victoria led the
way further on this.
In addition to working cooperatively with federal, state
and territory counterparts, the government is committed
to actively engaging all sections of the community who
have a stake in consumer protection — consumers,
advocacy organisations and industry.
We have established an ongoing consultative body, the
working together forum. In addition to regular liaison
with industry organisations, we have also conducted a
number of conferences to work with industry. Under
the Bracks government we have been active
contributors to consumer policy through many forums.
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I have demonstrated today how the government is
committed to revitalising consumer protection in
Victoria. There are challenges ahead in achieving our
objectives in consumer affairs. I can assure the
Parliament and Victorian consumers that we intend to
meet those challenges and continue our focus.
President, I recommend the Council take note of the
statement.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — I move:
That the Council take note of the ministerial statement.

I am very proud that the Leader of the Opposition in the
other place, Robert Doyle, appointed me as the
spokesperson for consumer affairs, and I congratulate
Robert on entrusting each and every one of his team
with a portfolio responsibility. It gives us a better
opportunity to interact with the community and puts us
in a better place for writing better policy to meet
Victoria’s needs into the future. In contrast, the Bracks
government has a part-time minister who delegates
most of his responsibilities to the director for consumer
affairs, and a part-time minister who is not trusted by
the community sector. He is building an empire in
Melbourne, centralising services and ignoring country
Victoria.
The consumer sector is most annoyed at the direction in
which the minister is taking consumer affairs. It has
informed me that the direction he is taking is creating a
monopoly by centralising everything and that that will
not deliver the best results for consumers. In the period
of John Lenders’s stewardship, Consumer Affairs
Victoria (CAV) has for the first time damaged its
relationship with the community sector by trying to
compete in its areas. John Lenders is attempting to
improve the reputation of Consumer Affairs Victoria by
trashing the reputation of consumer complaints
agencies, or better still, destroying them by defunding
them. The sector has come to realise that a visit from
Labor is like a visit from the Grim Reaper. As soon as a
minister or one of the backbenchers doing a review
walks in, you can bet that you are next on the list for
being defunded, closed down and centralised.
Labor has failed dismally in consumer affairs including
the closure of the consumer and tenancy advice services
and the sacking and slashing in country Victoria. It was
a very deceitful process that was supposed to be a
consultative process. Talk to any of the consumer and
tenancy advice services that were closed down — they
did not think it was an open process; they think it was
very deceitful. In fact, Mr Scheffer did not visit the
services in Shepparton or Wodonga, two services that
he chose to close down.
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The mobile services are operating, but there has been a
tremendous amount of confusion. Many people are
ringing my office saying they do not know when or
where they can find the van and how to access it. They
want to know where it is going to be today. So it is
causing a lot of confusion around country Victoria.
The ministerial statement tells us that there are more
closures to come. Now the minister has credit helpline
in his sights. Its funding is to be cut off in December.
Credit helpline does a tremendous job in helping
Victorians who have credit problems. Certainly if I
were about to lose my home I would rather speak to a
qualified solicitor at the credit helpline than an
unqualified person at Consumer Affairs Victoria. The
previous two ministers were very supportive of the
helpline and allocated funding from their ministerial
discretionary budgets to keep the helpline operational,
but unfortunately in his quest to create a consumer
affairs monopoly, the minister has not done that.
Changes to the auction system have caused confusion
with the new rules and inadequate guidelines. The
industry is saying that the new rules of declaring all
vendor bids have killed auctions in country Victoria
and have dampened them in the metropolitan area. The
minister should have taken advice from the industry
which suggested that the first and last vendor bids
should be declared. The minister ignored the industry,
and the industry is now suffering because of it.
I refer to the Henry Kaye debacle. The opposition
raised concerns with the minister months before the
collapse of the Henry Kaye empire, but the minister
failed to act. So thousands of Victorians lost hundreds
of thousands of dollars because the minister failed to
use his powers under the Fair Trading Act to protect
them. The Real Estate Institute of Victoria has also
raised concerns about the raiding of the Estate Agents
Guarantee Fund. The minister was caught red handed
raiding the piggy bank that belongs to the home owners
and real estate agents. Over $180 million has been
siphoned off to prop up the government’s ailing budget
bottom line in a range of other portfolios.
The minister claims that he is committed to nationally
consistent consumer legislation. At the national
Ministerial Council on Consumer Affairs he agreed on
a national set of guidelines governing telemarketing and
direct marketing, yet when he introduced those changes
in Victoria, changes to cooling-off periods, record
keeping and notice provisions, he introduced much
more restrictive and costly requirements leading to the
loss of thousands of jobs across Victorian call centres.

31

Builders warranty insurance is another debacle.
Warranty insurance is purely for the protection of
consumers, but the minister has failed to act to protect
consumers and to support reputable builders in
Victoria. The continual failure to protect consumers and
this industry is just another example of how this
government has failed to protect Victorian consumers.
The federal government had to step in and bring all the
state governments into line on general insurance, and it
looks as though the federal government will also have
to step in to bring the state governments into line on
warranty insurance to ensure that consumers are
protected.
In the ministerial statement the minister talks about the
reviews of legislation as if they are innovative ideas. I
have news for the minister. Reviewing legislation to
reflect current practices is what governments do, and
when a minister has to hang his hat on reviewing things
as an achievement there is a real problem in his
portfolio. The minister talks very proudly of the current
review of the fundraising legislation, claiming that
20 years after the act was introduced a review is taking
place. That is true: it is 20 years since the act was first
introduced and a review is taking place, but a review
was also held in 2001, conducted by Marsha Thomson
in her time as consumer affairs minister. In a press
release Minister Thomson claimed that the tough new
laws would herald a new era in fundraising. Just two
and a half years later that era has come to an end with
John Lenders deciding to once again review the
fundraising legislation.
Consumer Affairs Victoria is floundering under a
minister who refuses to listen to consumers and
businesses and who has failed to deliver a strong,
competent economy and a community for business and
consumers. In contrast, the federal government has
worked consistently over the last eight years to provide
a robust framework to protect consumers. It has taken a
multifaceted approach of encouraging industry
self-regulation, empowering consumers with
information and, where necessary, legislating to
provide additional protection. It has done so across the
full spectrum of the consumer markets. At a general
level it has strengthened consumer protection
provisions in the Trade Practices Act progressively
through its term in office, including through
enforceable industry codes, rules in relation to country
of origin representations, specific provisions to address
consumer protection issues associated with the
introduction of the GST and increased penalties for
offences, a wider range of remedies and enhanced
redress mechanisms for consumers. More recently, the
government’s proposals to amend the Trade Practices
Act in the areas relating to the law of negligence will
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assist in delivering more accessible and affordable
public liability insurance to the Australian community.
This is expected to benefit consumers through reduced
premiums.
In addition, the government has sought to encourage
industry self-regulation with the establishment of a task
force on industry self-regulation, which released the
report Industry Self-regulation in Consumer Markets in
2000. The report outlines the nature and extent of
self-regulation in Australia and sets out good practice
principles for self-regulatory schemes. The government
has also been involved in the review of the direct
marketing model codes and is reviewing the
e-commerce best practice model.
Since 1996 the federal government has also introduced
a wide range of consumer information initiatives to
assist Australian consumers. It has spent approximately
$3.5 million over eight years on improving the conduits
of information available to consumers and expanding
the range of information to specifically assist
consumers who face particular disadvantage in the
marketplace.
More recently, in February 2004, the federal
government established a high-level task force chaired
by finance commentator Paul Clitheroe to develop
Australia’s first national strategy on consumer and
financial literacy. This task force has released a
discussion paper and is currently holding public
consultation meetings across Australia. The federal
Labor Party actually put out a media release welcoming
the discussion paper and supporting the task force
proposal for a coordinating body.
In relation to financial markets the government has
recognised that additional protections are necessary,
and on coming to office in 1996 it commissioned the
Financial System Inquiry chaired by Stan Wallis. The
inquiry resulted in a broad range of recommendations
to achieve an efficient and competitive financial
system, and the government has worked progressively
since then to implement those recommendations.
In particular, in 1998 the government gave the
Australian Securities and Investments Commission new
consumer protection responsibilities in the financial
services area and the Reserve Bank new powers in
relation to the payments system. Following on from
those changes, the government bolstered the legislative
framework for consumer protection in the financial
services area with the passage of the Financial Services
Reform Act in 2001. That act, which came into full
effect in March this year, introduced a harmonised
licensing, conduct and disclosure regime in relation to
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all financial products and service providers, from
managed funds to insurance and superannuation.
Overall, the Financial Services Reform Act is designed
to ensure that consumers of financial products receive
competent advice and are fully informed when making
decisions in relation to financial products and services.
Through the Financial Services Reform Act the
government has also sought to improve the disclosure
of fees and charges. Recently the federal government
announced further measures to enhance disclosure in
relation to superannuation products through
single-figure fee disclosure. The single-figure fee
comparison model is simple and easily understood.
Improvements to the regulation of corporations through
the corporate law economic reform program that the
federal government commenced in 1996 have also
benefited consumers through enhanced disclosure and
corporate governance. A further package of measures to
strengthen financial reporting requirements and
promote the independence of auditors is currently going
through the Parliament. Once enacted, it will improve
the quality of financial information that is provided to
shareholders, investors and the market more generally.
The federal government has also stepped in where
necessary to ensure that consumers do not unduly bear
the burden of market failures, including through the
establishment of the HIH claims support scheme and its
ongoing work to ensure that consumers continue to
have access to essential medical services through
facilitating access to medical indemnity insurance.
Further, the federal government places a high priority
on the safety of consumer products, especially when it
comes to infant and child products. It has monitored
and reviewed existing mandatory safety standards and
introduced a number of new standards, including one
for children’s cots. It has also conducted, negotiated,
monitored or registered over 3500 product recalls over
the past eight years.
The federal government will also shortly be releasing a
discussion paper, prepared in conjunction with the
states and territories, outlining options for a
well-functioning consumer product safety system.
These are just the highlights of the federal
government’s record on protecting consumers. The
federal government has been and continues to be
committed to both protecting consumers and enabling
them to protect themselves.
In contrast, the Bracks government has a part-time
minister who has failed to protect consumers and who
is not trusted by the community sector. I am told that all
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major community sector groups are seriously looking
for an avenue through which to challenge the minister
and the director of Consumer Affairs Victoria on their
direction. This is a minister who is about as popular in
the community sector as a rattlesnake in a lucky dip,
and the opposition has rightly pointed this out many
times. Mr John Lenders has presided over a record of
failure and confusion in consumer affairs.
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — I rise on
behalf of The Nationals to respond to the ministerial
statement by the Minister for Consumer Affairs. I do so
really on behalf of the Honourable Damian Drum, who
is well known as our very capable spokesperson on this
particular area. But such is the workload as these
ministerial statements are being debated in the house
that we have taken the initiative of sharing the load in
these instances. So I will do my very best to put
forward the point of view of The Nationals.
When I looked at the introduction of the ministerial
statement, which was kindly supplied to us in plenty of
time by the minister, I thought, ‘It is an interesting sort
of an introduction’, and I picked out some of the words.
It says:
... the Bracks government is committed to delivering
grassroots consumer services — —

Mr Pullen interjected.
Hon. B. W. BISHOP — That is a point of view, and
I am interested in Mr Pullen’s interjection because in
fact that is what I will base most of my comments on.
Mr Viney — That was not an interjection; it was a
‘hear, hear!’.
Hon. B. W. BISHOP — Well, we will class it as an
interjection. It might get worse or better as we go on;
we will see how we go on that.
From our point of view, that statement misses the mark,
and I hope to be able to build on those comments in my
contribution. We believe the proposed changes that will
be put into place around Victoria will not achieve the
result that is highlighted in those particular introductory
words :
... the Bracks government is committed to delivering
grassroots consumer services ...

That is a very admirable concept, but we do not believe
the changes proposed to be put into place will in fact
achieve that. We think that the changes proposed to be
put into place will make it very difficult for the most
vulnerable people in our community — that is, those
who are disempowered and need that assistance with
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consumer and tenancy advice on tap in their own area
and need it to be easily accessible so that they can be
assisted through all of those processes.
When reading the first page and a bit, I thought, ‘Here
we go again; the Bracks government is playing the
blame game again’. You only have to read it; it is all
there — it is blaming someone else. From The
Nationals’ point of view it is about time the Bracks
government looked forward instead of looking in the
rear-vision mirror as it is prone to do. So we would
encourage the Bracks government to look forward and
to not play the blame game, as it has in many instances
in both these areas and other areas of government
concern.
On the second page it says what it wants and what its
vision is — and it is a great vision. It wants:
... confident consumers and protected communities.

I think they are great words. But again I suggest that
with what the government is doing, it will not be able to
achieve them. We think that is a great pity, because we
believe that what we had in place — and I will keep
saying it — was achievable particularly for the people
in our communities who were disempowered and
needed that sort of assistance. During our response we
will challenge the government about whether it can in
fact deliver what it says it can in these documents.
The next point I turn to in the statement says:
The first objective is to protect and promote the interests of
consumers ...

Again, they are wonderful words. The next reference is
to words that I am sure the Minister for Consumer
Affairs knows and believes in. It says:
The second is to ensure that markets work in the interests of
consumers and the broad community. Informed and
discerning consumers help stimulate effective competition
which in turn contributes to innovation, quality improvements
and lower prices — the cornerstones of higher living
standards.

We agree with all of that, but it is the same again —
that is, wonderful words — and the spin doctors are
well at work, are they not? The Labor government spin
doctors are doing a wonderful job.
In fact, as I move around I notice that our communities
are waking up to the spin doctors. Whether we talk to
our communities about consumer and tenancy services
or other issues of government business, they are sick of
the spin doctors. They just want straight answers; they
want to be practically and honestly represented by this
government that said it would represent all Victorians.
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The Nationals raise the issue: is it representing all
Victorians?
We move on to the next section. I think this is the
absolutely critical point, and I am sure the Minister for
Consumer Affairs will agree with me. The statement
says on page 2:
The third objective is to improve access to consumer
protection services, particularly for vulnerable and
disadvantaged groups.
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I turn to the heading on page 4 ‘Focusing on the needs
of vulnerable and disadvantaged consumers’, which is
what I am really talking about today. I notice a dot
point there which includes as a major development in
services:
the piloting of a new service delivery model to provide better
access to information and assistance for consumers in
regional Victoria.

That is the key to the whole issue. We believe that we
have gone backwards under the Bracks government in
relation to making those services accessible and
available to our communities and to the vulnerable
people in them.

I assume that is the experiment we are running in
north-eastern Victoria. I cannot understand a
government running an experiment like this when we
have had a true and tried model that supported,
protected and represented our communities for a long
time and, we believe, without fault. The last sentence
on that page states:

I move on to the first of four dot points listed on page 2
of the statement. It states that consumers can be
confident by:

A new service delivery framework has been designed to
ensure Consumer Affairs addresses consumer needs most
effectively, while maintaining —

registering business names.

I am not arguing about that; that is an important part of
the process of consumer advice and management of
businesses throughout the state. It is important, but it is
not the issue I want to concentrate on today. The second
dot point is:
ensuring the goods consumers buy are safe.

That is absolutely crucial in today’s world — for
example, with toys. I can recollect once that the
Minister for Consumer Affairs, Mr Lenders, and I were
having a look at some toys in the Parliament — I think
he might be reaching for them again! There they go
again! They were brought up. It is most important in
our society that our most vulnerable people, such as
children in this instance, are protected by regulations
about goods that are for sale. It is most important, so
that is a good point.
The third and fourth dot points are:
ensuring consumers get the exact quantity of the goods they
pay for; and
preventing misleading and deceptive conduct by
unscrupulous traders.

We believe that holds the key to where the most
vulnerable in our communities can be looked after and
protected, and most importantly — something which
we believe has been missed and has gone, and we are
very sad about it — be represented. I go back to where I
started, to where the statement talks about grassroots
and face-to-face representation. We believe that is
being whittled away quite strongly by the Bracks
government.

wait for it, this is the one —
face-to-face community advocacy services to support more
vulnerable and disadvantaged consumers.

Now that is a real challenge for any government at all.
It does not matter which government it is. However, I
think that challenge has slipped past the Bracks
government. It says ‘Face-to-face community
advocacy’. I do not see how it can be done, given the
processes proposed and put into place by the Bracks
government in this particular case under the leadership
of the Minister for Consumer Affairs, John Lenders. I
think it is sad indeed to see that slip away.
The best way I can describe it to the house is to relate it
to an area in my electorate. When the government
announced its proposal to close down 18 regional
tenancy and consumer services across Victoria, which,
if I recollect correctly, operated out of 22 offices, it is
fair enough to say that it was an absolute bombshell to
the communities that I represent, because of the
services that had been well and truly put into place and
which had supported our communities in the past.
Certainly the Mildura and Swan Hill offices of the
consumer advice services had been operating for
14 years and had done a marvellous job. Those
communities said, and are saying to us, that this will
impact on our most vulnerable and disadvantaged
consumers in their region, and that is true, because that
is what will happen.
I remember that during the debate the minister went
around Victoria visiting those areas where these good
services were generated from, and if I remember
rightly, Mr Lenders spoke about maintaining those
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services in country Victoria. After about a year — I
cannot remember the exact time — we heard about the
proposal to slash these services.
In some cases, that means replacing them with a mobile
unit and a call centre. I do not think people understand
the distances in the parts of rural Victoria that the
Honourable Damian Drum and I, for example,
represent. It is 41/2 hours from Bendigo to Mildura, and
you would have to have a remarkable mobile service to
effectively cover that area with this sort of proposal. I
think it is very sad that the people involved will be
expected to do that. I do not think it is possible.
As I understand it, we will effectively see the closing of
the offices in Mildura and Swan Hill — their closure as
we once knew them — in July 2005. As I said, they
have been operating for 14 years and have provided a
very, very good service in spite of the fact that last year
there were over 3000 inquiries and requests for
face-to-face assistance. I cannot drive those words
home strongly enough. Face-to-face advice is what our
people in those communities want. They want advice,
referrals, mediation and negotiation, and most
importantly they want advocacy. They want someone
there to stand up for them in their community, someone
who knows what to do and who knows the system. It is
something they are not good at and probably cannot do.
So the community said to us, ‘Why do this thing? Why
is a Labor government, which we would have thought
philosophically would have supported the most
vulnerable people in our community, doing this? That
was what we would have thought, too, so we asked
why. We asked the community, and it did not know.
Was it because of the cost? Often governments do
things because of the cost. As I understand it the cost to
the government for the whole of the Mallee was about
$250 000 a year. And when you think that
three-quarters of the cost of running that sector of the
service in the Mallee comes from interest-off funds
held by the Residential Tenancies Fund, the Motor Car
Traders Guarantee Fund, the Domestic Builders Fund
and the Estate Agents Guarantee Fund you realise that
it cannot be the money. If it is the money, Lord help us!
If the government is that short of money, we have got a
real problem.
Then of course we saw the fierce resistance from our
communities. It was fierce. They really got up and got
going. I congratulate them on that, because they
realised what was going to happen. As I understand it,
in the Mildura area we will have some sort of system in
place and some sort of weak regional presence, but it
will certainly be nothing like what we have had in the
past.
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One of the key points is that the people there, doing
their good work, were able to advocate for their clients
at tribunal hearings, on rent disputes and on other
issues. That was gratefully accepted by the community
because those vulnerable people were often not in a
position to adequately advocate for themselves. As I
understand it, and I am sure it is right, these changes
will mean that the people who used to be employed by
a local committee will no longer be able to be
employed in that way. I used to attend their meetings,
and it was great. You could see the local content being
understood. They would manage the system to reflect
the demands of the community. They could respond to
that very adequately. They understood distances. They
understood how it all worked in their local
communities. It worked really well. It had a strong
focus on what was required by the most vulnerable
people in our community. That has gone, because those
advocates will now, as I understand it, be employed by
Consumer Affairs Victoria, which means they will be
employed directly by the government. They will not be
able to advocate for the people like they used to in the
past. That is a great loss.
I wondered why the government would do that.
Another organisation in Mildura is Mallee Family Care,
which does a terrific job, but if you take away the
advocacy of the people that used to do that job, what is
it going to do? It is going to be overloaded too, and I
bet it will not get any more money. In fact this
government belts it with productivity cuts every time it
can. The other organisations will be overloaded, and
absolutely essential services will be taken away. I
wondered why the government would do that. You
would have to wonder why it would want to do that. I
reached the conclusion that it was to centralise
everything, to put it all back into Melbourne. Is that not
true, Mr Pullen?
Mr Pullen interjected.
Hon. B. W. BISHOP — Thank you very much; I
thought you might interject, which would give me
another opportunity to say more about the issue. As I
see it, it is a centralisation process. Why does the
government want to do that? If it is building an empire
in Melbourne, who misses out? Rural and regional
Victoria. That is one of the reasons why in the
Sunraysia area we are pushing for a change of region.
We have had enough of being driven by the heavy
pressures of the centralisation system. We would like to
see a new region in a rapidly expanding area. It would
give us the results to ensure that our people are well and
truly protected and represented not only in consumer
and rental services but in other areas as well.
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It is very interesting that the minister has made a
ministerial statement. To sum it up, the spin doctors are
alive and well. All in all we see the minister’s statement
as another dose of smoke and mirrors. If you look
behind the mirrors, behind the smoke, you will see that
rural and regional Victoria has missed out again. And it
is difficult to understand why unless it is about
centralisation, unless it is about control, unless it is
about building empires in Melbourne. It will only
increase the gap in understanding which is already there
and which the Bracks government seems to want to
drive even harder. To finish, again I say that we see this
ministerial statement as being another example of
smoke and mirrors. From our point of view, we wonder
why it is here.
Mr PULLEN (Higinbotham) — It is with pleasure I
rise to speak in support of the statement made by the
Minister for Consumer Affairs. Before I start, when I
first moved into my electorate office in Moorabbin I
wondered what brochures I would put in the various
holders we had in the office. I thought, ‘Well, there
isn’t anything here; I’d better see what we can get’. I
did not have to worry too long, because before long we
got most of the brochures that are in the office from our
very proactive Minister for Consumer Affairs. I
imagine that all members have sheets and brochures —
all sorts of things — on all the consumer issues that are
necessary.
Also, I had the minister in my electorate only last week.
He came to the Sandringham Secondary College and
addressed the students about to leave school this year or
next. He has been around a number of schools doing
this. He teaches students with very good brochures on
issues of concern to consumers, particularly young
people. They get a little card called a Z form, which has
on it many things that can help young people as they go
out into the world, particularly on mobile phones or for
purchasing motor vehicles — because they are getting
to that age — or even in some cases if they are starting
work they may be going out to rent a flat or whatever
the case may be.
I read one of the Z forms, and I learnt a hell of a lot
from it. I suggested that they should take them home
and give them to their parents because I thought it was
a great thing. They also had another wonderful thing
called Stuff magazine. It is written in young people’s
language so that they can clearly understand consumer
affairs issues.
I was a little disappointed in the contribution by the
Honourable Wendy Lovell because she went through
some good points in relation to what the federal
government has done but again we heard nothing about
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where the state Liberal Party stands on consumer
affairs — not one policy issue came out of it, and that
was quite disappointing. I will give her the point that
she has moved into that particular portfolio
responsibility only recently.
Hon. Andrea Coote — She is doing an excellent
job.
Mr PULLEN — I am giving her the benefit of the
doubt. I trust that we will at least hear some
development of policy and where the Liberal Party
stands on these things.
Mr Bishop mentioned grassroots consumer services and
toys. It is interesting that the Minister for Consumer
Affairs brought down to Sandringham Secondary
College the latest banned toy, a dummy. I said, ‘Don’t
throw it out; we’ve got plenty of people in the
Parliament who could do with that!’.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PULLEN — As has been mentioned in the
minister’s statement too, a number of MPs have been
involved in doing jobs for the minister. It shows how
proactive he is that a lot of people now dodge him in
the corridors because they know that they may be given
responsibility for some part of consumer affairs that the
government wants to look into. The ministerial
statement mentions members of this place: Ms Dianne
Hadden; Mr Scheffer, who I understand is going to
speak in this debate as well; Ms Helen Buckingham;
Maxine Morand and Luke Donnellan, the members for
Mount Waverley and Narre Warren North respectively
in the other place; and me. I have become involved in
doing something. I was appointed to conduct
consultations on the Motor Car Traders Act. This came
about because a number of motor car traders have said,
‘Look, it is not working as it is at the moment’. The act
was last looked at back in 1998, when a report on the
national competition policy was released. It
recommended no major change to the act but a lot of
things have moved on since then. We have had such
things as the information technology industry develop a
lot more.
I was asked to look at the act from two angles: one as
far as consumers are concerned and the other to ensure
a level playing field for our traders. That started off
with what I thought was a very good forum that I
attended on 3 March at Jeff’s Shed, which was
conducted jointly by Consumer Affairs Victoria and the
Victorian Automobile Chamber of Commerce. It went
all day. The minister gave the opening address, and I
want to pick out something he said which is most
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important — that is, that currently there are
approximately 1335 new and used car dealers in
Victoria that employ about 11 600 persons.
The interesting thing that came out of that particular
forum was that there could be anywhere between 2000
and 8000 non-licensed motor car traders. Each may be
an individual or a group of people — they really do not
know. That is one of the problems that legitimate
licensed motor car traders are facing in that industry. It
is important that today the Minister for Small Business
reminded us again of why we undertake these
consultations — that is, because the Bracks government
does listen and will act.
I was appointed to undertake consultations with the
industry and consumers on this particular issue. I refer
again to what the Minister for Consumer Affairs said in
his speech to the forum:
Let me take a moment to talk about the Bracks government’s
overall attitude to consumer affairs.
Three priorities have been identified for Consumer Affairs
Victoria. They are to:
protect and promote the interest of consumers
ensure markets work in the interest of consumers and the
broad community and
improve access to consumer protection services
particularly for vulnerable groups.

I must place on record the assistance I have received
from two very good officers of Consumer Affairs
Victoria in my consultations so far — that is, Linda
Duncan and James Tucker, who as far as I have been
concerned have been the brains behind the unit in doing
all the good work. I have already held meetings in a
number of places throughout Victoria — at Frankston,
Coburg, Geelong, Bendigo — —
Hon. B. W. Bishop — Mildura?
Mr PULLEN — No, we did not get that far.
Mr Drum, whose electorate office I know is at Bendigo,
did not come and I was a bit disappointed that he did
not come but I can understand that. We had a meeting
in Wodonga that Mr Baxter could not make it to, and I
had an apology from the member for Murray Valley in
the other place who could not come to the Wodonga
meeting. I noticed that Ms Lovell was not there. I will
again give her the benefit of the doubt, but as the
spokesperson for consumer affairs, she should have
come along. The fact that I was holding the
consultations was in all the country newspapers.
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Hon. W. A. Lovell — I was busy that day. You did
not let me know early enough.
Mr PULLEN — I accept your apology, but I did
not receive it on the night.
Hon. A. P. Olexander — She did not apologise.
Mr PULLEN — We had one at Traralgon.
Hon. A. P. Olexander — She said you did not let
her know.
Mr PULLEN — Well, Mr Baxter and Mr Jasper
knew all about them. We had one at Warrnambool.
Mr Vogels did not come to that one. I went for my
evening walk past his office, but it was closed. At least
the Labor Party candidate for Wannon, Rob McAlpine,
turned up and took an interest in that particular issue.
Hon. W. A. Lovell interjected.
Mr PULLEN — I have seen a lot of Victoria and it
is wonderful. It is thriving under the Bracks
government.
There was an article in the Herald Sun of
13 September, and I just want to read a part of it where
it says:
A spate of complaints about dodgy car dealers and botched
repairs has sparked calls for the motor industry to appoint its
own ombudsman.
The Melbourne-based Consumer Law Centre has received
more than 200 complaints during the past year from
disgruntled consumers who felt they had nowhere else to go.

It goes on to say:
Many Victorian consumers are being ripped off by car
mechanics, paying large sums of money for ineffective, and
sometimes unnecessary repairs to their vehicles ...

I was a little bit disappointed that this article did not say
how many of the 200 complaints received were actually
against motor car traders, because I would imagine that
most of them are against repairers. I am not looking at
repairers, because it is not covered by the Motor Car
Traders Act, but I can say one thing. Most if not all of
the licensed motor car traders are doing an honest and
fair job as businessmen. That is why I urge people to
make sure when they are purchasing motor vehicles
they go through motor car traders.
Because of time shortage I will quickly go through
some of the issues that have been raised at these
particular forums. I am not going to tell you what my
recommendations are yet, because we have not finished
the process, and they have not gone to the ministers so
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that would be unfair. They include licence categories
and how many there should be. There are about 10 or
11 in New South Wales, and we only have three
different licence categories here. There is also the issue
of what the licence fee should be and what the
qualifications and training of licensed motor traders
should be. There is a form 7, which goes on the motor
vehicle at the used car dealer’s place. There is another
query as to whether the name and address of the
previous owner contravenes the privacy act as well as
the various advertising that takes place.
There is also the issue of Internet sales which did not
exist when this act was last looked at. There is such a
thing as the dealings book, also known as the police
book, where it is recorded when the motor vehicle
comes in and when it goes out. There are such things as
statutory warranties, which have been raised with us,
and the cooling-off period. Roadworthy certificates are
a very interesting issue. For example, New South Wales
motor car traders have to get one every year. Whether
we need that here, only time will tell. Another category
is consignment selling, where it is illegal for Barry to
take his car down and pop it in Mr Jasper’s car yard.
That is not allowed.
These are the sorts of things that we have to have a look
at and these are the sorts of issues that have been
coming up. I notice that the minister has come back into
the chamber. Whilst Ms Lovell did not come to the
Wodonga meeting, Mr Lenders was there, because that
is the sort of interest this minister takes in his portfolio.
He gets involved in all issues as far as this is concerned,
so it was wonderful to have him there. I must admit that
one of the newspapers in Wangaratta thought I was the
minister, but that is another story.
We have had a number of changes suggested
particularly with the auction system, because people
can drive cars away from auctions without
roadworthies and so on. Another issue was dummy
bidding that can take place at auction houses and places
like that. Issues are also being raised in relation to
wholesalers and, of course, brokers who are something
new on the scene over the last 10 years. This is where
brokers can sell motor vehicles without actually having
a yard. The biggest issue, however, is in relation to
unlicensed trading and enforcement. As I said, we do
not know how many people are involved in this. It
could be anywhere between 2000 and 8000. No-one
really has had a guess at it. We have to make sure that
we tighten up the act as far as that is concerned. There
are problems with the GST, stamp duty and the
penalties when people are caught for unlicensed
trading. Odometer tampering is yet another issue.
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The Motor Car Traders Act is under the control of
Consumer Affairs Victoria. A number of other issues
have come up outside this and they will have to be
referred on to other ministers such as those responsible
for VicRoads and the Fair Trading Act. We have also
had people who sell buses who have come to the
consultation who have been excellent. We have also
had motor cycle traders and consumers. I am very
pleased to say that the consumer groups that have come
before us — that organisation I mentioned earlier has
been asked to come but so far has not got back to talk to
us — have all been very supportive. I think that once
the report comes in, it will be very good.
Mr SCHEFFER (Monash) — Over the past two
years, Minister Lenders has made substantial and
far-reaching reforms in this important area of
government administration, and I am proud to have
been able to play a role in bringing about positive
change in this portfolio area.
The ministerial statement gives a comprehensive
account of the various ways that the Bracks government
is fulfilling its commitment to strengthen communities
by facilitating participation, reducing inequality and
improving people’s quality of life. The statement
reminds Victorians that this government has a
commitment to build community cohesion, to reduce
inequalities, to extend rights and to respect diversity.
The protection of citizens in their role as consumers is
critical in these broader objectives. The statement is
also a reporting back to Victorians on the government’s
progress.
Revitalising consumer protection refers to six members
of Parliament who have worked with Minister Lenders
on a range of projects: Helen Buckingham, Noel Pullen,
Dianne Hadden, Maxine Moran, Luke Donnellan and
me. The opportunity for backbenchers to work with
Minister Lenders and with Consumer Affairs Victoria
(CAV) has proved to be an excellent way of both
harnessing and enriching the experience and skills of
MPs. I believe the minister should be commended for
this innovation. Revitalising consumer protection refers
to the plan to transform the delivery of consumer advice
services in the regions. This is the project that I had the
privilege of developing in conjunction with CAV, and I
would like to briefly elaborate on the merits of the key
changes that are now being successfully implemented.
The CAV community program has delivered tenancy,
consumer and credit advice to consumers for two
decades. These services have been delivered by a range
of CAV-funded, community-based organisations that
were especially focused on the needs of vulnerable and
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disadvantaged consumers who needed face-to-face
support.
After some 20 years of operation it was time to review
and rethink. Were enough Victorians gaining a benefit
from the $4.2 million budget? Were there groups within
the community which were not accessing the services?
Were the services delivered as effectively and
efficiently as they could be? Was new technology being
utilised to improve services? Were staff being
reskilled?
It was found that the program was not reaching enough
people across a broad enough area. There needed to be
a closer focus on the particular needs of vulnerable and
disadvantaged consumers. There was a need to improve
the way clients were referred to expert legal services.
There needed to be better coordination of the consumer
education and information programs across the state,
and there needed to be an improvement in access to
up-to-date technology, in particular computerised data
systems, access to email and the Internet and the
networking capacity.
The new service delivery model for the CAV
community program was launched in March this year
and is the product of extensive consultation with funded
agencies and relevant stakeholders. The model involves
expanding the statewide CAV information and
inquiries 1300 telephone service; delivering
conciliation dispute resolution services across Victoria,
including face-to-face conciliation where required and
that delivered by CAV; establishing five Consumer
Affairs Victoria regional offices in Ballarat, Bendigo,
Geelong, Wangaratta and Morwell to provide
information, conciliation, consumer education and a
range of broader CAV services; operating mobile units
from each of the CAV regional offices; funding
community-based legal organisations to provide
individual case advocacy support and tribunal services;
and expanding statewide consumer education and
awareness programs.
These measures would enable more people across the
whole of Victoria to gain easier access to a range of
consumer services when and where they needed them.
Most people need speedy information over the
telephone; some people need detailed face-to-face
support.
The new service delivery model is currently being
implemented in two regions: north-east Victoria and
eastern metropolitan Melbourne. There is no doubt that
services have improved. Prior to the implementation of
the new model in the north-eastern region, for example,
there were three locations — in Shepparton, Wodonga
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and Wangaratta — where consumers could go to see
someone for information and advice on consumer and
tenancy matters. Now under the service delivery
arrangements, CAV through its regional office in
Wangaratta provides services to 29 locations — in
Alexandra, Beechworth, Benalla, Bright, Broadford,
Chiltern, Cobram, Corryong, Eildon, Euroa, Kilmore,
Mansfield, Murchison, Mount Beauty, Myrtleford,
Nagambie, Nathalia, Numurkah, Puckapunyal,
Rutherglen, Seymour, Shepparton, Tallangatta, Tatura,
Violet Town, Wangaratta, Wodonga, Yarrawonga and
Yea — not to mention the range of community
organisations that now act as referral points for
consumers.
As well, three funded community agencies provide
face-to-face assistance and support advocacy services
for vulnerable and disadvantaged consumers and
tenants in Albury-Wodonga, Seymour, Benalla and
other towns where appointments can be arranged to
meet individual consumer needs.
In the eastern metropolitan area the position has also
improved. Prior to the implementation of the new
model in July this year there were two locations where
CAV provided services — in Box Hill and Boronia —
whereas now there are three — in Lilydale, Knox and
Ringwood. As well, there are three funded community
legal centres that provide face-to-face assistance and
support advocacy services for vulnerable and
disadvantaged consumers and tenants in Belgrave,
Blackburn, Hawthorn, Lilydale, Oakleigh, Ringwood,
Rowville and Wantirna South. As well, a vast number
of information pamphlets is now available in libraries
and community centres. This improvement was
possible because we were able to move service access
points to where the people are. This was done by either
literally moving the services by vehicles — the mobile
units — or by enabling a range of facilities to dovetail
the consumer, tenancy and credit service into the range
of services they provide.
In June this year I accompanied Minister Lenders to
visit Eastern Access Community Health in Ringwood.
That service is an example of a one-stop shop. It takes a
holistic approach to service provision at 14 sites across
the cities of Maroondah, Whitehorse and Knox and the
Shire of Yarra Ranges. Eastern Access Community
Health is an organisation that can respond to changing
community needs and is willing to develop new
services for people who are hard to reach or who
present significant challenges. Eastern Access
Community Health delivers an integrated range of
community-based health, consumer advice and
disability and support services to individuals, families
and communities within the eastern region of
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Melbourne. This is where people go for health and
related services and where they can now find
appropriate consumer advice delivered by CAV.
I also visited the Delatite Community Health Service in
the north-east region. This is also a one-stop shop
delivering a range of services, such as maternal and
child health, home and community care, family day
care as well as consumer and tenancy advocacy
services. Delatite Community Health Service is a
partner of Benalla Rural City and Benalla community
care. This means that people in the Benalla, Mansfield
and outlying rural areas are provided with a range of
information and support to help them make decisions to
better their health and wellbeing.
Progress in these pilot regions is being closely
monitored so that the implementation of the model in
the rest of Victoria after July 2005 will be informed by
practice. Currently CAV is working with stakeholder
organisations through the Working Together forum,
which is made up of representatives of consumer and
community organisations to monitor the pilots.
In the lead-up to the release of The Way Forward, the
new service delivery model, and in the period after its
release there was considerable criticism of it, especially
in regional Victoria. Some of the critics were rather
hostile and were convinced that the model could not
work. They feared that their clients would be
disadvantaged. I am pleased to say that this fear is
changing and people see that the model is capable of
delivering better results. Minister Lenders and I have
visited services in the pilot areas as well as services
operating in other parts of the state that will make the
transition after July 2005.
The response has been very positive as people see the
new CAV office and the services established. I have
been impressed by the fact that the community-based
organisations that have operated under the old way are
now contributing their ideas on how the new model can
best work in their regions.
The ministerial statement also links the developments
in the CAV community program to other key initiatives
such as the indigenous consumers unit, which has the
job of raising awareness of consumer rights in the
indigenous community; the multicultural consumers
unit, which provides specialist services for consumers
of non-English-speaking backgrounds; and the disabled
consumers project, which identifies issues and barriers
to consumer protection faced by people with a
disability. These initiatives are integral to the success of
the new CAV model and are part of a wide-ranging
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plan to perform the delivery of consumer advice
services across Victoria.
Underpinning this positive change lies a key imperative
of the Bracks government — community building. A
measure of the success of a CAV community program
is its capacity to positively contribute to strengthening
the community, and this means that wherever possible
individuals should be able to take care of their own
consumer issues and that CAV services should be able
to provide them with the advice and information they
need to manage for themselves. On the other hand, it
also means that an appropriate level and type of support
should be available to those whose circumstances make
them vulnerable in the market.
The ministerial statement, Revitalising Consumer
Protection, is a timely and important document. I
congratulate the minister on his achievement; I
congratulate my parliamentary colleagues who have
undertaken developmental work within the consumer
affairs portfolio; I congratulate CAV and director
Dr David Cousins; and I commend this statement to the
house.
Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — I take this opportunity to
add my support to the Minister for Consumer Affairs
on his ministerial statement presented to the house this
afternoon. In the life of this government there have
been many ministerial statements, and it is interesting
to contrast that with the period of the Kennett
government, when only one ministerial statement was
presented. Ministerial statements are important
opportunities for the executive in the Westminster
system to place on record the policy position and
approach in a particular portfolio area. What has been
presented to the house today is a clear statement of this
government’s commitment to the consumer affairs
portfolio and the protection of Victorians in the
marketplace.
That protection and the commitment of this government
stand in stark contrast to the position of the Kennett
government, which closed a number of regional offices
in consumers affairs and slashed its funding by 25 per
cent. As a result of that, when this government came to
office it found that there was a need for a significant
revamping and redevelopment of consumer affairs
services. I commend the contribution to the debate just
made by Mr Scheffer which completely demolished the
nonsense that has been presented on previous occasions
in this chamber in relation to Victorians’ access to
consumer affairs information and the changes this
government has put in place.
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Listening to Mr Scheffer’s contribution I was amazed
to learn of the great number of regional services that are
now being provided through the redevelopment of the
information facilities because of the valuable and
extensive work he did in conjunction with and on
behalf of the minister.
We on this side of the house know that not only do
those on the other side have a record in this state of
ripping into the consumer affairs portfolio but the
federal coalition has an equal record of doing that,
having abolished the federal consumer affairs portfolio.
The Howard government has closed the federal Bureau
of Consumer Affairs and has defunded the peak
consumer advocacy groups. On this side of politics we
will always be in there fighting for the vulnerable and
protecting the disadvantaged in the community, in stark
contrast to members opposite and the policy approaches
they take. This ministerial statement outlines how those
on this side of politics are in there protecting the
vulnerable and ensuring that the disadvantaged are
protected through consumer affairs.
The minister has outlined three important policy
principles in his statement, the first being to empower
consumers, the second being to deliver quality services
and the third being to make markets work. It is worth
looking at the government’s record in each of those
areas. In empowering consumers, this government has
strengthened the information and education services
that have been provided through the consumer affairs
portfolio. Some 1.5 million information publications
and 1 million forms have been distributed in Victoria to
enable consumers to make appropriate applications.
There are 600 000 hits on the consumer affairs web site.
We have seen the government conduct major
campaigns in the consumer affairs portfolio in the areas
of real estate and tenancy. We have seen updates of the
estate agent and residential tenancies law as well as
campaigns on building and renovations. We have seen
the consumer education program for young people in
years 9 and 10 at secondary school that Mr Pullen
outlined. In the area of empowering consumers this
government has provided the information necessary to
enable consumers to be aware of their rights and to
ensure that there is fair competition in the marketplace
and that they are achieving fair service.
In the area of the delivery of quality services, as we
have just heard from Mr Scheffer, there has been an
outstanding revamp of the information services that are
now available to consumers. We have seen programs
delivered to particularly vulnerable communities. There
is an indigenous consumers unit in the department, a
multicultural consumers unit and a disabled consumers
program. We have seen redesigned advice services to
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ensure that all Victorians, as outlined by Mr Scheffer,
now have access to information services in consumer
affairs. As Mr Scheffer quite rightly pointed out, in
many cases all that is necessary is a phone call. It is a
strengthened and valued service that is meeting the
needs of the vast bulk of consumers for information or
advice on a particular transaction that they may feel
aggrieved about or that may have gone wrong. In
instances where face-to-face advice and support is
needed, the revamping being done through the excellent
work of Mr Scheffer and the minister is now paying
dividends: Victorians across the whole of the state are
able to get access to face-to-face services.
In the third area, making markets work, the philosophy
of this government is to work cooperatively in the
marketplace with the business community. Where
information, education and advisory services and
programs do not work, what is important is attention to
the legislative and prosecutorial activity of the
department. As outlined in the minister’s statement,
there has been strengthened and increased activity in
those areas, including, as I mentioned earlier, the
updating of laws in a number of areas such as the real
estate and tenancy laws.
To summarise my contribution to this debate, what we
know is that Victoria, and in particular under Labor
governments, has led the way, often nationally, in the
area of consumer affairs. In fact, it was 20 years ago
under the then Cain government that Victoria took a
leadership position in the nation by being first to adopt
uniform consumer protection legislation. That
leadership position that has been so proudly overseen
by Labor governments in the state is now continuing
with an important ministerial statement that has been
presented to this house this afternoon, and I commend it
to members.
Motion agreed to.
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day? Sir William Deane lamented as intolerable the
situation that on average an indigenous child born today
will die 20 years before a non-indigenous child born in
the next hospital bed.
An understanding of common fate underpins what
reconciliation is about, both as a means and an end.
When the Bracks government first came to office one
of our key policy commitments was to achieve genuine
justice for indigenous Victorians. We did so in the
belief that we will never be a truly equal and fair
society until we complete the unfinished business of
genuine reconciliation. There can be no reconciliation
without respect.

Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs) — I rise today to make a ministerial statement
on Victoria’s progress towards building a better future
for indigenous Victorians. In doing so I would like to
acknowledge the people of the Kulin nation — the
traditional owners and custodians of the land on which
we stand. I pay my respects to their elders — past and
present — and welcome all indigenous Victorians into
the Parliament of Victoria. It is my hope that all
Victorian citizens come here and feel they have an
equal share of our democratic institution.

Our government outlined a vision for reconciliation in
Victoria, which is to create a society that: is proud of its
indigenous heritage; addresses the dispossession and
disadvantage experienced by indigenous people; heals
the hurt of past injustices; and commits to build a
positive future.

The path to reconciliation

Evidence from around the world suggests that
government recognition of its past wrongs makes a real
difference to people’s lives. It has real effects on their
health and wellbeing. It allows them to move on.

Our nation continues to be confronted by profound
inequalities and injustices. Many Australians are much
troubled by this. But at the same time many Australians
are moved to take action to correct these fault lines in
our nation’s social connectedness. I was mindful of this
when listening to Pat Dodson and Sir William Deane
speak recently at the Melbourne Town Hall on
pathways to reconciliation.

The Constitution (Recognition of Aboriginal People)
Bill 2004 that is before the Parliament is one step on the
road to reconciliation. It is nonetheless an important
one. It is more than just a symbolic gesture.

In recent months I have travelled throughout the state to
listen to what indigenous Victorians think about
constitutional recognition. I was expecting some
cynicism and accusations of window-dressing. But
what I heard was loud support.

Pat Dodson spoke of the concept of common fate from
the language of his people — the Yawuru people.
‘Liyarn ngarn’ is the phrase that connects an individual
to family, to country and to spirit. An individual cannot
be content unless there is harmony with other people
and with the natural environment.

Even though this constitutional amendment will not
endow any legal rights on indigenous Victorians,
Aboriginal people spoke of the hope it would bring for
a better future.

Without wishing to appropriate the phrase ‘common
fate’, it resonates strongly within me for two reasons:
firstly, because the historical fate of indigenous peoples
across this nation is remarkably common as determined
by life expectancy and other indicators of social
wellbeing. It is a national tragedy that Aboriginal
people die on average 20 years younger than all other
Australians. Secondly, from this fact then, how can
anyone in Australia be truly content when more than
250 000 otherwise disparate Australians with whom we
share this continent are bound by this tragedy every

Nellie Moore, an elder in Swan Hill, told me that:

A spark for action

a little bit of respect will go a long way
I hope you do it, because our shoes are worn out trying to get
a better future for our children …
Now we can see there’s some light here — we’ve got to get it
into a fire.

It has taken our parliamentary democracy nearly
150 years to show some respect to indigenous
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Victorians. With that respect come important
responsibilities.
By lighting this small fire we are lifting expectations,
and we do not intend to let Aboriginal people down.
Our government’s mandate is to build a better future for
all Victorians.
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Australian Governments trial in Shepparton. The
COAG trial is demonstrating how a strong partnership
between the Aboriginal community and government
can result in new approaches to improving educational
outcomes for Aboriginal students in the area.
Hope for a better future

Indigenous communities have every right to aspire to a
much better future than what they are experiencing
now. Whether it be life expectancy, education,
employment or home ownership levels, the outcomes
for indigenous Victorians lag seriously behind
non-indigenous Victorians. That is why the Bracks
government wants this important constitutional
recognition to be a spark for action, not just words.

Education for many Aboriginal children and young
people can be a difficult and trying experience. In
Shepparton the local schools have been working hard
to change this experience, with limited success.

We want to be able to measure real improvements in
the wellbeing of Aboriginal families and communities
in the life of our government. We believe that by
correcting a blind spot in our constitution we will have
laid the foundation to build a better future for
indigenous Victorians.

For children to have a good start at school, the years
prior to school are critical.

Real partnerships will be the key

From this foundation we need to enrich teachers to
value and respect Aboriginal culture and heritage.

To coincide with the introduction of the Constitution
(Recognition of Aboriginal People) Bill in the other
house two weeks ago, the Premier outlined a number of
significant undertakings by our government to deliver
better opportunities and outcomes for indigenous
Victorians. Our government recognised that we would
not succeed unless genuine partnerships are forged with
indigenous communities to address the issues that
confront them.
The Premier’s Aboriginal Advisory Council was
created to ensure that the views of the community are
heard at the highest level of government. The landmark
Victorian Aboriginal justice agreement lays out a
framework to redress deep-seated human rights issues.
It created space for community aspirations to be
progressed through the regional Aboriginal justice
advisory committees.
We have established partnership forums with
indigenous Victorians to improve access to vital
services like education and health care. We established
the stolen generations task force and are now
implementing many of its recommendations through a
stolen generations organisation.
By placing Aboriginal Affairs Victoria within the
Department for Victorian Communities we intend to
support community strengthening. This approach will
see the development of more place-based partnerships
like the one currently being developed in the Council of

One of the key gains of the COAG trial is to
accelerate these successes and make a lasting
difference.

In Shepparton, the Best Start initiative provides
better support for Aboriginal children, parents and
carers.

The COAG trial goal is to support teachers in gaining
knowledge and understanding of Aboriginal culture
and heritage and encourage them to integrate their
appreciation into the everyday curriculum for their
students.
Through this current initiative the Aboriginal
community wants to ensure that when their young
people leave school they go into meaningful training,
further education and employment.
They want to see their young people be strong
enough and confident enough to feel they have
choices in their lives and that they can fulfil their
dreams.
All across Victoria our Koori communities and
Torres Strait Islander people are expressing the
heartfelt desire for their next generation to be
optimistic and for them to succeed.
One of the most innovative developments coming
out of indigenous communities in Victoria in the last
few years has been growth and support of leadership
skills among young people.
Too many young indigenous people experience a
shocking lifestyle imbalance of poor education and
career training outcomes, substance abuse, mental
health problems and are overrepresented in the
juvenile justice system.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
44

COUNCIL

However, despite these obstacles there has been
vision and enthusiasm generated by communities
which has resulted in the participation of hundreds of
young indigenous people across rural, regional and
urban Victoria in community-based leadership
projects.
The projects provide leadership training, mentoring
by community elders, and experiential learning
through the undertaking of community-based
activities.
The projects bring together partnerships with
Aboriginal organisations such as the Victorian
Aboriginal Community Services Association Ltd
(VACSAL) and tertiary institutions such as RMIT,
philanthropic trusts and VicHealth.
The aims of the projects are not just to build the
skills of the young people who are ready to ‘step up’
but also target the young indigenous people who
have had little opportunity to access support and
develop their potential.
The projects build the capacity of young people to
take part in civic life and contribute to the future
growth of their communities.
I have had the good fortune to meet many of these
young people and I have been inspired by their
capacities and their commitment to carve out a future
for themselves and their families.
Some talk, then action
Between the autumn and spring sittings this year I
conducted intensive consultations with indigenous
communities throughout Victoria.
I have been seeking views about cultural heritage,
land and resource development and a new
whole-of-government Aboriginal affairs framework.
We intend to enhance cultural heritage legislation
and take the opportunity to address some of the
difficult issues that have divided our indigenous
communities.
These are a set of complex and sensitive issues such
as responsibility for country, the appropriate roles of
traditional owners and other indigenous people in
protecting indigenous cultural heritage.
We also recognise the need to improve the general
community’s awareness about cultural heritage.
The Bracks government is working to deliver land
justice for indigenous Victorians.
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In the 2004–05 budget my department was allocated
funds to develop an Aboriginal land and resources
development strategy.
Our intention is to improve access to land. This will
be achieved through land transfers and land
management agreements which recognise the cultural
significance of land and delivers lasting economic
and social benefit.
In June, the Attorney-General on behalf of the
government signed the Yorta Yorta Cooperative
Management Agreement — an agreement that gives
the Yorta Yorta people a real say in the management
of public land within their traditional country.
Our government hopes that the Yorta Yorta outcome
will provide a basis for reaching future land
management agreements with other indigenous
communities outside the native title process.
We want to negotiate — not litigate — outcomes.
Capacity building, sustainable investment
Consistently Aboriginal people say that the
appropriate level of infrastructure and recurrent
funding must be provided to underpin sustainable
social and economic activity.
Our government recognises this. We are exploring
ways in which partnerships may be formed to
generate sustainable indigenous business. It is our
intention to work with the Indigenous Land
Corporation to enhance their investment within
Victoria.
Clearly most Aboriginal organisations have expertise
and engagement in addressing disadvantage,
however many have lacked the support and
experience to provide for adequate training and the
governance capacity demanded of them.
One priority outcome out of the new
whole-of-government framework will be to provide
for stable administration in Aboriginal organisations.
We also want to generate a higher correlation
between programmatic funding and the improvement
of key indicators of social wellbeing.
These organisations expect mature relationships with
government that will streamline administrative
arrangements rather than compound them. This is a
key learning from the COAG trial.
I will be refining these arrangements through further
consultation in the months ahead.
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Our opportunity for reconciliation
By my next round of consultation this Parliament
will have an opportunity to demonstrate its ongoing
commitment to reconciliation by considering the
Constitution (Recognition of Aboriginal People) Bill
2004.
In recent years the Parliament of Victoria has on a
number of occasions demonstrated a bipartisan
commitment to indigenous wellbeing.
In 1997 and in 2000 the Parliament with unanimous
support apologised to the Aboriginal people on
behalf of all Victorians for the past policies under
which Aboriginal children were removed from their
families. We expressed deep regret at the hurt and
distress this has caused.
Four years ago the Victorian Parliament came
together to hear leaders of Victoria’s indigenous
communities speak of their struggle to keep their
families together, and to keep alive their culture and
traditions.
All who were there that day were moved by their
generosity of spirit and their willingness to extend
the hand of friendship and reconciliation.
It was an historic occasion.
That day the Parliament demonstrated one united
voice to progress the aims and objectives of
reconciliation.
Now during the life of this Parliament our
government wishes to make concrete changes that
deliver measurable benefits to indigenous
communities.
I have personally assured indigenous communities
that I will return to them within two years to report
on our progress.
I want to be able to go back to them and say,
‘Together we have made a difference. We have
enhanced the role of indigenous communities in
protecting Aboriginal heritage.
We have provided some measure of land justice in a
way which has resulted in real social and economic
benefits for indigenous people.
We have strengthened the capacity of indigenous
communities to shape their own future, and we have
improved the lives of indigenous families in
Victoria.’
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Together our Victorian community will rise to the
challenge and build a better future for indigenous
Victorians.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — I move:
That the Council take note of the ministerial statement.

In so doing I acknowledge the people of the Kulin
nation, the traditional owners and custodians of the
land on which we stand. I pay my respect to their
elders, both past and present.
Four years ago, on 31 May 2000, there was an
historic joint sitting of this Parliament with the
Aboriginal community on Aboriginal reconciliation.
It marked the first time that an indigenous Victorian
had spoken in this Parliament since it first sat in
1856. This was an historic day that marked a major
step towards reconciliation. The Parliament should
be proud of its bipartisan approach towards
reconciliation and of the genuine will of people on
both sides of Parliament to see genuine reconciliation
and mutual respect between our indigenous and
non-indigenous Victorian communities.
As a Liberal member of Parliament I am very proud
that Neville Bonner, the first Aboriginal member of any
Parliament in this land, was a Liberal member of
Parliament. I had the good fortune of meeting Neville
Bonner some years ago, and I was inspired by this man
who had such vision for his people and a genuine will
to achieve better outcomes for Aboriginal Australians.
The electorate I represent has the largest population of
indigenous Victorians outside metropolitan Melbourne.
At the forthcoming federal election for the first time the
electorate of Murray, which encompasses most of those
indigenous populations, will have a young indigenous
woman standing as a candidate. Monica Morgan, a
member of the Yorta Yorta clan and a leader amongst
her people, is standing as a candidate for the Greens
party. Even though I am a Liberal member of
Parliament and a member of the Liberal Party, I am
very pleased to see that for the first time one of the
indigenous members of our community has put up their
hand to say that they want to represent the community
in a parliament. Everyone in the Murray electorate
should be proud that Monica is doing that and is our
first Aboriginal candidate at an election.
Shepparton has a strong Aboriginal population of about
6000, which is about 10 per cent of our total population
and the largest population of Aboriginal people outside
metropolitan Melbourne. I have very strong friendships
within our Aboriginal community, and I am very proud
of those friendships and of those people and the things
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they achieve. I am also proud of our local elders and
our young leaders who are coming through and
showing such leadership to the rest of their community.
The other day I had a conversation with someone about
a member of our Aboriginal community who is not that
much older than I am. I can remember that person
being a senior when I was a junior at high school. I was
talking about the quality of young leaders coming
through and spoke of this person. It was pointed out to
me that this person is no longer considered young; they
are an elder, and they are only just a few years older
than me. While I know that I am getting on, I do not
consider myself to be an elder amongst our community.
That shows the difference in the expected lifespan of
the indigenous and non-indigenous communities in
Victoria. It is very sad that someone who has not yet
reached 50 years of age is considered to be an elder in
that community.
The Council of Australian Governments trial in
Shepparton is forming strong partnerships between our
Aboriginal community at all three levels of
government — federal, state and local — and this will
result in better educational opportunities for our
children as well as better opportunities for parents and
carers through the Best Start program.
I would like to pay respect to Aunty Mary Atkinson,
who unfortunately passed on earlier this year. Aunty
Mary was instrumental in driving better outcomes
through education for young Aboriginal children in our
community. She was truly an inspiration to all of us,
and we all have much to thank her for. I had the great
pleasure of cutting the ribbon with Aunty Mary at the
opening of the new Manega Primary School buildings
when I was first elected to Parliament, and it is
something that I will always remember, especially
doing it with Aunty Mary, because she was such an
important and special person in our community. Aunty
Mary always had a challenge for you if you met her
down the street. She would say to me, ‘Now, Wendy,
have you just thought about this?’ and I knew there was
a new challenge coming. She will stand out in my
memory as a very special person.
Melbourne University is doing wonderful things in
Shepparton. It has done tremendous research into health
amongst our Aboriginal community, especially in the
area of diabetes. It has made tremendous inroads and
progress in the maternal and child health area, and it is
running the Academy of Sport, Health and Education in
conjunction with the Rumbalara football and netball
club and Paul Briggs, who is an inspiration to the rest of
us as a leader in our Aboriginal community. The ASHE
program is encouraging youth back into education
through sport. It is a great opportunity for us to
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re-engage our young people in the education system if
they have drifted away.
The Rumbalara Aboriginal Cooperative is making
tremendous inroads into all sorts of areas in our
community, especially health services. It has a
wonderful clinic that provides bulk-billing doctors to
our indigenous community. I was talking with Justin
Mohamad not so long ago about the expected lifespan
of the Aboriginal community and how the health clinic
will assist in extending that lifespan. One of the things
Justin particularly mentioned was that 25 years ago
Aboriginal children were never inoculated against some
of the most common diseases that we always ensure our
children are inoculated against. He said that it will take
25 years before we see the benefits of those programs,
so this is going to be a long haul, but we will be in it for
the long haul, and hopefully we will be delivering far
better health outcomes and life expectancy for our
Aboriginal community.
The Koori court is also working extremely well in the
Shepparton region. We have a committed group of
elders who run it really well. I pay respect to Kate
Aughtie for her work in the Koori court. Unfortunately
Kate has moved on and taken up a position in South
Australia now, but she did a tremendous job in getting
our Koori court set up and working with the elders of
our Aboriginal community to ensure that we have
fewer reoffenders and fewer people coming before the
court system and that it will deliver better outcomes for
them as well.
I just referred to the Rumbalara cooperative, which
works particularly well because we have a committed
group of people running it. One of the things that
cooperatives around the state have been telling me is
that, for our communities to be strong, our cooperatives
need to be strong, and unfortunately that is not always
the case. Many cooperatives are falling over at the
moment because of a lack of funding to support the
administration within them. I hope that is something the
minister will take on board and that he will provide
some assistance to cooperatives for administration to
ensure that they are strong and that our communities are
strong through the cooperatives.
I would like to read a couple of remarks from the
minister’s statement. He said:
It is a national tragedy that Aboriginal people die on average
20 years younger than all other Australians.

He also said:
Indigenous communities have every right to aspire to a much
better future than they are experiencing now.
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I think we would all agree with those comments. It is
certainly the case that we all want to see longer life
spans for members of our Aboriginal community and
genuine reconciliation and better opportunities for them
all around. Unfortunately the government is failing to
deliver on those things for Aboriginal Victorians. The
health of indigenous Victorians has continued to fall
disproportionately below that of non-indigenous
Victorians under the Bracks government. The education
of indigenous Victorians has continued to fall
disproportionately below that of non-indigenous
Victorians under the Bracks government.
Unemployment rates have remained significantly
higher for indigenous Victorians under the Bracks
government. The number of indigenous Victorians in
our corrections system has increased under the Bracks
government. The Bracks government continues to
introduce short-term and short-sighted grants programs
that fail to implement long-term strategies to improve
education, employment, health and social conditions for
indigenous Victorians.
These statements are backed up by a report entitled
‘Victorian indigenous affairs policy: assimilation,
self-determination and beyond’ put together by the
minister’s intern last year, Emily Millane. The report
identifies many problems within the Aboriginal affairs
portfolio. Among the findings in her report were
comments that interviewees were united in their view
that the official government policy is insufficient. One
respondent described this as ‘Bracks talks, he does not
act’ creating a sense that communities were on their
own. Respondents were divided on how successful, if at
all, the Bracks government’s policies have been to date.
The minister himself was reluctant to characterise any
policy as a success. So the report was just another
confirmation of the Bracks government’s failure in the
Aboriginal affairs portfolio.
Also in his statement the minister said:
We want to be able to measure real improvements in the
wellbeing of Aboriginal families and communities in the life
of our government.

Unfortunately this is just not happening, and we would
like to see it happen too.
In contrast, the federal government is doing things to
deliver real outcomes for indigenous Victorians and
indigenous Australians all around Australia. The federal
government spends 39 per cent more in real terms than
the previous Labor government did on indigenous
programs.

47

Some of the federal government’s achievements
include: with infant mortality, death rates from
respiratory illness and infectious and parasitic diseases
have fallen; more remote communities now have access
to sewerage, electricity and water — but of course in
the state of Victoria remote communities do not have
access to natural gas, because the Bracks government
has not connected it; and more indigenous people are
working, as the unemployment rate is down and
employment participation rates are up — that is
nationally, but not in Victoria.
They also include: since 1996 the number of students
nationally staying on to do year 12 has doubled; under
the federal government more are going to university,
and over the past 10 years more than double have got
tertiary qualifications; both new apprenticeships and
TAFE attendees have almost doubled since 1996, when
the federal government came to power; housing
overcrowding rates have declined since 1996; by
2001–02 the number of houses included under the
Community Housing and Infrastructure Program had
almost doubled since 1996; and in 2004 there has been
a doubling of money provided in loans through the
Home Ownership Program. So the federal government
is delivering real outcomes for indigenous Australians.
At a state level the Liberal Party has a clear vision for
delivering for Aboriginal Victorians.
Ms Mikakos interjected.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL — I do have. The Liberal
Party values our indigenous Victorians and will provide
real opportunities for our indigenous community to
eliminate disadvantage and to promote
self-determination. The Victorian Liberal Party is
committed to working closely with Aboriginal
communities to develop and support initiatives which
provide real opportunities by: creating education
opportunities in early childhood, primary, secondary,
further education and the employment experience;
encouraging economic development and real
employment experience and training; improving the
health of our indigenous community by developing and
providing proper health services and health promotion;
developing and improving community infrastructure,
programs and information to deliver better services to
Aboriginal people; providing programs to divert young
people from the criminal justice system and continuing
to address the overrepresentation of indigenous
Victorians in our justice system; developing the choice
of appropriate and affordable housing for members of
the Aboriginal community; recognising, preserving and
promoting Aboriginal cultural heritage; and enhancing
reconciliation and the understanding of indigenous
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history between the indigenous and non-indigenous
community.
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — I am
delighted to take the opportunity to join with other
members of the house in discussing the ministerial
statement on Aboriginal affairs.
From the outset I would like to acknowledge that in my
opinion this is an exceptionally difficult issue to have to
deal with, because we are not just talking about how we
look after the Aboriginal people as a whole because the
groups within the Aboriginal community are in fact
quite diverse, with diverse needs and claims to satisfy
their needs and desires.
I would like to work through the ministerial statement
and add some ad hoc comments on how I view what
has been put before the house today. Certainly when the
minister came out with the fact that Aboriginal people
die on average 20 years earlier than the average
Australian, it really brought home to us the fact that we
still have a very serious imbalance in our society. I
think members from all sides of Parliament understand
that we are judged by how we look after our most
vulnerable and our most disadvantaged. Certainly in
this discussion on Aboriginal affairs it is hard to think
that either side of politics has a stronger view than the
other on what we need to do to get this right.
Everywhere I have lived in my life I have been
associated with and surrounded by Aboriginal
communities and have had fantastic associations and
memories of those. In my childhood at Shepparton a lot
of Aboriginal students were at school, and then there
were a few down in Geelong and also at Werribee.
In Sydney the first chance I got to live with an
Aboriginal community was in a suburb called
La Perouse. There was a very strong community at
La Perouse. It was just a great environment to live in
and bring the kids up in. We really enjoyed going down
to the Yarra Bay sailing club, which was the local haunt
for not only the people of Phillip Bay and Yarra Bay
but also the local Aboriginal community. We certainly
had a lot of great times down there sitting around
talking about the various histories of all of our
cultures — with the backdrop of Botany Bay, where
La Perouse is situated. It certainly was a great
opportunity to really come face to face with the
Aboriginal communities there.
Also when I went to Fremantle I had a huge association
with a whole range of Aboriginal footballers from all
over Australia. Their stories were quite diverse and
quite different. During my time in Perth was the first
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time I was associated with the stolen generation issue. I
talked to some of the players over there, who simply
told me about the long-term effects of the stolen
generation. Irrespective of the motives of the various
church and governmental groups that were obviously,
in their opinion, trying to do the right thing, the damage
that was done through the policies of well-meaning
people back in those days has certainly had scarring
affects on communities not just at that time but also for
generations on.
It was spelled out to me in very clear terms that when a
person loses a child and that child is brought up in an
orphanage and so forth, when the child comes back into
it he does not understand and has never had the parental
guidance of his father and so he struggles with his
fathering duties and his ability to be that role model for
his sons. And so the whole passing down of male role
models right down through the generations has been
thrown out of kilter by something that happened 50 or
60 years ago. We need to be mindful of that when we
talk of what happened 60 years ago maybe not having
relevance today — because I can certainly assure you
that it does.
There are some other issues that we really need to be
aware of, not only in Victoria but also in some other
parts of Australia. Habitual marijuana use, starting from
a very young age, is a problem that dogs several
Aboriginal communities within our midst. We have to
be absolutely up front and aware of these issues; we
have to talk about them openly and try to work out
ways to do something about it. Unless we acknowledge
the issues that are out there in Aboriginal communities,
and if we attempt to put our heads in the sand and
pretend that the issues such as chronic and habitual
marijuana use over an extended period of time, starting
at a very early age, are not happening, we are simply
window-dressing. If we do not understand that that is
happening, we have not got a hope in hell of addressing
the problems.
Also, as was said earlier, with such things as poor
nutrition also starting at a very young age, there are
more challenges we have to address — not just trying
to work out later why we are losing so many of our
indigenous people at an early age; we also have to
understand that the problem starts at a much younger
age.
Sitting suspended 6.30 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Hon. D. K. DRUM — As I was saying before the
dinner break, the issue of nutrition and chronic
marijuana use in the Aboriginal community is
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something that needs to be acknowledged, and we need
to make sure that we have a true handle on these issues.

decision making processes of issues such as cultural
heritage.

There have not been many, but two or three young men
from the Aboriginal community have been able to talk
to me about their marijuana use. They have quite
simply and clearly said to me, ‘I would love to give it
up. I hate the stuff but I have been doing it for such a
long time and started at such a young age I honestly
find that I am unable to give it up’. When I have spoken
to various others from within the Aboriginal
community it is not anywhere near as uncommon as we
would like to see. It is a real issue, and their poor
nutrition has already been touched on.

If the statistics that Ms Lovell mentioned in her
contribution earlier are correct — I do not have those
statistics — they are quite damning. I would need to
have it put on the record that if educational outcomes
are worse now than when the government came into
office, and if employment rates within the Aboriginal
community have in fact lessened in that time, if the
health outcomes have also deteriorated and if
incarceration rates have increased, they are some of the
outcomes we need to be addressing. We can talk about
warm and fuzzy ministerial statements all we like, but
we have to concern ourselves with outcomes. If
outcomes are going in the wrong direction, we need to
address that. Again, if those statistics are in fact
accurate, we need to look very seriously at what we are
doing at the minute and maybe look for a change of
direction. This is one of the areas in opposition where
there is absolutely not one skerrick of satisfaction in
seeing the government floundering. We need to see
these issues addressed. We are truly looking for
improvement in all these criteria. All these indicators
and trends need to be moved in the right direction,
irrespective of who is in government. I have spoken to
people who would classify themselves as elders within
Aboriginal communities, and they have strongly pushed
the issue of employment for their young people. They
see that the way some of the youth of their communities
are going is not a direction they are overly happy about.
They are very strongly of the view that, if we are going
to do anything directly for Aboriginal youth, we need to
encourage them to get work, create opportunities for
them to work and get them into the work force so that
they can break the welfare chain. The view is that only
when the young people are in meaningful employment
will we be able to truly say that we are moving in the
right direction. That view is shared by the people the
minister has spoken to, as he said in the statement.

The minister in his statement also touches on
reconciliation. In the words of the statement:
There can be no reconciliation without respect.

This is a really interesting aspect of the way that the
wider community treats the Aboriginal community,
with relation to respect. Simply by sitting down and
talking to various Aboriginals about this issue, I learnt
that they have a belief that they want and crave respect,
but they also know without a doubt that they need to
earn respect. Therefore the responsibility is with the
broader community to create a platform and an
environment where discrimination is a thing of the past
and does not exist at all.
That has to be our goal, to create as best we can a truly
even playing field where the Aboriginal community as
individuals within the broader community can perform
in whatever field they wish at a level that will truly earn
them the respect of anybody else in the community.
You will find that is what they crave, if you sit down
and spend some time with them. I am sure that if we do
create the environment to perform without
discrimination or prejudice, then and only then will we
see that they are able to gain respect and flourish in the
communities.
The minister also mentions how in recent months he
has travelled around the state, meeting with and
listening to indigenous communities about the
constitutional recognition. I would urge the minister to
continue that consultation with the Aboriginal
communities, because there are divisive Aboriginal
communities in Victoria and simply going into one area
and talking to one group does not constitute getting
across to the wider community of Aboriginal groups.
There is a whole range of subgroups in the area which
all need to be spoken with and listened to. We do not
have the answers but we do have the experience, having
dealt with and spoken to these people about their
particular issues. They all crave to take part in the

I would like to make note of some other comments that
have come back to me in recent months as I have
spoken to Aboriginal groups. Page 5 of the ministerial
statement says:
The Premier’s Aboriginal Advisory Council was created to
ensure that the views of the community are heard at the
highest level of government.

My issue is: who sits on this advisory council? How
were the people on the council chosen? Who picked
them? What was the process there? There is serious
anxiety in the Aboriginal community as to who is
sitting on that council. There is some angst about the
people who would have liked to be on that council and
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are not. I would like to have that on record so that the
minister is aware of that concern.
There are interesting trials listed in the statement as
happening at Shepparton. I truly congratulate the
people in charge of them. I see that it has been a
commonwealth-state initiative, and I must congratulate
the people at Shepparton, particularly Paul Briggs, who
is working through all this. As was said earlier:
Through this current initiative the Aboriginal community
wants to ensure that when their young people leave school
they go into meaningful training, further education and
employment.

That sentence in the ministerial statement says it all. If
we believe anything in here, we believe we have to
create the training and opportunity for further education
so that we can have our young Aboriginal people
heading towards full-time, meaningful employment.
We have to look at our TAFE system. Our TAFE
system is $125 million per year behind the national
average, so we cannot say we are doing the right thing
if we refuse as a state to spend adequate amounts of
money to bring our TAFE colleges up to scratch. That
in my estimation is the main aspect of the whole
statement. We need to look after the education process
and make sure we are preparing our young Aboriginals
for the work force.
On the last page the minister concludes by commenting
that he would like to be able to come back in a number
of years and tell the communities what he has achieved.
He wants to be able to go back to them and say:
Together we have made a difference. We have enhanced the
role of indigenous communities in protecting Aboriginal
heritage. We have provided some measure of land justice in a
way which has resulted in real social and economic benefits
for indigenous people. We have strengthened the capacity of
indigenous communities to shape their own future, and we
have improved the lives of indigenous families in Victoria.

I think they are all very laudable sentiments. We just
need to know how the minister intends to do it. We
encourage him to continue his quest, because it is not
easy, but the trends are not looking positive the way
things are going at the moment. We need to all get
together and make sure that some of these outcomes are
achieved. I wish the minister all the best.
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — It is a pleasure to rise
to make a contribution to this debate. It has largely been
a positive, constructive debate on what I regard as very
important issues. Before I go further I would like to
begin my contribution by acknowledging the people of
the Kulin nation, the traditional owners and custodians
of the land on which we stand, and paying my respect
to their elders.
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In the minister’s contribution he spoke decisively on the
unfinished business of reconciliation. Since the election
of the Howard government the idea of meaningful
reconciliation between indigenous and non-indigenous
Australians has sadly faded into the background.
Thankfully here in Victoria we have not lost sight of the
fact that we need to continue to focus our energies on
addressing the serious indigenous disadvantage that
exists in our community. I am pleased that the minister
has flagged important gestures and acknowledgments
of cultural heritage that we will be making in the near
future with a bill coming before this house and that he
has also talked about a range of actions in crucial areas
including constitutional recognition, education, health,
land justice and cultural heritage. These are all
important signposts on the path to meaningful
reconciliation. They reflect the reality that we
understand — that for progress to be made we cannot
look at any of these areas in isolation.
In my brief contribution to the debate I want to focus on
an area that the minister touched upon in his ministerial
statement — that is, the groundbreaking work being
undertaken by this government in partnership with the
indigenous community to address the indigenous
overrepresentation in the criminal justice system. It
remains a distressing reality that indigenous men and
women are 13 times more likely to be imprisoned than
non-indigenous people in this state, which is a figure
that shames us all. The national figure of 17 times the
rate of non-indigenous imprisonment is even more
disturbing. Young Koori people are nine-and-a-half
times more likely than non-Koori young Victorians to
be serving a juvenile justice order. As members would
be aware, in 2000 the Victorian Aboriginal justice
agreement was signed by the relevant responsible
ministers, including the Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs’s predecessor, the Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander Commission and other representative Koori
organisations.
The Aboriginal justice agreement is the strategic
framework for addressing indigenous
overrepresentation in the criminal justice system. It is
part of this government’s commitment to implementing
the many recommendations of the Royal Commission
into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody. Members would be
aware that it is now over a decade since that landmark
royal commission report was handed down. Yet in this
country we still have a number of very serious issues
that were addressed in that report and that need to be
progressed further.
Forging a partnership with the Koori community, the
agreement contains key principles that underpin the
development of programs and services to improve
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justice-related outcomes for Aboriginal people. Among
the principles is the promotion of reconciliation;
recognition of the impact of past policies, including
land disposition; the need to empower Aboriginal and
community organisations to act on their own behalf;
and the importance of early intervention to address
overrepresentation, particularly in respect of children
and youth.
Four years on, this agreement is acknowledged by the
community and across government as best practice for
developing indigenous strategies and public policy. It
recognises that it is not possible to address the issue of
indigenous overrepresentation unless we address also
the related issues across the whole of government,
whether they be issues of employment, education or
health. So the Aboriginal justice agreement puts
forward a holistic approach to tackling these issues
across the whole of government.
The Aboriginal Justice Forum, which I have the great
honour of chairing, has been established through the
Aboriginal justice agreement. We have also established
regional Aboriginal justice advisory committees that
cover the whole of Victoria to provide monitoring and
policy development activity, with Koori community
representatives being able to participate as equals with
Victorian government agency representatives. The
regional Aboriginal justice advisory committees — or
RAJACs, as they are known — also enable, as I said,
the development of a holistic approach to address these
important issues. Most of the RAJACs have now
developed their own social justice plans that will
eventually be consolidated into a statewide justice plan.
The agreement has also seen over 60 initiatives
developed to produce specific strategies to address
indigenous overrepresentation in the criminal justice
system. One of the most prominent of those initiatives
is the establishment of the very successful Koori court
program that gives Koori offenders pleading guilty the
opportunity to have their sentences determined by a
Koori court. Members would be aware that the Koori
courts are not intended to create two systems of law.
The magistrate, of course, is the ultimate
decision-maker. The Victorian sentencing legislation
was not amended with the establishment of the Koori
courts, but it gives the magistrate, as with the rest of the
Magistrates Court, the flexibility of all sentencing
options and the trial is conducted in a far more informal
hearing and in the presence of Aboriginal elders who
can act as advisers to the magistrate.
The Koori court currently operates in Shepparton,
Broadmeadows and Warrnambool and is soon to be
expanded to Mildura and Gippsland. A children’s
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Koori court is also under development. I have had the
pleasure of visiting the Broadmeadows Koori court and
seeing it in action. It is a great success. Feedback that I
have had from participants, including police, indicates
that in many instances Koori defendants, rather than
considering this a court of less serious option, appear to
be far more confronted by the presence of Koori elders
and respected persons who sit in all the Koori courts.
Whilst the program is being formally and
independently evaluated, the early indications are that
the re-offending rates of those appearing before the
court are encouragingly low.
One of the other initiatives under the Aboriginal justice
agreement is the establishment of Aboriginal bail
justices. It is very important that we give indigenous
people the opportunity to formally participate in the
administration of the justice system — obviously other
than as the accused or defendants. This initiative is
particularly significant, as it arose directly from a
recommendation of the Royal Commission into
Aboriginal Deaths in Custody. The purpose is to have a
bail justice conduct out-of-session hearings. This
includes remand hearings when police have arrested
offenders and interim accommodation orders for
children at risk. A bail justice can also, of course,
witness the signing of statutory declarations and
affidavits. The Koori bail justices are involved in
matters that include both Aboriginal and
non-Aboriginal people. It is important to note that they
do so in a voluntary capacity.
The Bracks government is serious about being tough on
crime but also on the causes of crime. As I have said
previously on a number of occasions, research by the
Department of Justice shows that a Koori person who
does not finish school is 86 times more likely to be
imprisoned than a non-Koori person. The goal of
increasing indigenous participation in the
administration of the justice system will be greatly
assisted by young Koori people being able to take up
their educational opportunities. One way that we are
seeking to do that is through the Pathways to Justice
agreement between the Department of Justice and
Northland Secondary College, a school in my
electorate.
This particular initiative is a good example of how a
local school and a government department can work
together to facilitate a range of opportunities to
engender greater interest among young Koori people in
pursuing career paths in the justice system. I have been
along to one of their career forums where they had
speakers from a range of employment backgrounds in
the criminal justice system. It was fantastic to see such
a number of young Koori kids express an interest in and
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enthusiasm for pursuing a range of careers, including in
Victoria Police. The program is testament to the great
enthusiasm of Northland Secondary College staff —
such as the principal, Raffaela Galati-Brown — the
students and, of course, the Department of Justice,
which is the other signatory to the agreement.
In the minister’s contribution he spoke about the
Council of Australian Governments (COAG) trial in
Shepparton, which is a very good example of how
governments across all levels can respond to the
specific and urgent needs of individual indigenous
communities. Another good example of such an
initiative relates to the Lake Tyers community renewal
project, which is a significant effort to coordinate
infrastructure, services and programs to address the
very serious social problems being faced by the
community at Lake Tyers. The government is
developing a community renewal project that will be
implemented over a 10-year period, and this involves
the community and federal, state and local agencies
working together to address employment infrastructure,
land sustainability, safety education, transport and
further education opportunities for that local
community. I note that the minister, along with the
Attorney-General, has been very active in supporting
this community renewal project, making a number of
visits to Lake Tyers to consult with the community. The
project is in its early stages of development, and I am
sure that we can look forward to some significant and
lasting outcomes for that community.
Lastly, I want to note that in this year’s budget there is a
significant level of additional funding for the various
initiatives under the Aboriginal justice agreement, with
an amount of $7 million being allocated over four years
to implement the agreement’s second phase and allow
the expansion of the Koori courts that I have
mentioned. Programs like the night patrol, which is
operating in Mildura and Shepparton, will be expanded.
There are also a number of other programs, such as the
program to address the issues of youth at risk of contact
with police after hours and the Aboriginal community
liaison officer program.
In conclusion, the issue of indigenous disadvantage is a
very important one and one that needs to be addressed
in a bipartisan way and through cooperation between
the state and federal governments. The reconciliation
march that occurred a few years ago is something that
certainly stuck in my mind. I am looking forward to a
change in government at the federal level so that we
can have a federal government that can actually move
forward in addressing the significant issue of
indigenous disadvantage in this country. It is important
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that we continue this debate in this Parliament, and I
support the minister’s statement.
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — I am very pleased
to have the opportunity this evening to make a
contribution to the debate on the ministerial statement
on Aboriginal affairs, Building for Tomorrow. Like
other speakers, I would like to begin by acknowledging
the people of the Kulin nation, the traditional owners
and custodians of the land on which we stand, and
paying my respects to their elders both past and present.
The minister has set out in the statement before the
house the Bracks government’s commitment to
indigenous people in this state. The focus is on
delivering measurable benefits to indigenous
communities. It is on enhancing the role of indigenous
communities and protecting cultural heritage, in
providing land justice which will lead on to real social
and economic benefits, and in strengthening the
capacity of indigenous communities to shape their own
future.
I would like to commend the minister not only for the
work and the program that is outlined in the ministerial
statement but for what underpins it; for his work in the
past two years of getting around to indigenous
communities in Victoria, consulting with members of
those communities, listening to them and developing, in
conjunction with other ministers in the government, the
various actions outlined in the ministerial statement and
the initiatives introduced in the last budget. I am
reminded that this is a very important journey for this
government — a journey about developing genuine
partnerships with indigenous communities. It takes me
back to that very important event which was mentioned
earlier by the Honourable Wendy Lovell and which
happened on 31 May 2000 in this Parliament — that
significant act of reconciliation not long after the
Bracks government was first elected when there was
the joint sitting of the two houses of Parliament which
took place in the Assembly. It was a historic occasion,
as the minister said, when indigenous leaders came into
the Parliament in a spirit of reconciliation and
addressed the Parliament — a Parliament that had never
before embraced them.
It was indeed a moving experience. It makes me reflect
on my own personal journey and on our nation’s
journey in understanding the paramount importance of
placing the indigenous people at the beginning of our
history; not only placing the indigenous people at the
beginning of our history, but placing them at the centre
of our multicultural and diverse society and according
them the respect they deserve as the traditional
custodians of this land as well as supporting them by
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addressing the dispossession and despair and
marginalisation they have often felt — and I am sure
still do feel in many circumstances — and building on
the strengths of the indigenous communities so that
they can provide a bright future for their young people.
That is very much a part of what the ministerial
statement is about: looking to the future, looking for
programs that will provide a future for young
indigenous people.
I want to remind the house this evening that oppressors
never give up power to those who are oppressed. It is
about the oppressed taking power from the oppressors.
We need to go back and remember it has not been we,
the ones in power or the non-indigenous community,
that made all this happen; it has been the indigenous
community that has thrown up the challenges to the
white community over the last 30 to 40 years. The
indigenous community has provided the leadership to
bring about a change of heart and to bring more justice
into the community in Victoria and the rest of Australia
for indigenous people. The indigenous people
themselves have led this movement for change.
In my own history, my first public political action was
to volunteer to Gordon Bryant, who was then the
shadow Minister for Aboriginal Affairs at the federal
level, to hand out how-to-vote cards in the referendum
in 1967. Those of you who can remember that time will
recall that the referendum included a question about
whether or not Aboriginal people should be counted as
citizens in the census. How outrageous do we think that
is now — that that could have been the case at that
time. But why was my young political conscience
stirred at that time? Why did I feel the compunction to
hand out how-to-vote cards to try to persuade other
members of the community to vote ‘yes’ in that
referendum?
I am reminded of the political actions of the black
activists of the time — the freedom riders of New
South Wales, who rode buses throughout New South
Wales to make non-indigenous people aware of how
they felt about their situation. I am also reminded of
organisations like FCAATSI — the Federal Council for
the Advancement of Aborigines and Torres Strait
Islanders, a national organisation which campaigned
strongly for indigenous rights. I remember the very
strident and angry words and actions of many of the
radical black activists of the 1960s and 1970s such as
Bruce McGuiness, Gary Foley and Marcia Langton.
How incredible it is that Marcia Langton is a professor
at Melbourne University today! How far we have come
since those days! How clever they were as
campaigners! But looking back, I can see what an
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anguished time it would have been for them all in their
campaigning for indigenous rights.
Some here would remember the protest marches in the
streets of Brisbane during the Commonwealth Games,
the courageous stand the Gurindji people took at Wave
Hill in the Northern Territory and the advocacy of the
Mutijulu people at Uluru, who were the recipients of
land that was returned to them as the traditional owners
by former Prime Minister Gough Whitlam in the 1970s.
They were difficult times, but the indigenous people
fought hard for self-determination and sovereignty, and
in the 1970s and 1980s some land rights legislation was
achieved.
In Victoria it was very limited — it was the
Framlington and Lake Tyers legislation. In the
Northern Territory it was more significant through the
Hawke federal government, and a lot of land and
resources were returned to the indigenous communities
there. There was also the establishment of the
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commission, the
representative body appointed to look after the welfare
of the Aboriginal people across the country. ATSIC
was so badly maligned and undermined by the Howard
federal government in recent years that it got to the
point of being disbanded.
The black activists seized on the opportunity of the
bicentenary of white settlement in 1988 and for a whole
year well and truly put Aboriginal rights on the agenda
at every level of the media and throughout the
community; they raised the debate to a new level. There
were also the reconciliation marches of 2000. Well
might we all remember the 300 000 people who
gathered at Flinders and Swanston streets and marched
across the bridge to the Alexandra Gardens to make a
very strong statement that the people in the community
of Victoria wanted to see a genuine partnership and
reconciliation between indigenous and non-indigenous
people in this state. That took place alongside all the
other reconciliation marches and statements being made
around the country at that time.
When considering the journey we have been on over
the last 30 years and up to this point where we are
considering this very important ministerial statement,
we have to remember the significance of the Aboriginal
flag. If the Aboriginal flag did not exist, it would be that
much more difficult for indigenous people to rally
behind a symbol of their own connection to each other.
The Aboriginal flag, which was designed by Harold
Thomas in the 1960s, has been a very important symbol
for both indigenous and non-indigenous people. It has
been a rallying symbol for indigenous people. It
captures a mood; it captures the need for us to use
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symbols to get very important messages across visually
and instantaneously; and it captures a movement that
the indigenous communities of this country created. It
is now — it was not always — recognised by most
right across the country. Most people understand what
it represents when they see it flying. It has been a very
important feature of advancing the cause of Aboriginal
people.
I remember in 1992 when the late Andy Ingham, who
was the mayor of Brunswick then, gathered together
indigenous and non-indigenous people, and we flew the
Aboriginal flag in Brunswick alongside the Australian
flag for the first time. What an important and very
moving event that was! That flag has continued to fly
above the Brunswick town hall ever since. It is a very
significant symbol of the views of the community.
As I think the Honourable Damian Drum mentioned,
the important thing about a ministerial statement is the
outcome. That is what we all want to see — significant
changes and benefits for the indigenous communities
whose needs the minister is addressing through the
ministerial statement. That is a very important part of
the various programs and strategies outlined in the
statement.
In my view the most important relationship a
government and a Parliament can have with its people
involves working out what its relationship is with the
indigenous people of the country in which we meet as
an institution and in which we make decisions as
governments, as parliamentary committees and in all
the various guises that we operate in. That relationship
is absolutely fundamental, and we need to make sure
that we have it right and that we are building a genuine
partnership between indigenous and non-indigenous
people in this state. It is therefore extremely important
that this evening we have had expressions of bipartisan
support for the ministerial statement; that is a very
important basis on which to go forward from this time
on. I commend the statement and thank the minister for
it.
Motion agreed to.
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Mr JENNINGS (Minister for Aged Care) — I
move:
That the bill be now read a second time.
The purpose of this bill is to amend the Parliamentary Salaries
and Superannuation Act 1968 to limit the increase to the basic
salary payable to members of this Parliament to 3 per cent for
the 2004–05 financial year.
These amendments demonstrate the willingness of this
government to apply to itself the same wage restraint that it
expects and that the community expects of all Victorians.
As members are aware, under the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Act 1968 increases to Victorian
parliamentary salaries are linked to federal parliamentary
salaries. In April this year this government promised that no
matter what the increase in federal salaries for the 2004–05
financial year, Victorian parliamentary salaries would be
limited to a 3 per cent increase. This bill is the fulfilment of
that promise.
In June, the federal Remuneration Tribunal announced that
federal parliamentary salaries were to rise by 3.9 per cent,
effective from 1 July 2004.
In response to the Remuneration Tribunal’s decision, this bill
limits the members of this Parliament to a 3 per cent pay rise.
It achieves this by amending the Parliamentary Salaries and
Superannuation Act 1968 to increase the gap between federal
and Victorian members’ basic salary from $500 to $1442,
applicable from 1 July.
In accordance with community expectations and this
government’s wages policy, this bill commits the members of
this Parliament to the standards of reasonable, sustainable
wage restraint necessary to maintain a viable economic future
for the whole Victorian community.
I also draw the attention of the house to the repeal of
section 3A of the principal act. This provision only had
application from December 1992 to December 1993, and is
now spent.
I commend this bill to the house.

Debate adjourned for Hon. PHILIP DAVIS
(Gippsland) on motion of Hon. Andrea Coote.
Debate adjourned until next day.

GAMBLING REGULATION
(AMENDMENT) BILL

PARLIAMENTARY SALARIES AND
SUPERANNUATION (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated for Mr LENDERS (Minister for
Finance) on motion of Mr Gavin Jennings.

Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech, except for
statement under section 85(5) of the Constitution
Act 1975, be incorporated on motion of
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation).
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Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.
The trustees of the will and estate of the late George Adams
conduct a private enterprise for the beneficiaries of the estate.
The trustees hold a gaming operator’s licence and a public
lottery licence under the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 and
are authorised as a gaming operator to conduct Club Keno in
Victoria. The gambling activities of the trustees are managed
by Tattersall’s Holdings Pty Ltd, and its subsidiaries and
related corporate entities which are responsible for the
operation of the licensed activities.
Earlier this year, the trustees of the estate of the late George
Adams indicated that they proposed to change the structure of
the estate from a trust to a corporation so that it could then
become listed on the Australian Stock Exchange. Changing
the structure to a corporation requires, amongst other things,
the transfer of the estate’s gambling licences and other
authorisations.
The Gambling Regulation Act 2003 currently prohibits the
transfer of the gaming operator’s licence and the public
lotteries licence held by the trustees.
The main purpose of the bill is to amend the Gambling
Regulation Act 2003 to enable the trustees of the will and
estate of the late George Adams to transfer their gaming
operator’s licence, public lottery licence and authorisation to
conduct Club Keno to a new corporate entity.
In addition, in order to ensure appropriate probity and
reporting requirements are in place, the bill regulates
shareholding interests in the new corporation and makes
provision for its financial recording and reporting
requirements.
Currently, while there is some variation between the reporting
requirements that apply to each of Tattersall’s gambling
activities under the Gambling Regulation Act 2003, auditing
by the Auditor-General is generally required and in some
instances, reports must also be tabled before Parliament.
Once the new company has been listed on the Australian
Stock Exchange, this current reporting regime will be
unnecessary as the company will be subject to the normal
reporting requirements that apply to all publicly listed
companies. This will ensure that there is appropriate reporting
and transparency of the company’s activities.
The bill makes provision for removal of the requirement that
the accounts of the holder of a gaming operator’s licence, a
public lottery licence or an authorisation to conduct Club
Keno must be audited by the Auditor-General and the
requirement for tabling before Parliament. These
requirements will be removed once the new company has
been listed on the stock exchange.
There will be a transitional phase, however, between transfer
of the licences to the new company and its listing on the stock
exchange. To ensure adequate reporting occurs during this
phase, the bill enables the current reporting requirements to
remain in place after transfer of the gambling licences has
occurred.
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The bill also provides for appropriate probity checks to be
undertaken by the Victorian Commission for Gambling
Regulation as part of the transfer process.
In addition, the bill places a cap of 10 per cent on individual
voting interests in the new company, subject to exceptions:
for any beneficiary that is entitled to more than 10 per
cent on the basis of their existing beneficial interest in
the estate; and
to facilitate the transfer of the licences and the
subsequent listing of the new Tattersall’s company on
the stock exchange.
The shareholding restriction will apply to the new company
while it holds the gaming operator’s licence.
Placing a 10 per cent limit on individual shareholdings is
consistent with the restriction placed on Tabcorp as the holder
of a gaming licence under the act.
The bill also places restrictions on the new company for
cross-ownership and involvement in other gaming-related
activities. These restrictions are similar to those applying to
Tabcorp, subject to exceptions that are required to allow the
new company to continue to operate all existing gambling
activities within its current corporate structure.
The purpose of the shareholding and cross-ownership
restrictions is to ensure that appropriate probity measures are
in place.

Section 85 statement read pursuant to sessional
orders:
Clause 10 of the bill inserts a new subsection (2) into
section 11.1.7 of the Gambling Regulation Act 2003. It states
that it is the intention of the new section 3.4.37I(6) to alter or
vary section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975.
Clause 5 of the bill inserts two new divisions, being
divisions 3A and 3B, into part 4 of chapter 3 of the Gambling
Regulation Act 2003.
Division 3A relates to the regulation of shareholding interests
in the holder of a gaming operator’s licence under chapter 3
of the act. Under that division, the minister can make
declarations relating to the regulation of shareholding
interests in the holder of a gaming operator’s licence. New
section 3.4.37I in that division provides for certain appeals to
the Supreme Court against those declarations and also
provides in subsection (6) that, except as provided in the
division, a declaration of the minister may not be challenged
or called into question.
The provisions in that division to enforce the restrictions on
shareholdings, including the making of declarations by the
minister and the limitation of appeals to the Supreme Court
against such declarations, are an essential mechanism for
achieving the objects of the legislation and, in particular, for
ensuring probity in the conduct of the business of the licensee
and in dealings in shares of the licensee.
Chapter 4 of the Gambling Regulation Act 2003 already
contains an equivalent limitation of appeals in relation to the
holder of the gaming and wagering licence under that chapter.
The new section will ensure that the limitation will apply to
both the holder of a gaming operator’s licence under chapter 3
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and the holder of the wagering and gaming licence under
chapter 4.
The bill as drafted will remove the legislative impediment to
the restructure of Tattersall’s that is currently imposed by the
Gambling Regulation Act 2003, while ensuring that
appropriate reporting and probity measures are retained.
In addition, the corporatisation of Tattersall’s will provide, for
the first time, transparency of the ownership of the Tattersall’s
business.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Hon. DAVID
KOCH (Western).
Debate adjourned until next day.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
A Focus on Community Sport and Recreation
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I desire to make a ministerial statement.
It is with great pleasure that I present the ministerial
statement entitled A Focus on Community Sport and
Recreation.
1. Introduction
Victoria is renowned for its sporting reputation.
In a country that is one of the world’s great sporting
nations, sport figures prominently in both our state and
national identity.
Our international reputation was reinforced in the
British government’s 2002 report Game Plan: A
Strategy for Delivering Government’s Sport and
Physical Activity Objectives. The report identified the
Australian sport development system as the world
leader.
Victoria is a leading contributor to our international
sporting reputation.
Our state is home to five of the six most significant
annual sport events held in Australia — the Australian
Football League Grand Final, the Melbourne Cup, the
Australian Open tennis, the Boxing Day Test cricket
and the Australian Formula One Grand Prix.
Now that the Athens Olympics are over the eyes of the
sporting world are turning to Melbourne as we prepare
for the 2006 Commonwealth Games.
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Our capital possesses some top-tier sport venues. I am
proud to say their development has been profoundly
influenced by Labor governments.
The development of Melbourne Park and the Rod
Laver Arena under a Labor government has given the
Australian Open a permanent home that secured its
envied position as a grand slam tennis event.
The completion of the new stand at the Melbourne
Cricket Ground will see a total redevelopment of this
famous ground. This redevelopment reflects Labor’s
determination that new facilities should be accessible
and provide the public with a quality sporting
experience. The completion of the new stand will
increase the public access capacity of the MCG,
provide improved levels of access for all sporting
spectators and include technologies that improve the
ecological sustainability of the ground. This upgrade to
the People’s Ground and the ones before it such as the
building of the Great Southern Stand and the addition
of lighting, I am proud to say, have all been undertaken
by Labor governments.
Now with the relocation of the Victorian Institute of
Sport to Olympic Park, this greater Jolimont precinct is
truly an international centre of sporting excellence.
Victoria also performs above its weight when it comes
to producing elite sportspeople. This is best illustrated
by the success of Victorians at the Athens Olympic
Games. Victoria provided 108 members of the
Australian Olympic Team, and our local athletes
contributed to 17 of the 49 medals — a record haul —
won by Australia in Greece.
While this sporting success is important both to our
identity as a state and to our feelings of pride as
Victorians we must never ever forget that the success of
elite sport is built on grassroots participation.
Apart from providing the foundation for the
development of elite sport, local-level sport and
recreation also provide considerable community
benefits. These include:
contributing to the creation of stronger, healthier
communities. It does this by providing settings for
people to socialise and share common interests;
making a significant contribution to individual
self-development and achievement across all ages;
and
being a major driver of community interaction and
pride.
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In May I released Sport and Recreation 2005–10:
A Discussion Paper. This ground-breaking move was
motivated by our wish to provide focus for a
conversation with the sector on some key areas.

in stronger communities and improved wellbeing. This
knowledge ensures future initiatives target real areas of
need and provide for a wider sharing of the benefits of
sport and recreation.

These revolve around the relationship between
grassroots participation in sport and recreation, its
relationship to elite sport and how Victorians can build
on this after the 2006 Commonwealth Games. The
strategies that will be developed from this conversation
will build on the initiatives already implemented by this
government.

3. Five years of achievement

2. A focus on community sport and recreation

I am pleased to say in the past five years Victoria has
moved from a position below the national average for
participation to being a state where the comparable
measures show we are at or above the national average
for participation. This shift should not be
underestimated.

In 1999 the Bracks Labor government set out to restore
government support for community sport and
recreation, after years of neglect. In doing this our
government established a clear focus on boosting
participation in sport and recreation in local
communities. In our first term, we committed an
additional $22.8 million for community sport and
recreation.
The principal aims of this additional funding were to:
ensure greater access opportunities for participants
and spectators;
improve grassroots sport and recreation facilities;
reinforce the enriching role of sport and recreation
in people’s lives; and
provide opportunities for all Victorians, while
maintaining the state’s edge in major events and
elite sports performance.
In 2002, as part of our election commitment, the Bracks
government released its policy called A Gold Medal for
Participation. This stepped up our support to the sector
by investing a further $83.5 million. This additional
funding included a strong focus on participation in the
lead-up to, and at, the 2006 Commonwealth Games. By
participation, we do not just mean as spectators at the
games. We want Victorians to participate in various
sport, recreation and cultural events being held in
conjunction with the games. We also committed to
harnessing the enthusiasm for sport and recreation that
will be generated by the games and turn this into a
participation legacy for Victoria.
We have also re-directed Sport and Recreation
Victoria’s research focus toward more emphasis on
community sport and recreation participation. This
valuable research helps us better understand how the
initiatives introduced by our government have resulted

With the fifth anniversary of the Bracks Labor
government approaching next month (October 2004), it
is timely to reflect on the government’s sport and
recreation achievements, particularly in community
sport and recreation.

In fact:
Victoria has had the most substantial average
increase in physical activity of all states;
Victoria has the highest state average for physical
activity for both men and women;
Victorian children’s participation rates for
organised sport are above the national average at
65 per cent; and
Victorian girls are more active than girls across the
rest of Australia, when measuring their
participation in organised sport out of school
hours.
These are significant achievements. But figures alone
do not properly illustrate the depth of benefits our
initiatives have had at a community level. The recent
research for our discussion paper and the consultation
process that followed its release have provided positive
examples of how the four aims for sport and recreation
set by the government in 1999 have made a positive
impact in people’s lives.
I would like to outline the key achievements of the
government against the objectives we set in 1999 and
draw attention to recent examples of these
achievements.
3.1 Ensure greater access for participants and
spectators
The first major aim of the Bracks government was to
ensure greater access to sport and recreation for
participants and spectators. This initiative particularly
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targeted population groups traditionally
under-represented in sport and recreation.

disabilities so they can participate in sport and active
recreation.

We have made specific commitments to increase
women’s participation in sport and recreation,
particularly by promoting the role of women as leaders.
Since 1999, we have provided $2.6 million to women
in sport initiatives that support grassroots participation.
These include:

The Access for All Abilities program supports groups
and communities that provide sport and recreation
participation opportunities for people with disabilities.
The development of an inclusive culture and practices
at the Northern Fly Fishing Club is an example of an
Access for All Abilities project that has brought
together local clubs and the shire council to develop an
inclusive recreational precinct.

women’s participation initiatives in cricket,
basketball and soccer, building on support already
provided to netball;
Active Girls breakfasts that promote physical
activity to schoolgirls. These breakfasts
complement the government’s overall commitment
to sport and physical education in schools;
women’s participation projects that aim to
overcome barriers that restrict participation by
females in sport and active recreation; and
women in sport leadership grants that enable
women in sport to enhance their leadership skills.
The women in sport leadership grants illustrate how our
initiatives impact on the community. In the past two
years, 23 women have received grants. One recipient
pioneered a two-tier accreditation course for volunteer
ski guides in Victoria to assist skiers with a disability in
their ski school lessons. In recognition of her
achievement and contribution to the community, the
grant recipient recently won the National Australia
Bank’s National Hero Award. The woman explains that
‘the satisfaction I get from seeing the personal growth
of these skiers is what motivates me, and I love
enabling other volunteers to share my pleasure’.
Another breakthrough by this government has been the
companion card. Venues that recognise the card allow
free entry to the companions of those people with
disabilities who always require assistance to attend
many sport and recreational activities. I was heartened
to hear of how a woman recently said the companion
card had improved her life. The sports fan said she
loved attending sport events but opportunities were
limited due to having to pay for a carer to attend with
her. Now the woman enjoys watching more sport, with
the bonus that she can socialise and develop friendships
while spectating with others.
As part of the Equal First strategy for the
Commonwealth Games, the companion card will form
part of ticketing arrangements. The companion card is
one of a range of initiatives that support people with

The project began with disability awareness training at
the club. Then the club hosted come-and-try days for
people with disabilities and their families. Now the
adjacent golf course, the pistol and model aircraft clubs
have members with disabilities, and Nillumbik shire is
investing in platforms and paths to make the area more
accessible.
Under the umbrella of the Access for All Abilities
program, the government will provide more than
$3.1 million this year alone to support participation by
people with disabilities. The fact that Victorians with
disabilities participate at rates above the national
average reflects positively on our Access for All
Abilities program.
It is not surprising to find the most popular active
recreation in Victoria is walking. Walking is also one of
the easiest ways for currently inactive people to start to
gain the benefits of physical activity. The government
conducted Victoria’s first walking forum in 2001. The
outcomes have informed the development of our
government’s Healthy and Active Victoria initiative,
the details of which will be announced shortly.
We also have invested to increase active recreation
opportunities. Funding has led to improved and
extended cycle paths, while the extension of and
improvements to our state and national parks have
resulted in significant new opportunities to enjoy
physical activity in the great outdoors.
Through my portfolio, leading recreation organisations
receive support to address issues facing the sector. The
withdrawal of insurance cover in 2002 triggered a crisis
in the outdoor recreation and adventure tourism sector.
As part of the Bracks government’s response, Sport and
Recreation Victoria led the development of adventure
activity standards for the sector. Support to develop the
standards also has come from Department of
Sustainability and Environment, Department of
Education and Training, Parks Victoria and Tourism
Victoria. A total of $245 000 has been provided to
develop 17 activity standards.
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The main bodies in the sector credit these standards,
along with other insurance-related reforms undertaken
by our government, with the return of insurers willing
to service the outdoor recreation and adventure tourism
market.

Suburban community facility funding focuses on areas
of community needs such as urban growth corridors.
New and innovative community sport facilities to the
City of Casey and Cardinia shire are examples of this
focus.

The government also has committed $500 000 to
establish a new outdoor recreation house at Westerfolds
Park, beside the Yarra River in Templestowe. Sport and
Recreation Victoria, Parks Victoria and the Outdoor
Recreation Centre are working together on this project
to ensure optimum benefits are generated for the
outdoor recreation sector.

New funding for regional community sport and
recreation facilities is part of the government’s
commitment to growing the whole of Victoria. This
also extends to initiatives previously introduced to
assist rural communities, such as improved funding
ratios. In January 2000 the introduction of new funding
ratios eased the financial burden on rural communities
for new facilities and for facility upgrades. It is
estimated these revised ratios saved rural communities
in excess of $469 000 in 2004–05 for minor facility
grants. For major facility grants rural communities
would have contributed in excess of $3.7 million more
for their sport facility projects if the ratios were the
same as for metropolitan Melbourne.

3.2 Improve community sport and recreation facilities
Swimming is another highly popular form of active
recreation. Since 1999, our government has approved
funding for 85 community pool development projects
across the state. By 2007 we will have tipped in a total
of $56 million from the Community Support Fund for
community pools.
In addition to our Better Pools program, we made
election commitments where we saw obvious areas of
community need. An example was the $2.3 million to
help build a heated indoor pool in Seymour. As part of
our recent public consultation, a focus group was
conducted at the Seymour Sports and Aquatic Centre.
Data presented at the session showed, as well as a
statewide increase in participation in the 12 months up
to 2002–03, there was an even bigger lift in swimming
in north-east Victoria.
Attendees from Mitchell shire spontaneously called out:
‘That’s our pool!’. While it is improbable that one new
pool would have such an impact across a whole region,
it does reflect the enthusiasm Victorian communities
have for their local sport and recreation venues.
Since coming to office the Bracks government has
allocated funds to more than 1100 community facility
projects across the state.
This is a contribution to the community exceeding
$86.5 million.
At the last election, the Bracks government committed
$34 million from the Community Support Fund to
suburban and regional community sport and recreation
facilities.
This community facility funding is on top of the
investment the government has made in national and
international facilities right across Victoria.

In rural Victoria, projects such as the Arnold Pavilion
upgrade support sport activity that is part of the social
fabric of life. The century-old Arnold Cricket Club is
the main user of the local pavilion. The club also
encourages and promotes informal sport and recreation
pursuits. These include darts, table tennis, indoor bowls
and yoga. These activities have resulted in more casual
members than competitive members. This underscores
why rural sport facilities are such valuable social assets.
The government has invested substantially in
world-class sporting facilities not only in Melbourne
but in the suburbs and in the regions.
The development of the State Lawn Bowls Centre,
State Training Velodrome, and State Soccer Centre at
the John Cain Reserve in Thornbury is an example of
making facilities of the highest quality available in the
community.
As well as providing facilities for elite training and
competition, this venue will cater for all age groups
with programs from identifying and fostering young
athletes, through to providing the opportunity for
veterans to play and train at an international class
facility.
This development will also provide a valuable sport and
recreation asset for the community in the City of
Darebin and surrounding areas.
The development of basketball facilities in Ballarat,
Bendigo, Geelong and Traralgon for the 2006
Commonwealth Games is an example of our
commitment to bringing class facilities to regional
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Victoria for the games and for future generations to
enjoy.
Not only will these developments enable the excitement
of the 2006 Commonwealth Games to be taken to all
Victorians, it will leave a legacy within important
regional centres. These international class facilities will
be available for local and regional competitions
providing rural and regional Victorians access to
facilities of the highest quality.
3.3 Reinforce the enriching role of sport and
recreation in people’s lives
The government has listened to rural communities
suffering from the prolonged dry weather. Earlier this
year we allocated $1 million to ensure the current
country football season could proceed this season.
Under the Country Football Grounds Assistance
program we made available $500,000 for priority
projects and also reserved the same amount to assist
communities to plan for the longer term. Regional
councils and shires can now apply for funding to
undertake medium to longer term sustainable water
initiatives to improve football grounds for future
seasons.
The Country Football Grounds Assistance program
responded to issues that had been raised by rural
communities during the public consultation forums
undertaken by the parliamentary inquiry into country
football. This inquiry was instigated by the government
because we recognise the important social and sporting
functions that football, netball and cricket play in rural
areas. The final report of the inquiry is due this month,
and I look forward to receiving its recommendations.
Unfortunately, some aspects of sport clubs and
spectator behaviour damage the image of sport in the
eyes of the public. To help address this, the government
produced a User Friendly Clubs Guide to assist sporting
clubs to become more welcoming. Last year we backed
up the guide with a comprehensive set of codes of
conduct for sport that are available in 10 languages.
The government through the Department for Victorian
Communities is also working with VicSport, popular
team sports, La Trobe and Victoria universities to
develop strategies to counter poor spectator behaviour,
especially at junior sport.
3.4 Provide opportunities for all Victorians while
maintaining the state’s advantage in major events
and elite performance
By 2007 the government will have committed an
additional $4.3 million to state sporting associations
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and regional sports assemblies. This boost is to improve
the capacity of these organisations to service Victorian
communities.
The Victorian Softball Association’s regional
development program is an example of improved
service delivery that is helping lift the standard of
softball. Initiatives include the provision of junior
regional academies to targeted areas, administration
training and accredited coaching courses. The
long-term aim is to educate local participants and make
them self-sufficient in softball.
We also recognise that if Victoria is to maintain its
track record in regards to elite performance, expanded
development pathways are needed. Therefore the
government has established — through the Victorian
Institute of Sport — a network of regional sport
academies. This initiative has led to the WestVic Sports
Academy being established at Ballarat last year, with
financial support also earmarked to create an academy
in Warrnambool. These academies bolster the network
of successful academies in Bendigo and Gippsland.
Due to our backing, all the academies for the first time
will receive financial support through the Victorian
Institute of Sport, on top of existing coaching and other
technical support.
The potential of major sporting events to provide
significant tourism and economic benefits was
recognised by a previous Labor government when it
established the Melbourne Major Events Corporation.
The Bracks government has built on this initiative by
broadening the focus to renowned Victorian Major
Events Company. The World Hot Air Balloon
Championship held recently in Mildura is estimated to
have had a $7 million positive economic impact on the
Mildura region and shows the success of this broader
focus.
The government introduced the Major Events Cap to
provide for prudent management and transparency in
event attraction. The success of the 2004 Track Cycling
World Championships, the attraction of the World
Artistic Gymnastics Championships in 2005, World
Lifesaving Championships in 2006 and the 2007 World
Swimming Championships, sustains our reputation as
the leading State for events.
Our broadened focus includes mass-participation
events. The 2002 World Masters Games and the
Deaflympic Games are examples. They highlight
participation in sport and recreation by people of all
abilities, ages and from all walks of life. As the World
Masters Games did, so too will the Deaflympics next
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January promote new role models that encourage a
broader range of sport participation.
4. 2006 Commonwealth Games and Victoria’s
sporting community
The 2006 Commonwealth Games will be a wonderful
event for Victoria.
The 71 competing nations represent a third of the
world’s population in a celebration of elite athletes
striving for their best. Our links encompass our shared
history, language and values.
Our government is eager to maximise community
involvement in the games.
We are rolling out a range of policy initiatives across a
number of portfolios. These include sport, education,
the environment, business, tourism, physical activity
and social inclusion. These initiatives will fulfil our aim
of harnessing community involvement in the games,
whether it be taking part in local sport activities at
school, or celebrating the progress of the Queen’s baton
relay.
Community events, themed around the games, will
encourage people to try different sports including
emerging sports.
State sporting associations and local clubs will act as
activity coordinators, with a hotline to help convert
interest into ongoing involvement at club level.
Games volunteers will have the opportunity to develop
their skills in areas of coaching, officiating and
administration. This will directly benefit local sports
clubs and associations that will offer ongoing avenues
for 15 000 individuals with demonstrated volunteering
capacity to remain involved.
The 2006 Commonwealth Games will deliver ongoing
benefits to Victorians through improved infrastructure.
From the Melbourne Cricket Ground to the Wellsford
Rifle Range in Bendigo, and from the Melbourne
Sports and Aquatic Centre to the state mountain bike
course in Lysterfield, Victoria’s sport venues are set to
scale new highs. Each venue has strong long-term
viability and high levels of local community use.
The games will generate new opportunities for sport
organisations to harness skills and renew levels of
community involvement in sport and active recreation
in Victoria. In short, our government is committed to
maximising benefits for grassroots sport through
hosting of the 2006 Commonwealth Games.
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5. A vision for the future
Development of a mass participation legacy is a major
component of the government’s aspirations for
Victorian communities that are strong, active and
confident.
We have set four goals for sport and recreation in
Victoria to the end of this decade. These goals are:
a culture of inclusiveness and participation in
Victoria;
access to sustainable activities and facilities in all
communities;
a cooperative approach to improve service delivery
across the sector; and
a leading sport and recreation sector providing
opportunities for all Victorians to achieve their goals.
These goals were set out in Sport and Recreation
2005–10: A Discussion Paper and feedback from the
community indicates they have broad sector support.
While the Bracks government is proud of its
achievements over the past five years, Australia overall
is still shy of the top grade in terms of mass
participation in sport and active recreation. Earlier I
referred to the UK strategic plan and how it identified
Australia as the world leader in sport development. The
same report identifies that other countries lead the
world in regard to mass participation in sport and active
recreation. Our vision is for Victoria to adopt the
strategies used by benchmark countries.
The achievement of very high levels of mass
participation in sport and active recreation will require
new and innovative approaches delivered through
partnerships between government and the community.
We started this process at the last election by
committing $20 million for our Healthy and Active
Victoria initiative which encourages greater
involvement in physical activity by people of all ages
and abilities. Our strategy also will promote healthy
eating and increased community engagement. On top of
an initial awareness-raising campaign, we will support
community-based activity programs for groups
currently under-represented in physical activity
participation.
In recent months the government has been holding
discussions with the community about actions it can
take to advance partnerships that will help us achieve
the goals set out in the discussion paper. These
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conversations will inform the actions in our strategic
plan for sport and recreation.
Some major issues raised by the community warrant
immediate action. These are:
greater support for sport and recreation volunteers
and the volunteer sector;
establishment of an ethical framework for sport
and recreation;
making it easier for philanthropic bodies to support
community sport and recreation; and
recognising that it is the right of all Victorians to
have access to quality sport and recreation
opportunities.
Volunteering underpins sport and recreation. Each year
around 340 000 Victorians voluntarily provide their
time and services to sport and recreation activities. The
extent to which the whole conduct of sport and
recreation relies on volunteers is illustrated by the fact
that for every person employed as an administrator in
the sector, there are another five administrators who are
volunteers. This reliance on volunteers extends to
events. For example, during the 2006 Commonwealth
Games 95 per cent of the work force will be volunteers.
The government is developing initiatives to support
volunteering in Victoria through its volunteering and
community enterprise strategy. Details of this support
for all volunteers, including those in sport and
recreation will be announced by the Minister for
Victorian Communities over the coming months.
There are unfortunately aspects of sport and recreation
that are inconsistent with broad community
expectations. These issues range from the use of
performance-enhancing drugs at the elite level and in
community gyms, to issues of harassment, vilification
or other prejudice, through to health, safety and
fairness. While a number of initiatives to tackle these
issues are being developed, it is clear there is a role for
government to initiate a comprehensive ethical
framework for sport and recreation in Victoria.
Another immediate issue identified from our
community consultations is that the philanthropic sector
is substantially missing as a partner in community sport
and recreation.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister’s time
has expired.

Tuesday, 14 September 2004

Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I move:
That the Council take note of the ministerial statement.

In so doing I welcome the statement made by the
minister to this house. It is an interesting situation in
that we have four ministers anxious to provide
statements to the house this week when the record is
three ministerial statements previously over five years.
One cannot help but believe this is filibustering because
the government’s legislative program is simply not in
place for this week, despite the fact that we return to
this place after three months and at the end of this week
do not come back for another two weeks.
That, as was indicated in debate earlier today, is
unfortunate. Nonetheless this ministerial statement at
least establishes for the house the importance of the
sport and recreation portfolio in our community. It
certainly records a number of initiatives and policies of
the government that are worthy of consideration by this
house and more broadly by the community. By and
large I do not take issue with much that is in the
statement on this occasion. Many of the initiatives the
minister has outlined are ones that enjoy the support of
the Liberal Party. Indeed a number of those initiatives
are continuing initiatives that have enjoyed bipartisan
support, initiatives that have continued and been
strongly supported and encouraged by governments of
both persuasions over a good many years.
In that context I take umbrage at one particular phrase
in the ministerial statement which suggests that the
minister has somehow dedicated the government to
some sort of renewed commitment to sport and
recreation after years of neglect.
I defy the minister to demonstrate a neglect in this
sector under the previous government because it
certainly did not happen: there is absolutely no
evidence of neglect. Many of the programs that the
minister now takes credit for are programs and projects
that were in the planning stages under the previous
government. As I said, the area of sport and recreation
enjoys strong support from both sides of the house, and
so it should because as the ministerial statement
outlines, and I concur, there are very significant
benefits to Victoria from a sport and recreation policy
that encourages more Victorians to participate in sport
and physical activity, and that enables Victoria to
capitalise on its strengths in this sector.
As the ministerial statement correctly outlines, Victoria
enjoys some of the most fantastic sports facilities in the
world. It has a collection of sports facilities that are by
and large second to none anywhere in the world. They
are outstanding facilities that are appreciated by athletes
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and sports people and certainly facilities that are also
appreciated not just by Melburnians or Victorians who
attend sports events but by the many interstate and
international tourists who come to witness sporting
events in this state.
There are the older, traditional venues like the
Melbourne Cricket Ground, and in terms of racing
which is a different portfolio to sport and recreation but
nevertheless is certainly an interest of many people and
a sport in its own right, Flemington is a
world-renowned venue. The tennis centre is also a
world-renowned facility. Those venues attract many
international tourists.
Since taking over the position of shadow to the sport
and recreation minister I have been to a number of
international events involving rugby and soccer in
particular, and it is interesting to note just how many
international tourists come to follow international sides.
They come to the Melbourne venues and are very
complimentary about just how good the facilities are in
this state.
Quite apart from the significant economic contribution
in the sport and recreation area, it is also important to
recognise the advantages to individuals in terms of
health — and the minister’s statement partly touched on
this but perhaps did not go quite far enough. There is no
doubt that as a community we are becoming
increasingly alarmed at the levels of obesity,
particularly among children, because the indications are
that children who do not have correct diet and exercise
patterns at an early age are likely to suffer a wide range
of medical conditions in years to come, and clearly
prevention is far more preferable to cure. It is also much
cheaper in the long run for our community, and we
need to address that in terms of people’s health.
But of greater importance is the need to consider the
importance of sport in terms of achieving social
cohesion and in terms of allowing people to develop as
individuals and establish their own skills and abilities to
relate and work with other people. I was fascinated to
see a piece of work by Les Twentyman, the social
worker in the western suburbs, who looked at the cases
of 600 young people who had been through our courts.
Of those 600 people, only 1 had been involved in
organised sport. That is a startling statistic. It is
something that when you stop and think about it makes
a lot of sense, but it is a startling statistic to think that
only one of those young people had ended up on the
wrong side of the law after having a positive experience
of a sporting organisation.
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When you stop and think about the work that sports
organisations — and the volunteers that the minister
spoke about — have provided to young people that has
enabled them to find their way and perhaps deal with
some of the challenges of the early adolescent years, I
think it is a very strong endorsement of why
governments ought to invest heavily in sport and
recognise the importance of sport.
In that context, I am quite concerned — and I hope that
the minister shares my concern — about some pressure
within the education department for sport and physical
education to be marginalised, or minimised if you like,
in the sports curriculum. That is a very clear move
despite evidence of the importance of sport and
physical and recreation in schools. The Moneghetti
report was produced by the previous government, and I
would dare to say it led to some of the very strong
participation rates that the minister claimed as being an
achievement of the government in this current period.
Many of those relate back to initiatives that were taken
in schools and by the previous government from the
Moneghetti report.
I would hate to see us go back on those advances at this
time. I hope the minister is very persuasive with his
ministerial colleagues for a continuation of sport and
physical recreation opportunities in schools and will
argue for increased resources and support for teachers
providing those services, because, as the minister has
indicated in terms of the benefits of sport, I believe we
build stronger and healthier communities and indeed,
stronger and healthier individuals, much greater social
cohesion and of course gain significant economic
benefits over the state from our sports programs.
In terms of the discussion paper that the minister has
put out looking at the years 2005 to 2010 and the
opportunities to capitalise on the Commonwealth
Games, I think that is a good and important process. It
is a process that is supported by the opposition and
could have some very good outcomes if the minister
and the government are genuine about accessing those
opportunities and encouraging people to recognise that
the Commonwealth Games is not simply about elite
sportsmanship and elite sports, but is also about getting
people involved and demonstrating that many people
can play sports at all levels, that they can enjoy them
and make friends for life, and that they can improve
their physical health and so forth. That is a very good
objective and I hope that the minister is as strongly
committed to that process as he suggested in the
ministerial statement today.
In that context I am also interested to note the
government’s reticence on previous occasions about
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calls from the Honourable Denis Napthine in another
place and me, from, I believe, some of my other
colleagues and also from The Nationals who share the
concern that this minister established an inquiry by the
all-party parliamentary committee on regional
development into country football and its importance in
country areas.

meeting any of the elite athletes that I have had the
opportunity to meet. It is terrific to meet people who
have actually stood on the gate at a football ground or
stood at a canteen for a netball team or been out there as
trainers or coaches — or indeed, who have just driven
young kids to their sports fixtures. It is something that
you applaud, because it is a wonderful thing.

While we recognise the importance of country football
to many towns, I and my colleagues were perplexed to
find that the minister stopped at country football and
did not recognise that sports were also important in
terms of the identity and the economic and social
benefits of a range of other sports in those country
towns, particularly sports like netball, tennis, basketball,
swimming, athletics and soccer. A range of sports are
available, and in some regional and country centres
there are very strong and formidable teams playing all
sorts of sports like volleyball, hockey and so forth.
Sport is not limited to country football, and I was quite
perplexed that the government and particularly the
minister chose to focus the inquiry solely on country
football rather than on a range of sports. It certainly did
not recognise, I think, changing community attitudes to
sport.

Hon. P. R. Hall — There are some real characters,
too.

One of the interesting things about participation rates,
which the minister has talked about in the ministerial
statement, is that those participation rates in many cases
have increased, particularly because of the greater
access of women to a wider range of sports. We now
have a regular and substantial football competition for
women. I recently attended a state league soccer grand
final for women’s soccer teams. Those opportunities for
young women to participate in a wider range of sports
than the traditional sports of, say, netball, tennis and
swimming, for the sake of argument, have been a key
factor in why many more young women have chosen to
continue playing sport for a longer period.
It stands to reason that if you are not particularly good
at netball, then you drop out if that is the only thing that
is available. But indeed if you have other options and
other ways of using your sports skills, you are more
likely to continue participating in sport. I do not think
that inquiry process was helpful to that trend and to the
ongoing increased participation of people in country
Victoria, particularly of women, in sports opportunities.
As shadow minister I have certainly appreciated the
opportunity to move around many sports organisations,
and like the minister, I have a great deal of admiration
for the many volunteers involved in the ‘sports’
industry. Indeed I get as much of a buzz — perhaps
more of a buzz — out of meeting some of those people
who are volunteers for sports organisations as I do from

Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — There are some real
characters, but there are some people who just
genuinely believe in and love other people, and
particularly love their sport. They are tremendous
people, and I appreciate that.
I have had an opportunity to visit the Victorian Institute
of Sport. The minister might not have known that,
otherwise he might have stopped me. I thought that that
was an outstanding facility, which I think will underpin
the development of a wide range of sports in this state
and will assist many athletes in many ways — from
sports medicine right through to coaching programs as
well as mentoring — in their sports careers. I think that
is outstanding. The only thing that concerned me was
that Collingwood was part of the facility, and as a
Melbourne supporter I think that is outrageous!
I was impressed by many of the things in the ministerial
statement, which, as I said, are things the opposition has
no difficulty in supporting because in many cases they
were things that we had a commitment to at an earlier
stage. What I was a little surprised about was the fact
that perhaps the minister did not make comment on the
need for further commitments in the areas of basketball,
rugby and soccer, in particular.
I notice that Victoria for the first time will next year
only have one team competing in the National
Basketball League, and that is a most unfortunate
position because Victoria has so many very keen and
skilled basketballers running around in junior ranks.
Obviously their opportunity to participate at the highest
level of their sport is important in keeping those kids in
and getting them to move through their particular sport.
It is no surprise to me that perhaps the best player in the
Australian Olympic team — and to some people, the
surprise packet — was one of the youngest people on
the roster.
I think one of the problems with basketball in Australia
is that a few too many people have been shuffling
around the courts a little too long — therefore, the
public has lost a lot of interest in basketball, and
therefore, the sponsorship has gone. I think the sport
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really needs a bit of an overhaul, and perhaps the
minister ought to look at that. He certainly ought to be
supportive of the initiative to bring a new rugby team to
Melbourne, and indeed for the national soccer
opportunity that presents with a couple of Victorian
consortiums bidding for that.
I note in a document produced by G21, the Geelong
regional organisation, that it has a sports initiative
which includes a sports advancement model based on
the Victorian Institute of Sport. I also note that some
similar academies in other parts of the state are touched
on in the ministerial statement. They are welcome and
ought to be encouraged at every opportunity by the
minister.
I think the government currently has fallen short of its
commitment on cycling tracks, despite the fact they
were mentioned in the ministerial statement. I hope the
minister will work with the Minister for Transport on
ensuring that cycling track provision is improved.
I also think that many organisations are looking for
greater consistency and transparency in funding. I refer
particularly to netballers in the Ballarat area and to
some sportspeople involved with hockey and so forth in
Mornington, who are perplexed as to why they were
encouraged to apply for funding but missed out.
I am concerned about seating at the netball and hockey
stadium. I am also concerned about parking at that
particular venue, as well as seating at the Bob Jane
soccer stadium as we move forward with those sports.
The rowing centre at Nagambie might well attract some
attention from the minister, because there is a need for
further improvement of that facility, outstanding as it is
at this time.
The minister might well also spend some time with his
ministerial colleague the Minister for Local
Government. I am trying to encourage some of the local
government authorities to share our enthusiasm and
commitment to the development of sports facilities,
particularly affordable sports facilities in their
communities. Because I certainly hear back, as no
doubt the minister would, from a number of sports that
a user-pays mentality is making it very difficult for
people in certain sports, particularly sports like
basketball, compared to other sports which seem to get
a greater share of council resources.
I am particularly keen to see the minister continue to
expand opportunities for women in sport. I guess one of
the areas that interests me in terms of him touching on
philanthropic support for sport is the need to encourage
more corporates to sponsor women’s sport. As an
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ex-marketing person, I cannot understand why many
more companies do not see the value of sponsoring
women’s sport, and I hope we will see a change in
attitudes on that in the near future.
I also see that the government needs to do a lot more to
develop volunteers and to increase the support for
volunteers in our community. I commend the
ministerial statement to the house.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — I, too, welcome
the opportunity to have a bit of a yarn about sport and
recreation in the chamber this evening.
I reckon being the Minister for Sport and Recreation is
just about the best job you could ever get as a member
of Parliament. I am sure the Honourable Justin Madden
has enjoyed his time as Minister for Sport and
Recreation. I noted that a couple of weeks ago he was
over watching the Olympic Games, and that a couple of
years ago he was in Manchester at the previous
Commonwealth Games, and he will probably go to the
AFL Grand Final in a couple of weeks when the rest of
us cannot get tickets. When I pick up the sport and
recreation magazine that I read regularly, there is the
minister out bike riding or playing basketball with
people, or jumping hurdles, or having breakfast with
good-looking girls. He does very well, and I envy him
in his position as Minister for Sport and Recreation.
With Victorians’ fervour for sport you could hardly go
wrong as Minister for Sport and Recreation. We are all
pretty good sports here in Victoria, so even if you do
muck up from time to time then usually, as good sports,
we excuse people for their inadequacies. I know the
minister has had a few goes at trying to muck things up
at times, but we have usually made some allowances
for that, and he has got by all right.
It is interesting that about a month ago somebody asked
me, ‘What are the most common subjects that people
raise with you as a member of Parliament?’. My answer
was, ‘First of all the weather, and secondly, the footy’,
and then political issues.
I guess that typifies the nature of some of us here in
Victoria. I do not know whether it is true all around the
world. Weather, of course, is a common issue,
especially in country Victoria where we are always
concerned about it because our fortunes are so often
dictated by the climate at any particular time. But
football is also a very common subject. People ask
about their local footy results and also about Carlton,
knowing my history with Carlton when I think we beat
Melbourne, and Essendon, then Collingwood towards

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
66

COUNCIL

the end of the year. That generated a fair bit of interest
in football.
Another thing I want to say before I comment on some
of the aspects of this ministerial statement is that this is
the first sport and recreation document I have ever read
where I have not been able to find a photograph of the
minister himself.
Mr Smith — He slipped up.
Hon. P. R. HALL — He did slip up. Even his
leader, the Minister for Consumer Affairs, managed to
get his photograph on his ministerial statement on
consumer affairs. The minister is slipping. There are
photographs on the front and back cover of this
statement, but I cannot see a photograph of himself.
The statement is typically a brag sheet. It has all the
usual rhetoric and platitudes that we are used to, but
once again I am not going to bag the minister for that. It
is his right; he is the minister and a member of the
government. It is his right to talk about all the good and
positive things that are happening in his portfolio areas.
But it is also important for us, as people who read it, to
look deeper than just what is said in the document and
to look at what is not said as well, because there are
some things that are not said in the document which we
need to comment on. I hope to get to those during my
brief contribution tonight.
In the introduction to the document we read:
Our state is home to five of the six most significant annual
sport events held in Australia ...

I agree; we are very lucky here in Victoria to have
events like the Australian Football League Grand Final,
the Australian Open Tennis, the annual Test cricket
match starting on Boxing Day, and now we also have
the Australian Formula One Grand Prix — a fabulous
event brought to Victoria by the previous Liberal
government and continued by the current government.
My guess is that the sixth one, which is missing, would
be the Australian Open Golf. Mr Smith would know
that. Was that the sixth one that we missed out on? The
Australian Open Golf is not regularly held here in
Victoria. I think that is the sixth of the major events,
and that is perhaps a challenge for the minister to work
on to try to make Victoria a permanent home for the
Australian Open Golf.
When I think of those events it reminds me how
important sports tourism is to Victoria. We do it well by
having major events and bringing tourism to Victoria.
We also do it well when we have major sporting events
in country Victoria as well. I notice that my colleague
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the Honourable Barry Bishop, who was here a minute
ago, was thrilled to have the hot-air balloon world
championship up in Mildura recently. I know the
Victorian government had a role in bringing that to the
area, and it does generate a lot of tourism for country
Victoria when events of that sort are able to be staged
outside of Melbourne. So I would encourage the
government to continue with that program of attracting
major sporting events to places other than Melbourne
so that all of Victoria can share in the tourism rewards
that major sports events bring.
The statement also talks about the completion of the
new stand at the Melbourne Cricket Ground (MCG). I
tried it out the other week when I went to watch the
Melbourne versus Essendon football game. It is pretty
high when you get up to the top! I am sure that is going
to be a fine acquisition for the MCG once it is
completed. It is interesting that the statement says it
includes ‘technologies that improve the ecological
sustainability of the ground’. I am not sure exactly what
that means. I would welcome the minister elaborating
on or saying whether it is just some rhetoric and
platitudes. How a new stand is going to improve the
ecological sustainability of the ground, I am not too
sure.
That reminds me: the minister makes comments about
that stand, but did the government not knock back a
$90 million offer from the federal government to help
in its construction? If my memory is correct, there was
$90 million that Victoria could have saved if the
government had accepted the federal government’s
offer to assist with the completion of the stand.
The statement also mentions the success of Victorians
at the Athens Olympic Games, and I want to take this
opportunity too to extend my heartiest congratulations
to all those Victorians who competed in the recent
games in Athens. I certainly think their efforts did
themselves, their families, their sports and the state of
Victoria proud. We all like to claim a little interest in
the people who competed in the Athens Olympic
Games. We had a gold medallist in Drew Ginn, who
teamed up with James Tomkins to win a gold medal in
a rowing event. We also had Belinda Snell, who did
particularly well as part of the silver medal winning
team in the women’s basketball. My mum claimed
Chantelle Newbury as one of hers, even though
Chantelle comes from Queensland. She taught her at
kindergarten so she reckons she is one of her girls. She
was delighted that she picked up two medals in the
diving events.
An honourable member — I thought she was from
Castlemaine.
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Hon. P. R. HALL — Castlemaine. Yes. We all like
to feel part of that, and I say to all those athletes who
competed so well at the Olympic Games, ‘Well done
on your efforts, you did yourselves and Victoria proud’.
The statement goes on to talk about the focus on
community sport and recreation, and what the Bracks
government is doing ‘after years of neglect’. I find
those sorts of comments unnecessary in a statement of
this type, because I believe that sport and recreation
under all previous governments has done pretty well. I
think all governments recognise the importance of sport
and recreation and have ensured that sufficient effort
has been dedicated towards it for all of us to benefit
from it. So I think those sorts of comments are a bit
unnecessary in a ministerial statement.
I note also that the minister talks about the participation
rate in some sports and comments on the benefits of
walking and says that walking is ‘the most popular
active recreation in Victoria’. The statement says:
The government conducted Victoria’s first walking forum in
2001. The outcomes have informed the development of our
government’s Healthy and Active Victoria initiative, the
details of which will be announced shortly.

That is great, but here we are talking about a forum that
was held in 2001, yet three years later the outcomes
have still not been put into action. There is room for
improvement in respect to that. It also talks about
cycling and cycle paths. Deputy President, I know of
your interest in cycling and that you would be a strong
supporter of the extensions of cycle paths throughout all
areas of Victoria, not just its capital city. I am too; I
think it is a great initiative and that it is important for
the safety of people, particularly young children, that
we have as many dedicated cycle paths as possible.
Generally I welcome it, but there are a few glaring
examples where cycle paths simply do not work. I have
a unit in Balwyn, and the cycle path up and down
Balwyn Road from Doncaster Road to Whitehorse
Road or Mont Albert Road is all up and down hills.
They are big hills too. The dedicated cycle path on each
side of the road limits the road to one lane each way.
Cars have difficulty turning and of all the times I have
ever been on that road I have never ever once seen a
cyclist using those bicycle paths. So there is a place for
them, but we have to think about that. Balwyn Road is
one where I reckon the government should go back and
have a look at it again. The paths are not practical, they
are not used and I think that they are more of a safety
issue than before, particularly with traffic. There are
some areas that need looking at again.
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The ministerial statement also talks about the problems
associated with insurance with respect to outdoor
recreation and adventure tourism sectors. I would like
to inform the house that just yesterday I was up at
Merrijig visiting some of the people involved in
outdoor recreation adventures. Some of the people I
met were Michael and Sally Watson who run
Adventure Tourism Company, Charlie Lovick and
Bruce McCormack — all very good people who
combine horseriding with cattle mustering and so on in
those areas. It was pleasing to learn from Michael and
Sally that they used to pay $6000 for public liability
insurance. During the time of that issue their premium
crept up to $36 000. It is now back to $12 000 because
of the efforts they have made to secure appropriate
insurance for their business and the accreditation
process that they have gone through. I was pleased to
learn that some of those people involved in outdoor
recreation are now able to secure some reasonably
priced insurance if they can demonstrate they are
accredited and have appropriate business plans
accepted by the insurance companies.
The ministerial statement talks to some degree about
how the Community Support Fund is being used to
fund a whole range of programs through sport and
recreation. We welcome that because the Community
Support Fund if my memory is correct was established
under the previous government, and it has been an
important source of funding. Better pools, minor and
major facilities grants and all those things are
mentioned in the ministerial statement.
But I think there are some concerns. I know my
colleague the Honourable Damian Drum in the past has
used the opportunity of the forum of this house to raise
issues about minor and major facility grants, making
comparisons over the past couple of years. It is true that
in the last 12 months country Victoria suffered a
37 per cent decrease in minor facility grants programs. I
know the minister argues that when you combine the
major and the minor facility grants programs there has
been no reduction. I am not sure if that is true, but one
thing is for sure: the amount dedicated to minor
facilities grants has decreased for country Victoria over
the last two years. If we are talking about improving
mass participation in sport, which is what the minister
focused on at the end of the statement, then I claim that
minor facilities grants are important particularly for
country municipalities to provide those little extra
things that encourage more people to get involved with
sport. I note that the major facilities are also an
important program, but I think both of them should be
maintained in real terms. I am not sure if that has been
the case over the last couple of years.
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I want to go to some of the issues that were not
covered. The Honourable Bruce Atkinson spoke about
country football and how he was a little disappointed
that football and not some other sport in country
Victoria was singled out for consideration by the
parliamentary committee. Country football has some
challenges ahead, but the most successful country
football clubs that I come across now are not only
football clubs but more often they combine football and
netball clubs. If you are running two or three football
teams and two or three netball teams, then it is logical
that they provide that social connection in the local
town, because the boys and the girls get together and
enjoy their sport. A couple of weeks ago, I stayed
overnight at Omeo on a Thursday night. They were
preparing for the grand final of the Omeo and district
footy league. I happened to wander up to the ground
and have a kick with the fellows.
An honourable member interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — I did not take them a cray, but
I enjoyed having a kick with them. I also went into the
club rooms and had a beer with the girls. The netball
girls had won their grand final the week before so their
season was over.
Hon. J. M. Madden interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — I like going out and mixing
with some of those clubs, as you can imagine. It was a
good night, but it reminded me how important it is to
have both women’s and men’s sports as one. They are
the most successful clubs. Mind you, they lost the grand
final. The girls won, but the boys lost the grand final the
Saturday after my visit there.
While talking about a grand final, I need to mention
that many of us who live in country Victoria were
really disappointed this year that because of the
ticketing arrangements Australian Football League
(AFL) members living in country Victoria had to come
to — in Gippsland’s case — Dandenong if they wanted
to queue up for grand final tickets. The limitations this
year were applied by the ticketing distribution
company — Ticketek. They closed many outlets in
country Victoria. That meant that, for example, for
Gippsland members the nearest outlet was Dandenong.
So two ladies from Omeo and Traralgon who had been
to the AFL grand final every year for about 40 years
had to go to Dandenong to line up for their tickets
instead of going to their local Ticketek outlet. I say to
the minister that is an issue that needs to be addressed.
The government should have a role in its association
with the AFL to try and expand the outlets for grand
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final ticket sales so that country Victorians have an
equal chance of getting hold of them.
There is also an absence of comment in this ministerial
statement about some of the ongoing insurance issues
for sporting clubs. The issue of liabilities that directors
of clubs still have to accept is of concern and actively
deters some people from participating in the
administration of sport. That issue needs to be looked
into.
Perhaps the last thing I want to talk about is our role
collectively as members of Parliament in setting an
example by participating in sport ourselves. This
document is all about community participation. If
governments and parliaments are trying to encourage
people to participate, they should set the example
themselves. We need to look at just this place in which
we work to see what is being done. Given the way we
restructure our work we would probably have the least
opportunity and the poorest facilities to encourage any
of us to participate in a sporting activity.
I dare say that very few people have actually ever been
in the gym in this place or used that facility. We are not
encouraged to do so because of the poor quality of the
facility we have here. Nor is there a local swimming
pool that members of Parliament could have access to
during their breaks in the parliamentary session. I have
only ever swum once during a break in a sitting, and I
had to go to the Melbourne Sports and Aquatic Centre
to do that. The way that we timetable our business in
this house and the lack of facilities around this place
limit our personal participation in sport and recreation,
which needs to be encouraged.
If the Minister for Small Business, who has just walked
in, wants to come jogging with me one night — I try to
at least go for a jog every week — I would welcome
that. Not too many of us get out and even have a walk
during some of the breaks — or a run. If we are seeking
to encourage community participation in sport and
recreation we all have some responsibility to set the
example. We have to make sure that we are not sitting
on Friday so that some of us can get back to our
electorates in time to join with some of our local
constituents in their traditional weekend sports.
It is a great topic to talk about. As I said, I think the
minister has the best job in this Parliament. But I put on
record tonight some of the issues that we still need to
work on. As the minister concedes in his statement,
some work still needs to be done in this particular area.
I am pleased to say that the opposition and The
Nationals will join the government in promoting sport
and recreation here in Victoria because we understand
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and know only too well that it is in our collective best
interests to do so.
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) — I
am pleased to rise to make a contribution to debate on
and support the statement made by the Minister for
Sport and Recreation. I also take this opportunity to
congratulate the minister on the excellent job that he
has done as Minister for Sport and Recreation since
coming to office in 1999. Sport and recreation has been
a real priority for the Bracks Labor government. We
recognised that there had been neglect of community
sport and recreation during the term of the previous
government.
One of our goals or aims was to ensure that we put in
the necessary support as well as allocating the
necessary funds to improve and increase participation
in sport at all levels and in recreation. It is not about
promoting and supporting just our elite sports people,
which we Victorians are very enthusiastic about. That is
particularly so at times like this when we have been
following the Olympic Games very closely.
As Australians and Victorians we did very well, and we
are very proud of the results that our athletes achieved
in those sports. It was not just watching it on the telly
that gave you an understanding of the sense of pride
that Australians have but also things like the parade that
we had through the city to welcome back the athletes
and to show them the city’s support for and recognition
of their fantastic achievements.
At lunch time that day I was attending another function
at the town hall to do with population and migration.
Fortunately I was there just as the parade began. As the
athletes made their way down Swanston Street you
could see people coming from far and wide to gather at
the barriers. It was very slow progress for the athletes
coming down because so many people wanted to talk to
them, get their autographs and take the opportunity to
congratulate them.
We would not have had the sort of success we did have
at the very pinnacle of sporting achievement if it had
not been for the support that we as a government and
community give to our sporting facilities — to
maintaining sports facilities and building new ones —
and supporting our athletes. That is certainly something
that the Bracks government has been instrumental in
doing and will continue to do, particularly as we move
towards the 2006 Commonwealth Games, which we
are all looking forward to very much and know will be
a terrific success.
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That is not what sport and recreation is all about. It is
about increasing participation and having as many
people as possible involved in and participating in our
sports and taking advantage of our recreational
facilities. That is something that the government and
the Minister for Sport and Recreation in particular have
worked very hard to achieve. Outlined in the ministerial
statement are some of the results of the work that has
been done by the Bracks Labor government and the
minister.
Members can see the very significant increase in the
number of people participating in community sports
and at all levels of sport, whether they be men, women
or young people. Victoria is well above the Australian
average, leading the other states in the level of
participation of people in sport in this state. That is very
much due to the emphasis that the government has put
on that participation and the sorts of initiatives and
programs that the minister and the government have put
in place.
They go to a whole range of areas. Our focus has been
very much on ensuring greater access to opportunities
for participation as well as for people to be spectators at
the many sporting events that we conduct in this state.
Our focus has been very much on improving grassroots
sport as well as recreational facilities and really
enriching and reinforcing the role that sport and
recreation plays in people’s lives and recognising that a
sporting club and facility can be a real hub in a
community. It can be where a lot of community
enhancement and support takes place, and it has a lot to
do with things other than the sporting activity taking
place. That has been our focus. We have wanted very
much that Victorians be able to participate in a whole
range of various sports and recreational activities as
well as cultural affairs.
We have been very keen to ensure that women increase
their participation in sport. Women might participate in
organised sports in school when they are girls or young
women, but through those adolescent years and into
young adulthood women tend to not continue their
participation; they tend to drop out of sporting clubs
and activities. One of the things that we have been very
keen to do is introduce a range of initiatives that will
ensure that women continue to participate in sport and
that we keep particularly our young women and girls
encouraged and engaged in sport. The statement goes
into the detail of some of those initiatives that the
government has taken that have worked so well.
I mention other areas briefly. One is participation of
people from culturally and linguistically diverse
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backgrounds. Often that group of people can be
difficult to engage.
Mr Smith interjected.
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA — My parliamentary
colleague Mr Smith says soccer. We have looked at
soccer and built a range of initiatives around soccer that
will see young boys from culturally and linguistically
diverse backgrounds participating in a range of soccer
events. We are examining closely the way we can use
the model we have put in place around soccer. We want
to use it to encourage the participation of people from
the whole community in other sporting events. We have
made sure that information about things that are
happening, initiatives that are being taken and programs
that are being put in place by the government in sport
and recreation is made available in languages other than
English.
People with disabilities is another area where I am
really pleased to be able to say something about the
initiatives the government and the minister have taken
to ensure that people with disabilities have the
opportunity to try out a range of different sports
depending upon their disability. A range of clubs have
hosted programs that have given people with a
disability the opportunity to participate in a range of
sports. Again what we see is an increase in the level of
participation in sport and recreation by people who
have disabilities. As with other areas of sport and
recreation, the level of people with disabilities
participating in Victoria is higher than the national
average and higher than in other states.
This is a really important statement. It is a statement
that gives a lot of detail about the initiatives, programs
and aims our government has in promoting sport. It also
sets out our future direction, as well as giving a whole
range of detail about the money that is being spent not
only in metropolitan Melbourne but also in rural and
regional areas. I am very pleased to have been able to
make a contribution to the debate. I again congratulate
the minister, and I commend the statement to the house.
Motion agreed to.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

ADJOURNMENT
The PRESIDENT — Order! The question is:
That the house do now adjourn.
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Hume: Sunbury separation
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — Last night I was
at a very well-attended meeting in Sunbury where local
residents expressed to the Hume city councillors their
desire to form a separate Sunbury municipality. I
address this concern to the Minister for Local
Government.
Hume City Council and the Hume Leader newspaper
conducted a poll of Sunbury residents to test the water,
so to speak, and found that an overwhelming 80 per
cent of the respondents want Sunbury to be a council in
its own right. It was interesting to listen to various
Hume councillors put their view on the outcome of the
poll, with the final outcome being a statement by the
mayor of Hume promising he would take the concern
of the Sunbury residents to the minister. I hope he
follows through on that commitment.
The action I seek from the minister is the appointment
of an independent panel similar to that which
investigated the Delatite shire, which eventually led to
the creation of the municipalities of Benalla and
Mansfield. Such a panel will clearly spell out for all to
see the benefits and costs of separation.
Local government was restructured 10 years ago, and
nobody in the industry except Labor ex-councillors
believed that restructure was not necessary. As with all
major changes, some mistakes were made, and that is
why we see amendments to previous legislation. The
Liberal Party gives a commitment that if a minister has
taken no action on this very important issue before the
2006 election a Doyle government will proceed with
the action I have asked the minister to implement.
In 1999 the then Labor candidate for the area promised
that the minister would have a look at the issue of the
Hume City Council. Here we are four years later and
this burning issue has become a sore. I believe the
Sunbury residents desire to move forward. The action I
seek is for the minister to appoint an independent panel
to have a look at this problem of the separation of
Sunbury from the Hume City Council.

Glen Eira: ratepayers association
Mr PULLEN (Higinbotham) — It is with regret
that I have to again raise in this house the activities of
the Ratepayers Association of Glen Eira (RAGE). I
received a letter from Ursula Rembach, which reads in
part as follows:
As you know I have been concerned about this seemingly
clandestine organisation for some time now.
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In February I applied for membership, as should be my right
being a ratepayer in Glen Eira.
After many reminders of my application and finally a threat to
take the matter to the Department of Business Affairs I
received the following rejection.

The letter Mrs Rembach got back reads:
Thank you for your correspondence regarding membership of
Ratepayers Association of Glen Eira Incorporated.
The association has decided to reject your application for
membership, as it is the view of the association that your
application may not be made in good faith.
The association has made this decision in the context of
extensive hostility and mischievousness directed towards
RAGE by some councillors, and a handful of individuals
seemingly supported by the same hostile councillors.

Mrs Rembach’s letter continues:
Surely as a ratepayer organisation I or any other ratepayer is
entitled to join. I simply don’t understand what that means.
Because there are hostile councillors causing mischief
towards RAGE that has absolutely nothing to do with me.
I presume that their constitution does not include anyone who
is a ratepayer from becoming a member whatever they do in
their private lives. Perhaps their incorporation should be
revoked. This organisation is neither a charity or community
organisation and should not be applying for ratepayer funds.
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placed on them. The community has looked at the
options, which include additional training for volunteer
ambulance personnel, but no matter how dedicated and
well trained volunteers are, they do not have the
training, expertise or knowledge of fully qualified
ambulance officers and are not able to offer the full
range of skills required in an emergency situation.
Clearly, if the number of fully qualified ambulance
officers is not increased as a matter of urgency, it is
very likely that we will see people who are injured at a
major disaster not being cared for adequately, causing
the loss of a life.
Given Stawell’s close proximity to the Grampians and
its being located along the fatigue zone of the Western
Highway between Melbourne and Adelaide, there have
been many instances of additional ambulance officers
being needed in emergency situations as a result of
accidents. The fear in this community is that if a major
emergency situation develops — for example, a coach
carrying 40 passengers overturning — the local
ambulance staff will not be able to cope.

Ambulance services: Stawell

For nearly a decade the Stawell community has been
seeking additional fully qualified ambulance
paramedics to be located at Stawell. Likewise, it is
appalling that the call for an emergency helicopter for
Western Victoria remains unheeded. Notably,
Maryborough, with a similar sized population to
Stawell, has five paramedic ambulance officers. It is not
too hard to work out where the local Labor member for
Ripon in another place resides!

Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western) — My matter is
for the Minister for Health in the other place and
concerns the need to increase ambulance paramedics in
the Stawell community.

Will the minister assure the Stawell community that its
ambulance service will be adequately staffed with
ambulance paramedics to meet growing emergency
demands?

The Northern Grampians Shire Council has continually
expressed its grave concern about the lack of
ambulance professionals stationed at Stawell and has
cited a recent case of a Stawell resident being bitten by
a European wasp. The ambulance was called, but it was
out on another case. It took a further 20 minutes for the
ambulance to arrive, causing a great deal of distress for
the family involved.

Mansfield–Mount Buller–Jamieson roads:
safety

I therefore ask the minister: does RAGE as an
incorporated association have the right to reject her
application for the reasons expressed in the letter?

The attempt to secure additional ambulance paramedics
for Stawell has been a long and drawn-out affair.
Although there are two dedicated and committed
ambulance officers stationed at Stawell, there is a
recognised need for additional support in this high-risk
zone.
The Stawell community is very concerned that the
current staff levels are far too low for the demands

Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — I raise
a matter for the Minister for Transport in another place.
I refer to the dangerous intersection of Mount Buller
and Jamieson roads near Mansfield. I have here a letter
to me from a local identity, Stephen Stegley of
Merrijig. It states:
I feel the urgent need to bring to your attention Mansfield’s
most dangerous intersection — where the Jamieson Road
meets the Mansfield–Mount Buller road. I have been
involved in two near misses and have witnessed countless
others. This T-intersection needs to be changed. It is poorly
signposted, and there is not enough room for a turning lane
into the Jamieson road. This is a 100-kilometre zone. This is
confusing and dangerous to visitors and locals, proven by a
personal road rage incident recently.
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Will it take a fatality before the powers that be fix this
dangerous situation?

I have raised this dangerous intersection on more than
one occasion in this place over the last few years. I
consider it to be one of the most dangerous
intersections, if not the most dangerous intersection, in
my electorate of 26 000 square kilometres. On winter
evenings there is an unbroken line of cars coming from
the snowfields to Mansfield. They are mixed up with
buses — up to 40 buses go to Mount Buller on
weekends. A lot of cars coming from Mansfield and
going to Jamieson have to stop and wait for the long
line of cars coming from Mount Buller to pass. Cars
going to Mount Buller cannot pass the stationary cars,
so there is a long line of stationary cars on the
Mansfield side of the intersection. It is an accident
waiting to happen.
As Mr Stegley said, it is a wonder that a tragedy has not
happened there before. I ask the minister to have
another look at this intersection with the view to having
it upgraded urgently before there is a major collision
there — perhaps between a bus and a car or between
two cars. I am sure it would be money well spent if this
intersection were upgraded as soon as possible.

Heatherton Road, Dandenong: flooding
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
I raise a matter for the Minister for Transport in the
other place. It relates to Heatherton Road in
Dandenong, in particular the section of Heatherton
Road between Stud Road and the Monash Freeway.
This section of Heatherton Road is a divided dual
carriageway, of which the westbound section is
substantially lower than the eastbound section of that
road. That section of Heatherton Road is also on a
bridge over the Dandenong Creek. Unfortunately this
section of the Dandenong Creek is particularly prone to
flooding.
Most recently, on Sunday afternoon, following the
substantial rains we had on the weekend, the creek
flooded and as a consequence the westbound section of
Heatherton Road was completely under water and had
to be closed. Obviously when that happens it causes
substantial delays for the people on Heatherton Road. It
requires one of the eastbound lanes to be closed and
westbound traffic diverted, which causes considerable
traffic congestion and a dangerous situation for the
motorists on that road. That section of Heatherton Road
is one of the few east-west links between the City of
Greater Dandenong and the City of Casey, so it is a
very important section of road between those two
municipalities.
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I ask that the Minister for Transport undertake to work
with VicRoads to have that very short section of road
upgraded so that the westbound lanes on Heatherton
Road can be raised to the same level as the eastbound
lanes. This will alleviate the problem of flooding on
Heatherton Road and ensure that that section of road
can be kept open during all weather conditions. It is a
project that is supported by the City of Greater
Dandenong, and I seek the assistance of the Minister
for Transport in having this expedited.

Autism: Bendigo centre of excellence
Hon. D. K. DRUM — My adjournment question is
to the Minister for Community Services in the other
place. Over the last 18 months I have been a member of
the Bendigo Autism Family Support Group. This group
is made up of members from the Bendigo region
comprising the City of Greater Bendigo, community
service employees, mental health and respite workers
from the region and professors and doctors from the
mental health sector within Bendigo. We have special
needs educators on the support group, parents of
children with disabilities, specifically autism, and also
some reasonably high-level managers from the
Department of Human Services in Bendigo.
The group has been working specifically towards the
establishment of a special centre in central Victoria
which we propose calling the autism specific centre of
excellence The central Victorian Bendigo region autism
assessment waiting lists are well over 12 months now,
which in the last 12 months has come down from a high
of over two years. The list was only able to be reduced
because of the injection of crisis funding. We were able
to get specialists from the metropolitan regions to visit
Bendigo to assess some of the children with autism
specific disorder. We got rid of quite a large slice from
the waiting list. The current funding to allow that level
to stay at 12 months has not been forthcoming, so in a
sense we are expecting to see it go up again.
Respite care is clearly inadequate, and parents simply
cannot get the respite they need. An inadequate
emphasis is placed on early intervention programs. The
0 to 6 group has been identified as being critical to
enable children to receive the best possible start to their
education. We also need to look carefully at the
whole-of-life experience for children with autism and
not just at this early stage.
We produced a report, and unfortunately the response
we got back from the regional director of the
Department of Human Services was less than
supportive. It more or less said that no resources can be
given to the group to create recurrent funding, let alone
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a centre of excellence, to look after some of our
programs. I call on the Minister for Community
Services in the other place to source the report we put
together from the working group in an attempt to find
the financial resources to help create a centre of
excellence for autism in central Victoria.

Fernlea House: funding
Hon. A. P. OLEXANDER (Silvan) — I seek the
attention tonight of the Minister for Health in the other
place. The issue I raise relates to the provision of
inpatient palliative care services in the outer east of
Melbourne. It is a sad fact that many people with
terminal or life-threatening illness who live in the outer
east are forced to spend their last days isolated from
family in friends in hospice facilities as far away as
Caulfield and Kew. This situation is incredibly
distressing for the patient and for family members alike.
This is necessary because over the last four years the
state government has refused to fund the establishment
or even to support the running of a hospice in the
region.
The Fernlea House group has made repeated claims to
the minister for financial assistance, all of which have
been rejected on the basis that such a facility in the
region is not considered by the government to be viable
or efficient. Even though thousands of local people
have petitioned the Parliament and the minister for
funding support, demonstrating a profound community
concern, to date no financial support has been
forthcoming. Despite this, however, the local
community has rallied to the cause. As I said this
morning, in late July members of the group were able to
take possession of a property in Emerald which they
hope will initially be used as a day centre for respite
care and then as a 24-hour palliative care hospice.
This dream will become a reality much sooner if the
Bracks government does what it should have done
years before and begins to provide financial support for
the project. A recognition that the state government has
a critical role to play in the provision of both elements
of palliative care — part-time respite and 24-hours
intensive care — in the outer eastern region is long
overdue. Therefore, on behalf of the Fernlea House
group and the wider eastern community, I ask the
minister: will she as a matter of urgency establish a
steering committee comprised of relevant department
officials, representatives of the Shire of Yarra Ranges,
and the Fernlea House group to identify and quantify
the financial needs of the hospice and to identify and
initiate appropriate sources of state government funding
for the facility? Will the minister take these steps on
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compassionate grounds before funding decisions are
finalised for the next state budget?

Hazardous waste: Nowingi
Hon. B. W. BISHOP — My adjournment question
tonight is directed to the Premier. I advise the Premier
that there is a stronger resolve than ever by the
Sunraysia community to stop the proposed toxic waste
dump being placed at Nowingi Hattah. More people are
now involved, and I congratulate Helen Healy, Peta
Cooper and the enthusiastic volunteer members of the
Save the Food Bowl Alliance for a job well done in
presenting in Queen’s Hall from 24 to 27 August
Sunraysia’s capacity to grow world-class products.
It was a great display of products ranging from and
including grapes, dried fruit, wine, almonds, asparagus,
honey, olives, olive oil and even yabbies. This
exhibition not only presented the breadth of the food
products that are grown in Sunraysia but in a subtle but
strong way emphasised the huge importance of our
clean, green image to our export markets. We would be
really concerned if a proposed toxic waste dump were
to go ahead.
The public consultative process has not improved since
day one at the earlier proposed site. However, it has
now changed to smothering-type tactics as the major
project unit tells everyone, ‘All is going well’. I quote
from the facts sheet:
There is some flexibility as to precisely where to situate the
facility.

I say to the government to grasp that flexibility and put
it within 100 kilometres of Melbourne where the
majority of the waste is generated.
The bottom line is that this is the wrong site. It is too
close to our food bowl, which will destroy our clean,
green image. It is too close to two world-renowned
parks that include the internationally recognised
Ramsar wetlands that are favourite visiting spots for
thousands of international and domestic tourists and
nature lovers.
The Bracks government must cease any more work on
this site, which is 500 kilometres from the source of the
waste. It should go back to the drawing board and pick
a site on Crown land within 100 kilometres of
Melbourne. If the government takes a sensible and
practical approach, it will have the immediate effect of
removing a huge load from our community volunteers
who have done a wonderful job in resisting this
proposal. It would also stop the Bracks government
pouring taxpayers money into a flawed project and it
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would create a win-win situation for all concerned. I
urgently request the Premier to immediately withdraw
the proposal to site a toxic waste dump at Nowingi
Hattah and pick a site on Crown land within
100 kilometres of Melbourne where the toxic waste is
generated.

Responses
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Small
Business) — The Honourable John Vogels raised a
matter for the Minister for Local Government
concerning the separation of Sunbury residents from
Hume City Council.
The Honourable Noel Pullen raised a matter for the
Minister for Consumer Affairs concerning the
Ratepayers Association of Glen Eira and its right to
reject membership.
The Honourable David Koch raised a matter for the
Minister for Health in the other place concerning
ambulance paramedics in the Stawell district.
The Honourable Graeme Stoney raised a matter for the
Minister for Transport in the other place concerning the
Mount Buller and Jamieson roads intersection in
Mansfield.
The Honourable Gordon Rich-Phillips raised a matter
for the Minister for Transport in the other place
concerning the flooding at Heatherton Road,
Dandenong, and sought an upgrade and the raising of
the eastbound lanes.
The Honourable Damian Drum raised a matter for the
Minister for Community Services in the other place
concerning a centre of excellence for autism to be based
in central Victoria.
The Honourable Andrew Olexander raised for the
Minister for Health in the other place the issue of
palliative care in the eastern suburbs.
The Honourable Barry Bishop raised a matter for the
Premier in relation to the long-term hazardous waste
facility.
I will pass those matters on to the respective ministers.
House adjourned 10.20 p.m.
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Wednesday, 15 September 2004
The PRESIDENT (Hon. M. M. Gould) took the
chair at 9.33 a.m. and read the prayer.

CONDOLENCES
Terrorism: Beslan and Jakarta attacks
The PRESIDENT — Order! In recent days
Victorians, together with all the people of the world,
have been struck by the horror of the terrorist attacks in
Beslan and Jakarta. This house sends its condolences to
the families and to the loved ones of those who were
lost and our best wishes to those who are recovering
from these acts of evil and cruelty.
In memory of the departed, and in hope for a peaceful
resolution, I ask all members to stand in silence for
1 minute.
Honourable members stood in their places.

WATER INDUSTRY (ENVIRONMENTAL
CONTRIBUTIONS) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of Ms BROAD (Minister
for Local Government).

PETITION
Motor registration fees: concessions
Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western) presented petition
from certain citizens of Victoria requesting that the
Victorian government abandon the proposal to
increase the cost of car registration for Victorian
pensioners by $78.50 as it will detrimentally impact
upon those who are financially unable to pay by
jeopardising their freedom of movement, removing
their independence and diminishing their quality of
life (193 signatures).
Laid on table.

PAPERS
Laid on table by Clerk:
Parliamentary Committees Act 2003 —
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Minister’s interim response to recommendations of
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee’s report of its
Inquiry into Fraud and Electronic Commerce.
Minister’s response to recommendations of
Environment and Natural Resources Committee’s report
of its Inquiry on the Impact and Trends in Soil Acidity.
A Statutory Rule under the Fair Trading Act 1999 —
No. 111.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Arts: regional funding
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — I rise to
praise the initiative of the federal government and the
federal Minister for the Arts and Sport, the
Honourable Rod Kemp, for an excellent initiative in
providing an extra $5.4 million for regional arts. That is
in stark contrast to what the minister in this state is
doing — there is no vision, no direction and no
leadership for the arts in Victoria.
Regional arts are vitally important, and in the short time
I have been shadow minister I have visited many of the
rural centres and seen some excellent work on display.
For example, in Mildura I have seen the Degas, which
is a wonderful gem of a piece of work, and the
celebration of the airspace that is timed to coincide with
its hot air balloon festival. In Shepparton I have seen
the fine porcelain supported by the Myer Foundation. In
Benalla I have seen the permanent collection, with
Arthur Streeton’s work prominently displayed. In
Ballarat I was impressed by the wonderful gallery with
its depth of scope. I look forward to visiting very many
more.
It is a salutary exercise to reflect on what this additional
$5.4 million will do. The federal government — I
emphasise it is the federal government, not this state
government with its lack of vision — has provided the
$5.4 million to employ more regional arts development
officers, to provide workshops and mentoring and
professional training and support for those working in
regional and arts organisations and to continue the
creative volunteering and No Limits pilot program to
provide skills and training for volunteers. It is an
excellent initiative. This state government needs to take
a leaf out of the book of the federal minister for the arts.
I have yet to see what — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.
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Higinbotham Province: federal Labor
candidates
Mr PULLEN (Higinbotham) — My electorate of
Higinbotham contains four federal electorates. In the
north there is Melbourne Ports, which has been held by
Michael Danby since 1998. I know the hardworking
Mr Danby will be returned on 9 October. In the east
there is Hotham, which has been held since 1990 by the
outstanding Simon Crean, who will be the Treasurer
following the election of the Latham federal
government. In the south my own local member, Ann
Corcoran — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Theophanous! We
know that there is a federal election in the wind and that
it is going to create a bit of excitement, but I am sure
members who raise issues about it will wish to get what
they say on the record. If the interjections continue that
is not going to be possible. I ask members to cease
interjecting and to allow the member to present his
statement.
Mr PULLEN — In the west there is Goldstein,
where the sitting Liberal member, Dr David Kemp, is
retiring. I wish him well. The Labor candidate for
Goldstein is local City of Bayside councillor Craig
Tucker. Craig and his wife, Katrina, live in the
Goldstein electorate, where they have been raising their
three children, Emily, Megan and Laura. Craig has a
proven interest in the community and works tirelessly
to improve services for the elderly, families, youth and
the environment. Craig has won the trust of the people
of Bayside, who have elected him as their
representative on the council at the last three local
government elections.
Craig is currently employed as a project manager. He is
also a fellow of the Institute of Company Directors. He
graduated from the Royal Australian Navy College and
served as a naval officer. During his career he was
awarded the Australian Service Medal and served in the
1991 Gulf War. Craig is a board member of the
Bentleigh Bayside Community Health Service and is a
committee member of the local youth club. Craig is a
member of the Highett RSL. By contrast, the Liberal
Party parachuted into Goldstein from Sydney a
man — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.
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Somerville secondary college: construction
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) — I rise to
record the unhappiness and distress of several
constituents in the Somerville area about the failure of
the state government to deliver, as promised by this
weak government, the proposed Somerville secondary
college. The promise at the 2002 election was that in
January 2005 Somerville would have a new secondary
college, but the government has failed to deliver it.
Why is it failing to deliver? Simply because it was
frozen with fear when Aboriginal artefacts were found,
and the government did not act according to good
management principles, taking into account all factors.
The net result is that at least one extra year will expire
before the school is available, which will disappoint
hundreds of parents and many children. On behalf of
many of my constituents, I record that the Somerville
community is most unhappy with the failure of the state
government to deliver on its promise — a promise that
was made many times by Labor representatives both in
this house and the other place, but which it has broken.
Frankly, the credibility of the government where the
proposed Somerville secondary college is concerned is
very poor. The government has no credibility and has
failed. What has happened to the $2 million that the
federal government has already paid the state
government for that school? The government has taken
the money and not delivered the school.

James Hardie: asbestos compensation
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — Last week I
attended a rally on the steps of Parliament House
organised by Victorian Trades Hall Council and
support groups for victims of asbestos disease. The
rally was aimed at delivering a clear message to the
company James Hardie that its moves to limit its
responsibilities and compensation to sufferers of
mesothelioma, or asbestos disease, are unconscionable
and that James Hardie must pay.
At the rally 500 gerberas were placed on the steps of
Parliament House to represent and acknowledge the
number of people who have been exposed to asbestos
and who are likely to contract the disease this year
alone.
Stewart Beckworth, an asbestos sufferer, outlined how
his life changed dramatically just a few months ago
when he was diagnosed with mesothelioma. From
someone who one day had been a fit and healthy man,
he became a person with a death sentence and a few
months to live.
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I commend the Bracks government for standing firm
and refusing to be drawn into a statutory scheme to
limit compensation to those affected. I draw attention to
a rally today to coincide with an information session
being held for shareholders of James Hardie. It is
notable that annual general meetings and meetings of
the company are no longer held in Australia, given that
the company has moved offshore.

Greater Shepparton: housing development
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — I rise to
object to the inappropriate gazetting and tabling of
amendment C40 to the Greater Shepparton planning
scheme by the Minister for Planning in the other place,
Mary Delahunty. Amendment C40 rezones 21 hectares
of much-loved public parkland known as Parkside
Gardens to allow for a 150 lot housing development.
Many Shepparton residents strongly object to council’s
proposal to develop this park into a housing estate.
Parkside Gardens is the site of the former Shepparton
International Village, a project that began in the 1970s
to celebrate the cultural diversity of the Shepparton
region. Many hours of voluntary service went into
developing the village. Buildings and exhibitions were
established to represent the different cultures.
Two of these buildings, Bangerang Keeping Place and
Philippine House, remain in operation today. Other
facilities that remain at the site include a children’s
playground, barbecue facilities, waterways and
magnificent parkland. Many other buildings and
exhibitions have either been destroyed or removed by
the city council.
When amendment C40 went on public exhibition, some
478 submissions were received. Only 3 supported the
housing development and 475 were against. It was clear
the city council was determined to proceed with its
plans for a housing estate, so an application was made
to Heritage Victoria to have the site listed on the
Victorian heritage register. Despite the fact that we are
still waiting for a ruling on a Heritage Victoria appeal
hearing, the minister has shown complete disregard for
the people of Shepparton and Heritage Victoria by
gazetting and tabling this planning scheme amendment.
This park is so loved by the local community that it was
recently named the north-east regional winner of the
My Favourite Place award for the Year of the Built
Environment.

Schools: funding
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — In this
statement I wish to support the federal Australian Labor
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Party’s school funding package, and I would like to say
up front that two of my children went to schools which
will have their funding cut. It has always seemed to me
grossly inequitable that ordinary taxpayers should have
part of their taxes going to the funding of elite private
schools which have many millions of dollars in assets
and charge fees in excess of $13 000 a year. This is
middle-class welfare at its most egregious. Of course, in
response to this policy initiative the usual suspects from
the private schools said that they would have to reduce
their scholarships — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask honourable
members to desist from interjecting. As I said earlier, I
am sure members wish to raise a number of matters of
concern in their 90-second statements, and I ask them
to give others the courtesy of being heard, also to allow
Hansard the opportunity to record their comments. So I
ask honourable members to desist and the honourable
member to continue his statement.
Hon. J. G. HILTON — This is absolute hypocrisy.
These scholarships go to talented and — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I had not been sitting
down for even 2 seconds before members started
interjecting again. I ask honourable members to desist
from interjecting, to allow the member to raise his
matter of concern and to allow all members in the
chamber to hear it.
Hon. J. G. HILTON — When these private schools
talk about scholarships we must recognise it for what it
is. It is not altruism; it is self-interest. The taxation
subsidy to wealthy — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! If members continue
to interject, I will name them and have them removed
from the chamber. The member’s time has expired, but
there are still a number of members who have matters
that they wish to raise and I ask members to show some
decorum.

Scouts Australia: Manningham district
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) —
Recently I was pleased to attend the annual general
meeting and awards presentation of the Manningham
district of the Yarra Valley region of Scouts Australia. I
wish to congratulate the district on another fine year.
Alan Sargeant as its chairman and Bob Browne as the
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district commissioner, together with their committee,
run a very professional organisation that has a
significant impact on the Manningham district. Over
the years they have done a considerable amount.
Over 80 adult volunteers work with this club which has
a terrific program of activities for a range of scouts,
rovers and kids. Like many others that rely on
volunteers, the organisation has needed to become
professional in the way that it addresses the issues it
faces, and it works closely with the Manningham
council on these issues. At the moment it is going
through a program of rationalisation of its scout halls to
ensure that the quality continues to be maintained.
This year they are building the venturer and rover
membership and improving retention by encouraging
linking and programming of youth members between
sections and are doing a lot to foster active parental
involvement — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired!

Alpine Exposure World Aerials
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) — I
would like to inform the house of how delighted I was
to attend the first two rounds of the world cup aerial ski
event at Mount Buller on the first weekend in
September. I attended, along with my parliamentary
colleagues the Minister for Environment, John
Thwaites, the member for Forest Hill in the other place,
Kirstie Marshall, and Mr Graeme Stoney, a member for
Central Highland Province. We were treated to some of
the most spectacular aerial skiing I have ever seen. The
weather was perfect and the athleticism shown by the
skiers was simply magnificent.
I congratulate all the competitors, particularly Miss
Lydia Ierodiaconou, an Australian competitor who
absolutely swept the field by winning two gold medals
in two world cup events at Mount Buller, consolidating
her position as the world’s no. 1 aerial skier. I also
congratulate those responsible for staging the event,
Ski & Snowboard Australia, Mount Buller Resort
Management and Buller Ski Lifts Ltd.

Rail: regional links
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — Today I wish to
bring to the attention of the house a serious matter
concerning the government’s regional fast rail projects.
It has been pointed out to me that on at least the
Gippsland line, and perhaps on other lines as well, the
government is insisting that the new signals be installed
at less than the recommended minimum safety
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standards. According to the advice given to me, these
signals are made in India, which surprises me. I thought
there could have been an Australian producer to
manufacture that product for this project.
An honourable member interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — No, I am not being racist, but
I thought there would have been an Australian
manufacturer that could do that particular job.
I understand the safety standards for these new signals
require a minimum clearance of 8 inches between the
train and the overhead signals. Apparently the
government is insisting on the signals being installed
with only an actual 2 inch clearance. The government, I
believe, is saying, ‘Let’s try it and see what happens’. If
that is the case, that is not good enough. Minimum
safety standards should be of paramount importance,
particularly when we are talking about high-speed
travel. I simply ask the minister today if he could
investigate this matter and respond to the chamber and
give us an assurance that safety standards for signals are
going to be adhered to on all the lines where the
regional fast rail project is taking place.

Goldstein: federal Labor candidate
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) —
Higinbotham Province takes in the totality of the
federal seat of Goldstein, for which the Honourable
David Kemp has been an outstanding member for
many years. He is retiring and is to be replaced by
another outstanding member, Andrew Robb, who will
represent the constituents quite brilliantly. In
comparison the Labor candidate, Mr Craig Tucker, is a
very confused individual, because in 1999 he ran as a
Democrat candidate against me. I must say I had much
pleasure in wiping the floor with him. He was totally
defeated, and now with rapacious ambition he has
switched to the Labor Party and is running as a Labor
candidate — conned again with a mission impossible to
run against David Kemp or Andrew Robb. Once again
the floor is going to be wiped with him. He is going to
be whipped again, and it serves him right.
He is also confused, because as a councillor in the last
local government election, when he had a very good
opponent in Andrew McLorinan — who is known to
many people in this chamber — Mr Tucker abandoned
the ward he had been standing in and had to stand in
another ward to get in. He is confused.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The honourable
member’s time has expired.
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Child care: standards
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Hon. D. K. Drum interjected.

Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — I recently
received a report on child care in the Bendigo Central
Victorian region called The Plight of Child Care. The
report was put together by two ladies who work for the
City of Greater Bendigo in child-care services. It was
quite a damning report on child care and was
specifically damning of the privately run centres as
opposed to the council-operated child-care centres.
There has been some concern in the past few days
about the amalgamation of three of Australia’s biggest
child-care providers, Peppercorn Management
Group Ltd, ABC Learning Centres Ltd and Child Care
Centres Australia Ltd.

Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — I pick up the
honourable Damian Drum’s interjection. I think they
did know beforehand. There is no doubt that the
circumstances of the state’s finances did not change so
markedly in four months that the government was
forced into changing its policy on the Scoresby
freeway. This was a calculated move. If we were to
look at it in detail, Mr Drum, we could go back to the
period leading up to that state election when the
government combined two road projects in the eastern
suburbs, the Eastern Freeway extension to Ringwood
and the Scoresby freeway, into a new project that it
called the Mitcham–Frankston freeway.

A real debate lies within the ability of private child-care
centres to create huge profits, which they do, without
seriously compromising the care, education and safety
of the children left under their control. The Department
of Human Services certainly needs more funding. It has
openly said it is underfunded. It needs more funding so
that it can carry out many more spot checks to police
child-care centres and make sure that the standard of
child care throughout Victoria is adequate and that the
bad name or the uncertainty that exists within the
industry does not extend to the many well-run, privately
owned or operated child-care centres. It is interesting
that it is not just the council centres that need to
be — —

Why did it do that? There are a couple of reasons. First,
it had not delivered on the promises from 1999 to
undertake the works on the Eastern Freeway extension.
That project was supposed to be built with tunnels. It
was a promise at the 1999 election, and it was not
completed. In fact no work was undertaken on that
project. The government sent the bidders packing and
had to compensate them at a cost of some significant
millions of dollars to Victorian taxpayers because the
project was not there. Of course, as the government
went into a state election campaign it had a problem —
because it was going to be judged and criticised on the
policy it had taken to the 1999 election.

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

MITCHAM–FRANKSTON FREEWAY:
FUNDING
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I move:
That this house condemns the state government for rejecting
federal funds and introducing tolls on the Scoresby freeway in
a breach of trust with Victorian voters, and for its inadequate
management of the state’s road infrastructure.

To this issue I would suggest the house is no stranger.
Indeed on a number of occasions this house has
addressed the government’s duplicity over the Scoresby
freeway project. We have discussed the gigantic
backflip of the Bracks Labor government in turning on
its head a written promise from Labor candidates and
the Premier himself to voters in the eastern suburbs and
betraying the people who supported Labor candidates
in the 2002 state election within four months of the
election by saying, ‘No, no, no. It is no longer going to
be a freeway. We have decided that Scoresby will now
be a toll road’.

The way around that was a bit of public relations
magic: you actually get rid of the project; you make that
project vanish. You combine that project with another
project, give it a new name, and you can go out with a
new promise. That new promise proved to be as
valueless and mischievous and exactly the same
betrayal of residents of the eastern suburbs — in fact,
people right throughout Melbourne and Victoria,
particularly people from the Latrobe Valley and
Gippsland who traverse and use that corridor as part of
their transport access to Melbourne, to northern and
western freeways and, indeed, to the airport facilities at
Tullamarine. All those people were disadvantaged and
duped — betrayed, in fact — by a Labor decision to
introduce tolls on the Scoresby freeway. It was a direct
capitulation on its policy going into that election. It is
unarguable that it was a direct betrayal.
On various occasions in various debates in this place
we have had different members of the government
stand up and try to tepidly argue a case as to why the
government had to do it. They have said that it was a
pretty tough decision and that going into that election
they really did not know that they were going to be
faced with cost pressures in other areas. That is absolute
rubbish. There is absolutely no doubt that for the period
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before that state election they knew exactly what
position they were in. It is one of the key reasons why
they invented the Mitcham–Frankston freeway — so
they could start to change the perception of voters in
that area and try to free themselves up from any sort of
assessment of their previous policies and promises.
Now they have moved into a new period. They are
making new promises and commitments, many of
which people in the eastern suburbs are treating with a
grain of salt, because this government is simply not to
be believed when it comes to making promises on
major projects such as the Eastern Freeway or, indeed,
the Scoresby freeway — or what is now effectively the
Mitcham–Frankston tollway.
In moving it to a tollway, clearly they lost federal
funding for that project. We have heard government
members crying poor about that. We have heard them
say, ‘Well, look, the federal government should still
give us some money. We can use it elsewhere. We can
put tolls on here. We can have this bit of road and we
can also do other road projects in other areas. The
federal government should give us that money anyway
and then we can continue on our own merry way’. The
fact is that, in making that a tollway, members of the
state government breached the very agreement it struck
with the federal government on the Scoresby freeway.
One of the other reasons which many members of the
house would recognise as being one reason why they
established the Mitcham–Frankston freeway is that
some of their commitments on the Eastern Freeway
extension made before the 1999 poll were getting fairly
costly. They were starting to overrun the budgets they
had set for that particular project, so they were casting
around for more money to fund what was their clear
responsibility — for a state project that was never part
of any federal agreement.
By pushing it into the Mitcham–Frankston freeway
they expanded the project, and they expected the
federal government to somehow cough up for another
piece of road that was not even part of the original
agreement. Indeed, the agreement on the Scoresby
freeway struck in October 2001 was an explicit
agreement. It applied to only the Scoresby freeway. It
did not mention the Eastern Freeway extension at all.
That was a state government project.
I might say that much to the chagrin of Liberal
candidates and members of Parliament in that particular
part of Melbourne, and indeed coalition government
members right across the state, when we left office in
1999 we left $1.7 billion.
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Mr Smith interjected.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — And when you came to
government in 1999 you kept in place the policy
settings, which delivered another $1.2 billion surplus in
the following year. A portion, about one-third, of that
$2.9 billion was available to actually complete the
Eastern Freeway project without the government
having to borrow or go anywhere else. The money was
there to complete that project, but no, it was not
completed by the government. Instead it was rolled into
another project to try and get the federal government to
contribute more money to it. The Victorian government
tried to do that despite the fact that in October 2001 it
had struck an agreement for the Scoresby freeway,
which was in recognition of the fact that the Eastern
Freeway extension was a state government project. I
think this agreement is particularly interesting — and
this has been referred to in previous debates in this
house, but it bears telling again today — because this is
an absolutely crucial element of this entire debate.
In the October 2001 agreement the Victorian state
government with Peter Bachelor, the Minister for
Transport — —
An honourable member — A good man!
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — Peter Batchelor — a
good man? This ‘good man’ Peter Batchelor sat down
with the federal government and insisted on a clause in
this agreement struck with the federal government in
October 2001. Clause 3(d) reads:
Victoria undertakes to ensure that users of the Scoresby
freeway will not be required to pay a direct toll.

That clause was not put into this agreement by the
federal government. Neither the federal transport
minister, the federal Treasurer nor the Prime Minister
insisted that clause 3(d) be in this agreement. It was
Peter Batchelor and the state government that said, ‘We
want a clause’. This ‘good man’ Peter Batchelor said,
‘We want this clause to say there will be no tolls on the
Scoresby freeway’ — yet guess who introduced tolls on
the Scoresby freeway? This same ‘good man’, this
same duplicitous Peter Batchelor, this same man who is
well known to residents of Nunawading, I might tell
members — it was the same old ‘voting-card
Batchelor’ with the dummy voting cards.
He has gone back to the same patch, and he has tried to
dupe exactly the same electors. He has done it twice!
He has done over the eastern suburbs twice. The first
time was with bogus voting cards in an election and a
by-election, and the second time he has done them over
is with a total betrayal of residents of the eastern
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suburbs and all Victorians, by introducing a toll on a
road that he had said in an election promise would not
be tolled. This ‘good man’ has been caught red-handed
twice duping the people of the eastern suburbs. Now
the government has created a situation where the people
of the eastern suburbs face the prospect of tolls on that
road.
There is no reason why the federal government ought to
put its money on a toll road, because to do so would be
in direct contravention of the agreement that was struck
in October 2001. It seems that this state government has
absolutely no interest in contracts. They are quite happy
to go around tearing up contracts. Ask the people at
Seal Rocks what they think a contract with a state
government is worth. The answer: absolutely nothing, if
you were the owner of the Seal Rocks facility.
What happens if you have assurances from this
government if you are a Japanese food company like
Saizeriya? What is it worth? What is an assurance from
this government worth? Absolutely nothing. What is
the assurance or the promise worth if you are told there
are no tolls on a major piece of road infrastructure that
is desperately needed, that economically is the most
important project in Victoria for all Victorians?
Absolutely nothing.
The fact is that this government turns turtle and rejects
all of its commitments to the community on these major
projects. I must say it brings a lot of grief to some of the
people within the Labor Party. None of them is on the
public record as disputing this decision. Instead we
have whingeing and moaning from all of the local
members out there, saying, ‘The government had a
really difficult time, it was pretty hard with its budget,
and it had to change its mind’. What weak-kneed drivel
from those members!
But I might tell the house that some of those members
are already saying to people that they are oncers, that
they will not be back, because they know this freeway
decision has cost them their seats. They know the
government’s duplicity and its betrayal of people in the
eastern suburbs have cost them their seats. In fact the
honourable member for Ferntree Gully has a staff
member who goes along to some of the courses at
Parliament House and openly says, ‘Well, my member
won’t be back’.
Hon. D. McL. Davis — Who’s that?
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — I do not know what her
name is, but she should be very careful about whom she
talks to because they are not all other Labor staff
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members at those courses. She should be very, very
careful.
The point is that the member for Ferntree Gully
certainly does not expect to be back. The member for
Bayswater certainly does not expect to be back. And,
dare I say, nor should they, because they are not
particularly good members and certainly not a patch on
the members they replaced — members who had the
timbre and the tenacity to actually stick to their
promises and their commitments to their electorates,
not like the current members. The current members do
not deserve to come back to this place, because not only
did they not stick to the promises of the government but
they did not even stand up to the government ministers
who tried to tear up the agreement with the federal
government and in fact tried to break a far more
important contract, and that is the contract it had made
with the electors of Victoria when it said there would be
no tolls on this road.
It is interesting to see that the Labor candidates in the
federal seats of Casey, Deakin, Aston and La Trobe
have been talking recently about the impact of this
freeway decision on their prospects of election to the
federal Parliament. Indeed they have also been a little
bit nonplussed by a decision by Mark Latham not to
support them or Victorians by coming up with money
for the Scoresby freeway or the so-called
Mitcham–Frankston freeway. Latham has turned his
back on this project. He actually said, ‘Look, I do not
agree with the state government abandoning its
promise’. He has chastised this government, as have a
number of other federal politicians on the Labor Party
side who have said this government let people down,
did the wrong thing and betrayed Victorians by
including tolls after it had gone to the election explicitly
promising there would be no tolls on that freeway.
So Latham has actually chastised this government and
said it has done the wrong thing in walking away from
that promise, but will he dip into his kick to put any
funds towards that freeway project? No. In this federal
election campaign Latham has said, ‘No, there will be
no money from Labor to top up this project’. In fact the
only money still on the table for this project is from the
federal coalition, the Howard government. The Howard
government still has money on the table for this project
if it proceeds not as a tolled road but as intended and as
explicitly outlined in that agreement of
October 2001 — as a freeway.
I might say that it is not just the ALP candidates in
federal seats that are a little bit worried about this and
are having trouble in terms of their positions and their
divided loyalties, if you like, between their Labor
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allegiances and their responsibilities to people in the
community. It is fascinating to me that some of the
councils that took a stand against this tollway position
were bullied by the government. They were absolutely
intimidated by Labor government ministers,
particularly this so-called ‘good man’, Peter Batchelor,
who went around and threatened them that they would
lose funding for other road projects and other major
projects in their municipalities. This happened
particularly in Ringwood, which had some significant
projects planned for transport interchanges. It was told
by Minister Batchelor to back off or else it would lose
funding for those major projects in Ringwood — in
other words, these councils were to toe the line; they
were to shut up on tolls or else other government
funding projects would be put in jeopardy. That was an
absolutely outrageous position.
Mr Smith — What do you think Jeff Kennett would
have done?
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — We do not have to
worry about hypotheticals; we have the reality show
here. We do not need fantasy, Mr Smith. What we need
is to look at the facts.
Mr Smith interjected.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — Mr Smith might need
fantasy, but this house needs to look at the facts. The
fact is that Mr Batchelor stormed into those councils —
Knox, Maroondah and Whitehorse — and said, ‘You
back off on your anti-tolls campaign or you will lose
state government funds for other projects’. That is an
intimidation; that is an outrage. That is absolutely
disgusting behaviour for a state minister, and he ought
to have been brought to account for that.
The interesting thing is that the one council that buckled
was Whitehorse. That came as no surprise to me,
because Whitehorse is a Labor-controlled council. This
council is still concerned, and certainly the community
is still concerned, about tolls. You can intimidate
councils, you can tell them to take down signs and you
can tell them to stop issuing press releases against tolls,
but you will not change the community’s attitude to this
decision by the government. You will not take away the
community anger at this backflip and betrayal; it just
will not dissipate. People are furious that this
government let them down, that it lied to them.
This was recognised by some Whitehorse councillors at
a meeting this week. At that meeting those councillors
moved that the council allocate $5000 to buy no-tolls
signs for placement around the municipality. This is
one of the councils that was threatened by the Minister
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for Transport and, as I said, it is Labor-controlled, and it
therefore thought it needed to toe the line on the tolls
decision and went cold on the tolls campaign. But even
now some of the councillors recognise that community
anger is such that they need to respond to that issue.
Of the 10 councillors 1, a former Labor Party candidate
for a state seat, had resigned, so there was a vacancy,
and 1 was overseas, so that left 8 people voting on the
decision to put up no-tolls signs around the
municipality. The interesting thing is that it was
defeated on the casting vote of the mayor — the vote
was 4 all. Guess what? The four councillors who voted
against it were Sharon Ellis, who stood against me in
Koonung Province for the Labor Party; Bill Bowie,
who tried to stand in Forest Hill but was beaten for
preselection by an aerial skier; George Droutsas, a
Labor staff member in one of the electorate offices in
the south-east corridor; and Robert Chong, who was the
Labor candidate for the Senate. So it was not just four
Labor Party members on the Whitehorse council who
voted against the signs, but four Labor Party candidates.
Robert Chong used his casting vote as mayor to defeat
the motion. They voted against the signs being put up in
order to avoid any chastisement by the state party
machine of Whitehorse council for stepping out of line.
They did this notwithstanding the fact that they
recognised that community anger in the area was such
that people wanted the no-tolls position on the Scoresby
freeway to be publicised and to continue to be
promoted. They do not accept — and, might I say,
neither does the Liberal Party — that this toll decision
is a done deal. We will not accept that until the day the
government signs the contract and the bulldozers move
in, making it impossible to undo.
Mr Smith — How would you fund it?
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — I have said before in
this chamber that it would be possible to borrow to fund
it. That is a personal view. But the fact is that that ought
not to have been a problem. Following the budgets of
the previous coalition government, the state
government was left with $2.9 billion, which would
have built this project twice. With the federal
government contribution it could have built it, and there
would be absolutely no issue of money.
Mr Viney — Well done, Bob.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — There is no great
admission there, Mr Viney. If you were more diligent
you would have seen that I had said that before. The
fact is that this project will never be cheaper to build
than it is today. If there really are problems with the
state’s finances — and we have no doubt about that,
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because the government has stuffed up the finances
already — it would make sense to borrow to fund it
with interest rates at the level they are at. This is a
major infrastructure project that would be worthy of
consideration for debt funding. It would certainly be a
better project than some of the other projects the
government has been running around with in this state
and which are of very little value to Victorians — they
certainly do not have the economic credentials of the
Scoresby freeway or the so-called Mitcham–Frankston
freeway.
There is no doubt that the anger continues about this
being a toll project. The fact is that it could still be built
as a freeway, it ought to be built as a freeway.
Notwithstanding how it is funded, an agreement is in
place that says the Bracks government would build it
that way. The government should not tear up that
agreement by any means.
I come to the current position. When it comes to
funding this project, the position has been made a little
easier, because the federal government has now
increased its offer by another $120 million; it now has
$565 million on the table to build this project — if it is
not a toll road.
Mr Viney — What percentage is that?
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — I know contracts do not
mean a lot to Mr Viney except when they go to his
mates — and when they go to his mates, he is pretty
happy with contracts; he likes those contracts to be
open-ended to make sure his mates are looked after —
you in particular, Mr Viney. But the fact is that the rest
of the government does not seem to have the same
interest in contracts.
Mr Viney interjected.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — Yes, we are looking at
Frankston, too, by the way: there is some more stuff
down there, you know.
In terms of this particular project there is another
$120 million on the table — $565 million is now
available — and what Mr Viney again refuses to
recognise is that the Eastern Freeway extension is not
part of the federal government project; it was always a
discrete state government project. So he need not come
here talking about what percentage of the
Mitcham–Frankston road that represents, because the
Mitcham–Frankston road is a fabrication.
The Mitcham–Frankston project was a public relations
exercise to get over the difficulty, when it came to the
2002 election, of not having met promises made at the
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1999 election! It was an invention to make sure that the
Labor government was able to circumnavigate the fact
that it had not delivered on those promises in that first
term of government. It is not part of a percentage of this
project; it is a continuing public relations exercise by
the Labor government. The project covered by the
agreements with the federal government is the Scoresby
freeway, and $565 million stacks up remarkably well in
terms of a share of the cost of the construction of that
project.
It is interesting to note the commitments of both
political parties towards road funding as they go into
the federal election. Through the AusLink program the
coalition government has allocated $1.4 billion to
Victoria over the next five years for road and rail
projects.
Mr Viney — Victoria’s share — 18 per cent!
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — It stacks up very well
compared to what the Labor Party is offering at a
federal level.
Mr Viney — It does not!
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — Perhaps you should
look at the figures, Mr Viney, and get them right.
Mr Viney — I will get them to you.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — We have $565 million
on the table for the freeway project. How much have
we got on the table from Labor? Nil! What is Latham’s
commitment to the freeway project? Absolutely nil.
Federal Labor is quite happy to support the state
government in imposing tolls on the Scoresby freeway.
In other road projects around Victoria the coalition
government has committed $186 million to the Geelong
bypass, $80 million to the Deer Park bypass,
$116 million to the Pakenham bypass, $196 million to
the Calder Freeway and $110 million to Dynon Road. It
also has under consideration at the moment further
funding for the Goulburn Valley Freeway.
Against that, for the same projects the federal Labor
Party has offered $186 million for Geelong;
$294 million, which is higher than the coalition’s
amount, for Deer Park; $121 for Pakenham; $193 for
the Calder; nothing for the Goulburn Valley, and
nothing for Dynon Road. The coalition has announced
a total of $688 million for those two road packages
while Labor has announced a total of $794 million, so
Labor’s package looks better because of the Deer Park
sum. However, when you add in the freeway funding
that is available from the coalition government, the
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Howard government’s commitment amounts to
$1.253 billion for roads in this state, provided the
Scoresby freeway is built in accord with the agreement
signed by the Victorian government and in accord with
the clause inserted in that agreement by this state
government that there be no tolls on the Scoresby
freeway.
Federal Labor’s allocation is only $794 million, and
even after directing the Scoresby funds that are
available from the coalition, Labor’s commitment
during this federal election period is just $229 million
for new roads, which is nowhere near as much on the
table as the coalition government is putting into road
funding in Victoria and has available for this state.
I want to place on record my concern about
Mr Latham’s behaviour on this issue, too. Mr Latham is
a fellow who goes around talking about the importance
of honesty, and yet he has not shown great honesty in
most of this federal election campaign. As the small
business spokesperson I took particular interest in the
fact that he denied that a new tax, which was a national
payroll tax, was proposed. Either he is incompetent and
does not know what Labor’s policies were or he was
lying when he said on national radio, ‘No, there is no
new tax at all. We do not have a national payroll tax to
impose on employers to fund entitlements’.
Mr Smith — It is a levy!
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — When he was caught
out and shown what that tax was, he then said, ‘No, it is
not a new tax; it is a levy’. As Mr Smith says, it is not a
tax, it is a levy.
Mr Viney — That is right.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — ‘And that is right’, says
Mr Viney; because again, for Mr Viney, public
relations spin is enough: it does not matter what you do
as long as you package it right. It does not matter what
you do, you just tell them that it is something else. If
you keep saying the same rubbish often enough, people
will eventually start to swallow it.
The fact is it is a new tax. We now have a federal Labor
leader who insists on honesty in the campaign but who
shows anything but that. This same federal Labor leader
now suggests that the state Liberals are also locked into
tolls for the Scoresby freeway project, that it is our
policy that there be tolls.
Let this house and let the people of Victoria be under
no misapprehension: it is not our policy to introduce
tolls on the Scoresby freeway. We do not want tolls on
the Scoresby freeway. We do not believe that that
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project should be built as a toll road. We have stuck to a
position right through, that that freeway should be
available to people without their having to pay tolls. It
should not have tolls.
Even today, we should be looking at a project that can
go ahead without tolls. We do not believe that this
project should have tolls. It is the unequivocal position
of the Liberal Party in Victoria and of the Liberal Party
federally that this road project should proceed as a
no-toll road, that it should be a freeway, that the
October 2001 agreement ought to be honoured, and that
the project ought to be completed in accordance with
what the federal and Victorian governments agreed
back in October 2001.
Hon. J. A. Vogels — They lied to the public!
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — There is absolutely no
doubt about it, and they continue to do so — the honest
Mr Latham continues to twist the truth, continues to lie,
and continues to duck and weave.
Mr Smith interjected.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — We will honour the
contract. The situation is — —
Mr Smith interjected.
Hon. J. M. Madden interjected.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — If you are prepared to
shut up for a minute, we will get this clear. The
situation is that we are unequivocal — we do not want
tolls on this road.
Hon. J. M. Madden interjected.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — Minister!
Minister!
Mr Smith — What are you? A parrot?
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — No, but he is. There is
absolutely no doubt that if this project is started and is
subject to contracts that are signed and in place when
we come to government, yes, we will stick to those
contracts — just as we believe the government should
honour the October 2001 contract that it made with the
federal government and just as we believe the
government should honour the contract it made with its
promises to the voters of the eastern suburbs in
particular, but really to the voters of all Victoria, at the
2002 election. Because, frankly, to walk away from a
signed contract is a recipe for disaster for any
government. It would absolutely wreak havoc on the
community and the economy. The government is
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already finding that some of the contracts it has walked
away from have had enormous implications for
Victoria’s reputation and standing internationally and
for our ability to attract new investment. There has been
a whole range of contracts, including those involving
Seal Rocks, National Express and Saizeriya and
arrangements have been made with other organisations
that have affected Victoria’s standing because the
government has walked away from those contracts. The
fact is that this contract should not be signed. We argue
very strongly that the government should not sign this
contract.
The government should revisit its position, particularly
now that there is more federal government funding on
the table for the project. The government does not have
to build this project as a tollway. I have consistently
said and continue to say that it will not even stack up as
a toll road. I do not believe it will work as a toll road,
because they have found in Europe that there is one key
thing about toll roads. Some of the parties involved in
the expressions of interest for the Scoresby project are
also involved with projects in Europe, and they are
finding out there that the projects are not working. The
reason is that there are alternative roads. The crucial
thing about a toll road is that it has to provide a
perceivable benefit to the people, and by and large it
has to provide new road space where road space is not
available already. Many of the toll roads in place in
New South Wales, for instance, have a very direct
benefit and are in areas where previously there were no
access roads available. While with the CityLink project
there are alternative roads available, it provides a very
significant benefit to people in terms of access to the
airport, the south-eastern suburbs and so forth in that it
avoids all of the inner city area. But this project is very
different, because it is an outer suburban project and
there are alternative routes available.
Already people are saying in the newspapers and when
you talk to them, ‘We will not use it. If it is a toll road,
we will not use it. We will continue to use Stud Road or
Springvale Road or one of the other roads in the area,
because we are not prepared to pay a toll for this road’.
On that basis the people who are the proponents of
this — those who are likely to fund and build the
project — are going to have to look very seriously at
their sums. The expressions of interest that are now
lodged with the government — it will be pleasing to
hear when they will be announced — will have some
real nasties for the government, because this project
will not stack up very well at all. Leighton’s is one of
the parties involved in these expressions of interest, and
I guarantee it has looked very closely at the contract
this time after its experience with Spencer Street. After
the losses it has made on that project, I will bet that
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Leighton’s is looking very carefully and dubiously at
the documentation for the Scoresby freeway. I can
assure members it is going to be a pretty tough bargain
for the government to try to drive any sort of
satisfactory resolution on this project.
I do not believe the project will stack up, but
nonetheless it ought to continue as it was intended and
on the basis of the deal struck with the federal
government as a no-tolls road. There is absolutely no
reason for the government to insist on tolls at this point.
It ought to be able to manage its finances in an
appropriate way, even if it resorts to debt funding for
the project because, given the historically low interest
rate prevailing and given the inflation costs involved
with road construction, it makes sense to look at the
project right now.
I turn to the second part of the motion which refers to
other road projects and road management by this
government, because I am concerned about these things
as well. One of the questions that teases my mind at the
moment, given the backflip on the Scoresby freeway, is
whether or not the government will impose tolls on the
Geelong bypass. Will the government impose tolls on
the Geelong bypass? The fact is that it went to two
elections saying that the Scoresby project would be a
freeway. The Geelong bypass — —
Hon. J. M. McQuilten interjected.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — Do I care? Do you want
me to announce it? Money has been promised for the
Geelong bypass by both parties leading into this federal
election.
An honourable member interjected.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — Essentially all of the
credit for that funding can be given to Stewart
McArthur. Stewart McArthur, as the local member
representing the area in and around the western district
of Geelong, has worked very hard to ensure that there
would be funding for the Geelong bypass.
He worked to convince the federal government that it
should contribute to the project, and indeed got a
federal commitment from the Treasurer and Prime
Minister to fund that project. Martin Ferguson is on
record as saying that the project did not make much
sense at all, but he was then forced by the Labor Party
to support that funding from a Labor government —
that is, to match the funding that had been achieved by
Stewart Macarthur’s work for the Geelong bypass.
Having made that concession, will there be a toll? The
Deer Park bypass —
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Hon. J. M. McQuilten — It is a bike track.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — You should be asking
the same question that I am asking, Mr McQuilten: will
it be a toll road? Will the Deer Park bypass be tolled?
Hon. J. M. McQuilten — Of course not.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — You say, ‘Of course
not’. I am interested in the vigorousness of
Mr McQuilten’s, ‘Of course not’, because we have sat
in this chamber and heard every one of his colleagues
from the eastern suburbs say, when somebody is asked
if the Scoresby freeway will be tolled, ‘Of course not’.
Every one of them put pen to paper at the 2002 election
and told voters in their electorates that there would be
no tolls. Guess what? There are tolls.
Hon. J. M. McQuilten interjected.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — It is a national highway
which can be tolled. What is to stop the government,
particularly if Mr Latham happens to be successful —
heavens forbid! Then I would not put it past the
government to toll the Deer Park bypass, the Calder
Highway, the Goulburn Valley highway or any of the
other roads in and around Victoria. This government
cannot be trusted. After the betrayal on the Scoresby
freeway it is no wonder that every one of these projects
needs to be questioned. Everybody needs to ask
whether these projects will proceed without tolls. The
fact is that the government has shown it is capable of
almost anything, having made commitments to the
electorates and shunned those commitments within four
months. The government has shown that it is capable of
any betrayal. Every one of those projects needs to be
looked at carefully, and people need to consider
whether the Labor government is likely to continue
with its tolls policy on other major pieces of
infrastructure.
I turn to my electorate. The City of Whitehorse is
currently pursuing a plan to have improvements made
to the railway crossing on Springvale Road.
Irrespective of whether the freeway goes through,
Springvale Road continues to be a major black spot for
accidents. It continues to carry significant traffic
volumes; in fact, it is the busiest road in the
metropolitan area and continues to suffer heavy
congestion. An issue of concern at the northern end of
Springvale Road is the railway crossing near its
intersection with Maroondah Highway.
The City of Whitehorse, at its own cost, funded a study
which has shown that for $100 million it could achieve
grade separation by tunnelling Springvale Road under
Maroondah Highway and the railway line. The study
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was done by reputable engineering firms and looks like
a feasible project at a cost of $100 million.
That project is interesting because at the last state
election the Liberal Party promised it would achieve
grade separation at Springvale Road and would look at
grade separation at a number of other crossings of that
railway line. There are good reasons for that, one being
that we wanted to achieve improved public transport
service delivery in that corridor, and it is impossible to
have those train services run at any greater frequency
than they do now despite the fact that it is a very busy
line. Having the train services operate with greater
frequency means that the boom gates have to be down
for a longer period, which disrupts traffic patterns
throughout that eastern suburban area, particularly on
the north-south Springvale Road, Mitcham Road,
Blackburn Road and probably some of the other key
roads in that respect.
At that state election the Labor Party came up with an
alternative, which was that it would not upgrade
Springvale Road because it is too hard or too difficult
but that it would achieve grade separation at
Middleborough Road in Box Hill. I cannot for the life
of me understand where that project came from. It was
a furphy, one of those public relations exercises that
Labor is so good at to try to divert attention from what
was a far more sensible polic, and what is in fact the
priority of the Whitehorse council in terms of its
policies on roads — what is the community need in that
area and what is the community talking about as being
a project that needs to be tackled?
I am told that Middleborough Road is being upgraded
because there is a safety problem. If you compare the
safety record of Middleborough Road with that of
Springvale Road, the former pales into insignificance.
There is no safety imperative on the Middleborough
Road project. It is being done for either one of two
reasons: as a foil to take any attention away from
Springvale Road, which is the project that should be
completed in the area, or it is being done as somebody’s
plan for a bypass of the Box Hill central business
district. Either way, it is a $50 million project, which is
half the cost of a Springvale Road project, that does not
make sense.
When you look at the cost benefit, the Springvale Road
project is the one that the state government should wake
up to, do something about it and make a commitment
to. It should abandon the Middleborough Road project
because it would be a waste of time and would achieve
nothing unless the government intends to widen
Middleborough Road — and I would be interested to
know if that is the intention. Unless Middleborough
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Road is widened, then there is no benefit from a
congestion point of view on that road. It will not take
extra traffic off the freeway because the road is too
narrow. North of Whitehorse Road, particularly
between Whitehorse Road and Springfield Road, and
south between Whitehorse Road and Canterbury Road,
there is no capacity for Middleborough Road, as it is
built at this stage, to carry any more traffic.
The fact is that achieving grade separation at the
Middleborough Road railway crossing achieves nothing
for $50 million. I believe the government is right on
side with my thinking on this one. Although it was a
promise at the 2002 election, and we know what those
promises are worth, the government has committed
$1 million for the Middleborough Road separation —
$1 million! Not another penny is to be allocated in the
next three years of forward budgets that will take us
past the next election. Here we have another election
promise, just like the Scoresby freeway, trotted out at
the 2002 election that the government has no intention
of honouring. Again the government is trying to dupe
the people of the eastern suburbs with its public
relations spin over substance. It is extraordinary!
Hon. J. M. McQuilten — No GST!
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — Mr McQuilten,
sometimes you make the village idiot look smart. As I
recall, and may I test your memory through the Chair,
Mr McQuilten, it was John Howard who went to an
election promising a GST. Guess what? Much to your
chagrin he got elected. He had enough backsides on
seats in the House of Representatives to pass that
legislation. He delivered on a promise, notwithstanding
that it was a relatively unpalatable promise, one would
have thought. What you have said about no GST shows
what an absolute idiot you are, because there was a
federal campaign fought and won on that very issue. I
advise Mr McQuilten that I would be a little more
discreet with some of my interjections and make sure
that I got my facts right before I tried to intrude in a
debate in future.
The Springvale Road project is worthy of support and
ought to be looked at by this state government, and the
Middleborough Road project ought to be abandoned as
the joke that it is. It is absolutely farcical that the
government should have promised that project and then
allocated only $1 million over the four-year period of
the project, which is basically only the feasibility study
which the VicRoads people are already saying does not
stack up. On a cost comparison basis Springvale Road
is the project that ought to proceed, and I hope this
government supports the City of Whitehorse in
achieving that.
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I am also mindful of a project that has again been
mooted in the public arena, indeed by the gentleman
who is now responsible for the Mitcham–Frankston
tollway project. He is reviving a project that was
considered by the coalition government and was
certainly in its thinking as it proceeded in looking at
state infrastructure — that is, to connect the Eastern
Freeway with CityLink. I understand the Premier has
already ruled that out; he has already said that this is not
a project.
Hon. J. M. McQuilten — Would you put a toll on
it?
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — I think that is a project
that is deserving of a toll, yes. I do not think there is any
doubt about that particular project.
Hon. J. M. McQuilten interjected.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — You can laugh, but the
fact is that that is a new project. It is not covered by the
promises of October 2001, nor is it covered by
commitments made to the electorate prior to the
2002 election. It makes sense to introduce that road
connection. It would have enormous benefit to people
in the inner suburbs as well as taking traffic out of areas
that it does not need to be in because it is trying to get
to other major highway connections. It makes sense to
do that project. It is a significant project in terms of
cost. How is it going to be funded? I think tolls are a
realistic option for that, but let us put that on the table
right from the start and discuss it.
Mr Viney — You are amazing!
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — There is absolutely no
contradiction in this Mr Viney, because this is a new
project that is worth talking about in terms of the whole
suite of funding options, compared with the Scoresby
freeway where promises were made to the electorate
and where there were already contracts for funding in
place with the federal government that the state
government walked away from and betrayed the people
of Victoria. There is no contradiction in the two
projects that I am suggesting in this debate. Frankly
Mr Viney ought to be able to see that because I thought
he had an intellect that was slightly better than most of
his comrades.
I urge the house to support this motion this morning. It
is important because it recognises that it is still not too
late for the government to change its mind on the tolls
position. It was an outrageous decision by this
government to turn its back on the people of Victoria
and to betray them by adopting the toll road option on
the Scoresby freeway, especially in the context of its
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agreement with the federal government and the
availability at that time of over $400 million in funding
towards building it. Now a sum of $565 million is
available and indeed the federal government has on a
number of occasions indicated that it is prepared to talk
about increasing the funding if necessary to build the
Scoresby freeway. It is not committed to building the
Eastern Freeway extension which was never part of the
agreement, and that is fair enough. This government
ought to revisit its decision. I think it will have to revisit
part of its decision at least because I do not believe the
tolls position will stack up, and the people who have
launched expressions of interest will have expressions
of interest that will trouble the government. After
Leighton’s experience at Spencer Street there is no
wonder in that. It is not too late.
This government stands condemned for its betrayal of
people at the last state election and I suggest it has a big
rethink before it signs those contracts and tries to
proceed any further with this toll road option on the
Scoresby freeway. Its own local members know that
this decision will exact a fair toll from them. They will
lose their seats because of the anger of people along the
eastern suburbs belt, and the federal Labor candidates
know they will make no headway at this coming federal
election because they are finding Scoresby looms large
in the minds of people when they look at Labor as a
possible voting option. People are angry about the
decision that was made, and the anger continues. It has
not gone away as the state government might have
hoped. The government ought to revisit its decision
before it is too late, particularly now that the federal
government has placed another $20 million on the table
for the project and is also contributing to a wide range
of other road projects in Victoria which frees up funds
that might now be available to allocate from general
funding towards the Scoresby project. I urge the house
to pass this motion, and I particularly urge the
government to revisit its position.
Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — I guess if the house had
been in any doubt that we are in the middle of a federal
election before this morning we certainly know it now,
because there can be only one reason why the Liberal
party would want to pull this stunt and bring this
motion into the house today — we are in the midst of a
federal election. It wants to talk about anything at all
except Medicare, education, trust and those
fundamental services that the people of Australia are
concerned about. I am happy to engage again in this
chamber in another debate on the Mitcham–Frankston
freeway, but let us be clear what this is about.
This is about the Liberal Party avoiding the
fundamental issues that are of concern to people in
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Australia at this moment — the fundamental issue of
getting a bulk-billing doctor when you want one and the
fundamental issue of being able to send your child to a
decent government or Catholic independent school with
reasonable resources. Instead working people have to
have two or three jobs to send their children to the few
exclusive schools that the Howard government has
increased the funding to at astronomical levels so that
those schools can fund their excessive facilities. The
Liberal Party does not want to talk about those things. It
does not want to come in here and talk about health or
education; it wants to talk about the
Mitcham–Frankston freeway, a decision that has
already been made, and from Mr Atkinson’s
admissions here the Liberals will not change.
Mr Atkinson has admitted that in debate here today,
and he had to because his own leader had already done
so in the Age on 10 September. Mr Doyle said:
... you do not break contracts in government ...

On 27 March he pledged to build the Scoresby freeway
without tolls; it was certainly not to remove tolls. So we
know from previous contributions that the Liberal Party
has no intention of removing tolls, and today we had a
range of interesting admissions from Mr Atkinson in
regard to this. Firstly under occasional interjection from
this side he had to admit that they would not remove
tolls.
That is the first thing. The people of the eastern and
south-eastern suburbs need to be well aware that it does
not matter whom they vote for in the federal election,
there will still be tolls on the Mitcham–Frankston
freeway because the Liberals will continue to toll it.
Not only that, we had the funny-money ideas of
Mr Atkinson to fund the freeway out of borrowings.
That would be $2 billion in borrowings. We have to
look at the impact of such a policy position. The impact
would be that we would have to cut into — —
Hon. D. McL. Davis — You’ve sold out!
Mr VINEY — We would have two choices, I
suppose. I am not sure that the first choice is an option
for government. It is not really an option for Victorian
governments to go out moonlighting and getting second
jobs. I point out to Mr Atkinson that that is not an
option for governments.
Hon. D. McL. Davis interjected.
Mr VINEY — We cannot go out moonlighting,
editing magazines or running consulting services. We
cannot do that, so what is the option? If we borrow the
money we have to pay it back. The only way to pay it
back would be to do what the Liberals did so well for
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seven years in government — that is, to rip into the
health system, rip into the education system, sack
nurses, sack teachers and cut into the fundamental
services that people want. That is what would have to
be done if we were to follow Mr Atkinson’s proposal to
borrow the funds to build the Mitcham–Frankston
freeway.
The third interesting admission from Mr Atkinson was
that if the Liberal Party were in government, it would
look at building a link between the Eastern Freeway
and the Tullamarine Freeway and toll it. They would
fund it by tolling. We know it was the Tories that tolled
the CityLink. It was the Tories that decided they would
continue with tolls on the Mitcham–Frankston freeway
and it is the Tories that are indicating that they would
toll a proposed link road from the Eastern freeway link
to the Tullamarine Freeway.
We also know that Mr Howard is quite happy to fund
toll roads in his home state of New South Wales and, as
I understand it, in Queensland, but he does not want to
fund toll roads in Victoria. He does not want to do it in
Victoria. So what we and the people of the eastern
suburbs should know for the coming federal election —
since the Liberals have brought this up as part of an
election stunt — is that tolls are a Tory answer to the
building of freeways.
I now go to the basis of what occurred in relation to this
decision on the Mitcham–Frankston. There are two
fundamental reasons this decision had to be made. The
first was that this government had an agreement to
build the Mitcham–Frankston freeway as a road of
national importance which required 50 per cent funding
from Victoria and 50 per cent from the federal
government. We had that agreement, but the Howard
government put a cap of $420 million on its
contribution. The Howard government introduced that
cap, which was a long way short of the 50 per cent of
the $2 billion it will cost to construct this freeway. That
is the first reason.
The second reason is — and Mr Atkinson talked about
the honouring of contracts — that the contracts the
Kennett government left us in the public transport
system that was privatised by the Kennett government
was a mess. That is what it left us, and the additional
$1 billion blow-out in the state government budget for
the cost of running the privatised public transport
system in Victoria had to be funded. As a result of those
two factors, those two pressures on the Labor
government, it had to reverse its previous position on
the Mitcham–Frankston freeway. I will add to that: I
commend the Premier for at the time apologising to the
people of Victoria. I have apologised in this house
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about the reversal of that decision, and other members
have as well. However, the issue here is whether or not
we want to build the freeway. That is the fundamental
issue. The point is that the first time this road appeared
in the Melways street directory was 1967. At that time,
Henry Bolte was Premier of this state. I think I was
about 13 then. So, Henry Bolte did not build it. Dick
Hamer did not build it. Nor did John Cain nor Joan
Kirner, nor did Jeff Kennett. None of those premiers
built that road, but Steve Bracks is going to build it. He
has made the commitment to build it. This road has
been promised by politicians of all political persuasions
for nearly 40 years. What we have is a result of the
Howard government failing to properly fund 50 per
cent of the Mitcham–Frankston freeway, and the
Tories’ failures in the privatisation of public transport
when they were last in government in this state.
We have the Tory admissions that they would fund a
link between the Eastern Freeway and the Tullamarine
Freeway by tolls. We know the Tories fund toll roads in
New South Wales and Queensland, so the people of the
eastern suburbs should know that this toll on the
Mitcham–Frankston freeway is a Tory toll.
It is a Tory toll because of the history of this whole
thing. It is a Tory toll because the former government
failed to properly fund it; it is a Tory toll because of the
failed privatisation of the public transport system in this
state. They also know from Mr Doyle’s statements and
Mr Atkinson’s contribution to this debate that even if
the Liberal Party were — God forbid! — elected back
into government in this state, it would keep the tolls on
the Mitcham–Frankston freeway. So it does not matter
who people vote for in the coming federal election.
To the people of the eastern and south-eastern suburbs I
say: do not be distracted by this nonsense about tolls
and this phoney extra money that Mr Costello has
offered. The people of the eastern suburbs need to think
about a couple of things. One, it does not matter who
gets elected — there are going to be tolls on the road.
Two, it does matter who gets elected when it comes to
Medibank and the education of kids. People are going
to have to make fundamental decisions on who will
deliver the better services. What will influence most
people’s lives in this state is whether they can get a
bulk-billing doctor and better health services and who is
providing a better plan in these areas and education. We
have here a deliberate Liberal Party distraction from the
fundamental issues affecting people in this state — the
fundamental services.
Honourable members interjecting.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. J. G. Hilton) — Order! Mr Viney has the call.
Interjections are disorderly.
Mr VINEY — We know that for seven years the
Kennett government did nothing towards the
development of this project. Not one dollar was
allocated in the forward estimates for this project.
Hon. D. McL. Davis interjected.
Mr VINEY — Not one dollar, Mr Davis. We know
absolutely that it had no intention of proceeding with
this project.
This is a very important project to the people of the
eastern suburbs. It has been in Melway since 1967. The
Tories had plenty of years in government to get on with
this project and never did it. They had plenty of time
between 1967, when it first appeared in Melway, and
the 1983 election of the Cain government and between
1992 and 1999. If they had been serious about
delivering this project to the people of the eastern
suburbs, they would have funded it and started the
project. But no, nothing in all those years. It is this
government that recognised the importance of this
project. A population the size of Adelaide’s will be
serviced by this road. It is a very important road for the
eastern and south-eastern suburbs. The fundamentally
important thing is that someone gets on and builds it.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. J. G. Hilton) — Order! Mr Atkinson has had his
turn. Mr Davis can contribute to this debate later.
Interjections are disorderly.
Mr VINEY — This is a vitally important project to
the people of this state and particularly the people of the
eastern and south-eastern suburbs. There is the potential
for significant investment in industry and jobs. There
are opportunities for additional growth and additional
development in the Mitcham–Frankston corridor.
Hon. D. McL. Davis interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. J. G. Hilton) — Order! I point out to Mr Davis
for the third time that interjections are disorderly.
Mr Viney has the call. Mr Davis will have his
opportunity if he wishes later.
Mr VINEY — It is interesting that Mr Davis wants
to interject in this debate. I would have thought that as
the opposition spokesperson on health he would
actually be sitting there fairly quietly, because he knows
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that this is a pure distraction from a genuine discussion
about things like bulk-billing and Medicare and
ensuring that there is fundamental, accessible health
service to all Australians, which is what Mark Latham
and the Labor Party are promising in the election and
will be able to deliver.
Hon. D. McL. Davis — On a point of order, Acting
President, this debate is on freeways, tollways and other
things related to road funding. It does seem very broad
to be talking about health services.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. J. G. Hilton) — Order! I do not support the
point of order. Mr Viney is the lead speaker. He has a
fair degree of discretion as to how he uses his time. He
should continue.
Mr VINEY — Thank you, Acting President. I will
give Mr Davis the link. This is a deliberate distraction
by a number of Liberal Party sitting members in the
current federal election campaign who do not want to
talk about the health system in this state. That is what it
is — a deliberate distraction. They do not want to talk
about those things; they want to talk about the Scoresby
or Mitcham–Frankston freeway.
As I was saying, I would have thought that Mr Davis
would do better to get out there and talk to the federal
health minister about the impact of the federal
government’s health policies on Victoria’s public
hospital system. If he were a genuine opposition
spokesperson on health, he would understand that it is
the Howard government’s impact on bulk-billing rates
and the health system in Victorian in general that is
affecting our public hospitals and he would not be
distracting himself with debating issues on the
Mitcham–Frankston freeway. He would be talking
about those things, which are fundamentally important
to the people of the eastern suburbs, not about
distractions.
Mr Davis knows full well that if the Liberals happen to
come into government they would keep tolls on the
Mitcham–Frankston freeway. They have admitted that
in this debate today, and their leader has admitted it on
two previous occasions, as reported in the newspapers.
They will keep the tolls. That is a fact they have
admitted here today and previously. Not only that, but
today they have admitted that any new freeways they
build will be open to tolls. That is what Mr Atkinson
said: ‘If it’s a new project, we’re going to be open to the
possibility of tolls’.
Hon. B. N. Atkinson interjected.
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Mr VINEY — That is precisely what he said. He
gave as an example the link between the Eastern
Freeway and the Tullamarine Freeway. Members know
that that is the party of tolling. Tolls have had to be
introduced for the Mitcham–Frankston freeway
because, as I said, the federal government failed to
properly fund it and because the government inherited a
mess in the public transport system that was privatised
by the Kennett government.
Hon. D. McL. Davis interjected.
Mr VINEY — Mr Davis interjects about the surplus
we found on coming into government and suggests, I
guess, that we should have built the
Mitcham–Frankston freeway with that. I can tell
members opposite what the government did with that
surplus: we got on with the business of delivering
services to Victorians. That is what we have done. That
is what they stopped doing. We have got into roads.
Hon. D. McL. Davis interjected.
Mr VINEY — I will get to that in a minute,
Mr Davis. What we did with that surplus was put it to
work. What members opposite were doing when in
government was sacking 4000 nurses, sacking
thousands of teachers and building up a surplus. When
we came to government we listened to the people of
Victoria and understood what they were saying. In any
system of government the purpose of raising taxes is to
put them to work to deliver services to people — to
deliver public hospitals, increased road funding and
better education services — and that is what we have
done.
Hon. B. N. Atkinson interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. J. G. Hilton) — Order! I realise that this is an
emotional debate in the context of the forthcoming
federal election. However, given the number of
members in the house, it is totally disorderly. On
several occasions I have asked Mr Atkinson and
Mr Davis to cease interjecting. If the interjections
continue, I will have to ask for the President to be
recalled and then she can decide what action she wishes
to take.
Mr VINEY — I do not think members opposite
were listening to what I had to say about it, but by
interjection Mr Davis raised the question of the surplus
that this government found on coming into office. As I
was saying, the purpose of any government in raising
taxes is not to build up a massive surplus. The purpose
of raising taxes is to put that money to work for good
things for the people of the state — to deliver decent
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health services, unlike what was done when members
opposite were in government; to put that money into
road funding, unlike the pathetic efforts they put into
road funding when in government; and to put the
money into decent education services. That is what this
government has done.
It is not a function of government to make profits but to
raise taxes to deliver services. These are some of the
fundamental things that the Tories on the other side fail
to understand. What we have had in this debate today
has been a shotgun approach of propositions from the
opposition. Mr Atkinson said on the one hand, ‘Let’s
borrow the money’, and on the other, ‘Let’s use the
money from the surplus’. Then on the third occasion he
said that according to his policy any new major road or
freeway project is open for tolling. So some interesting
admissions have been made in the contributions to the
debate today.
I know members of the National Party are going to
enter the debate. Before he left the chamber Mr Drum
was vigorously supporting Mr Atkinson and getting
into these issues, so I want to touch on the fact that I
pointed out to Mr Drum when he was leaving the
chamber that at the last state election it was the
National Party’s policy to fund some of the things its
members wanted to do by deferring or cancelling the
Mitcham–Frankston freeway project. It will be
interesting to see how members of the National Party
vote on this motion, because they wanted to cancel the
project so that they could have some extra cash for their
seats in rural Victoria, despite the massive amount of
work this government has been doing in regional and
rural Victoria. It would be rather ironic if on the one
hand they wanted to fund additional government
expenditure by cancelling that project but on the other
hand were not prepared to be open to the possibility of
funding that government project by ensuring that the
road became a tollway to free up the government to
fund additional road projects across the whole of the
state.
Members need look at only the last budget to see what
this government has been able to do in regard to
additional road funding, in part as a result of the tough
and difficult decision to fund the Mitcham–Frankston
freeway by tolling. In the last budget the government
announced a $552 million funding boost for roads in
suburban and provincial Victoria. The new funding
includes $163 million to upgrade key routes in the outer
suburbs of Melbourne, a $130 million black spot
program, $73 million to improve roads in provincial
Victoria and a $185 million commitment to the
Geelong western bypass.
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What members have seen is a substantial commitment,
built on the back of significant investment in Victoria’s
roads. For example, the Hallam bypass was built ahead
of schedule and under budget. There have been projects
such as, in my own electorate, the duplication of the
Frankston–Cranbourne road, which is currently being
duplicated from McClelland Drive to Warrandyte
Road. In the budget it was announced that that will be
continued by almost doubling that duplicated length
from Warrandyte Road to Centre Road. There have
been a number of casualty accidents on that road, and
the project is long overdue. I might say that when in
government Liberal Party members in the area
repeatedly beat up the project as needing to be done but
never delivered on it. It was this government that
delivered on that project.
We have seen also the extremely well-regarded and
well-received black spot program. I was certainly very
pleased to see the reintroduction of that program in the
last budget with an additional $130 million. When you
have a look at the list of commitments across
metropolitan Melbourne and rural and regional Victoria
as a result of this funding, you see that we have
$14 million for a 1.7 kilometre section of Plenty Road;
$8.9 million to duplicate the 1.8 kilometres of the
Berwick-Cranbourne Road; $22.6 million to build a
new extension of Palmers Road over the Princes
Freeway; and another $26.2 million to duplicate a
1.7 kilometre section of Somerton Road from the Hume
Highway to Reservoir Drive. We have $15.9 million to
duplicate a 2.2 kilometre section, as I mentioned, of the
Cranbourne-Frankston Road from Warrandyte Road to
Centre Road, $30 million to build an underpass on
Taylors Road between Sydenham Road and East
Esplanade and nearly $10 million to duplicate a section
of the Hallam Road from the Hallam bypass to James
Cook Drive in Endeavour Hills. There is a further
$9.1 million to duplicate a 2-kilometre section of
Mickleham Road, $15 million to build a third lane to
widen a 2-kilometre section of Cheltenham Road to
Springvale Road and Chandler Road in Keysborough,
and $12 million to widen a 2-kilometre section of
Thompsons Road between Manningham Road to Foote
Street and Templestowe Road, in Lower Templestowe.
A massive amount of road funding is being delivered
across metropolitan Melbourne. In the provincial area,
out of the $259 million boost for provincial Victorian
roads, we have a $15 million upgrading and duplication
of a 4.4 kilometre section of the Bass Highway and a
$6.3 million upgrading of a 3.3 kilometre section of the
Midland Highway. There is a $33.6 million upgrading
of a 8.6-kilometre section of the South Gippsland
Highway between Loch and Bena. Road projects are
going on across the state in addition to our
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commitments on the Geelong Western bypass, on the
Craigieburn bypass, on the Pakenham bypass and of
course the delivery after 35 years, of the
Mitcham–Frankston freeway. So Mr Atkinson’s motion
is clearly a political stunt to distract the people of the
eastern suburbs in the midst of a federal election.
Hon. Bill Forwood interjected.
Mr VINEY — He is back! The honourable member
has to come in and have his tuppence worth to let the
backbench know that he is still here — to let Philip
Davis know that he is still here. He has come in to flex
a bit of muscle and let them know that he is still here.
Let me tell the honourable member that it is unfortunate
that he was not here for the whole debate. If he had
been he would have understood that the essence of
what I am saying in this contribution is that
Mr Atkinson and the Liberal Party are putting up a
distraction and a stunt. The honourable member does
not want people talking about health and education or
the delivery of services, because he knows the Liberal
Party will lose a swathe of seats in the eastern suburbs
if people start to think about the things that the Howard
government has done to them. They know they will
lose those seats if people focus on the things the
Howard government has done to them in health and
education.
The motion is nothing more than a distraction, and the
reason we know that is because Mr Atkinson has
admitted that if his party came to government, it would
keep the tolls. Not only that, he has also admitted here
today that in any new freeway project tolls will be an
option. That is what the honourable member said — ‘It
is a new project and therefore tolls would be a funding
option’. That is clearly what he said. If we extrapolate
that position, then we can be sure that if new projects
are to be funded in this state, a Liberal government will
toll them. It will toll them for sure. Coming back to the
additional funding that this government — —
An honourable member interjected.
Mr VINEY — You know that that is true! The
honourable member knows damn well that this is one
of the ways these things have to be funded. We know
that under the $130 million black spot program in the
metropolitan areas, there are examples like a $3.3
million commitment to widen Thompsons Road. We
have a range of other commitments in rural Victoria in
Moorabool, South Gippsland, Murrindindi and
Mitchell. So what has been happening under this
government has been a commitment to road funding, to
creating the right balance between putting additional
money into roads and making sure at the same time that
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we can still deliver the vital services in health and
education.
Finally, I want to comment on the Howard
government’s abysmal failure in relation to the funding
of roads here in Victoria. Victorians pay 25 per cent tax
on their petrol. We know that even under Mr Howard’s
AusLink program, Victoria would have received 18 per
cent of total road funding. So Victoria is being
short-changed time and again under AusLink. On the
Mitcham–Frankston road the federal government has
short-changed Victoria, from a 50 per cent commitment
down to something like 25 per cent of the total project
cost. We know that even federal Treasurer
Mr Costello’s smoke and mirrors additional
$100 million would not get the federal contribution up
to 30 per cent. So we know the Howard government is
short-changing Victoria time and again.
Now we find, even as recently as this week with the
big, grand announcements of Mr Howard on water, that
the federal government will fund that by ripping off the
states, and in particular Victoria, to the tune of some
$200 million through competition policy funding.
The Howard government is a government with a track
record of short-changing Victoria in these areas of road
funding, competition policy money, public health
funding and education funding. But, more importantly,
the Howard government has a record of short-changing
Victorians in the delivery of fundamental services. That
is what the people of Victoria and Australia will
ultimately focus on on 9 October. They will not be
distracted by Liberal Party campaigns on the
Mitcham–Frankston freeway in particular, because we
know from the debate today and from the previous
admissions by the Leader of the Opposition in the other
place, Mr Doyle, that the opposition would not remove
tolls and that it would in fact fund new projects with
tolls.
Hon. Bill Forwood — No. Rubbish!
Mr VINEY — You talk to Mr Atkinson. That is
what he just said in the debate.
Hon. D. McL. Davis — You made it up.
Mr VINEY — He said in the debate that if the
opposition came to government and were to build the
link between the Eastern Freeway and the Tullamarine
Freeway, it would consider tolls as a funding option.
That is absolutely what he said. What is more, he said it
would be considered in that way because it would be ‘a
new project’. So we can extrapolate from that statement
that under a Liberal government, new road projects
would be funded by tolls. And we know this to be quite
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probable from the opposition’s own track record of
introducing tolls into this state, as with CityLink, and of
saying that it would actually continue with tolls on the
Mitcham–Frankston freeway.
Hon. D. McL. Davis — We have never said that.
Mr VINEY — You also know that because the
Tories notoriously introduce and fund tolls. The
Howard government is funding toll roads in New South
Wales and Queensland. So if the people of the eastern
and south-eastern suburbs of Melbourne are concerned
about tolls on the Mitcham–Frankston freeway, they
should know that no matter how they vote in the federal
election, there will be tolls on this road. There will be
tolls, because the Victorian opposition says it would toll
it if it became the government.
If the people of the eastern and south-eastern suburbs of
Melbourne are concerned about road funding, perhaps
they might like to ask the federal Liberal Party and the
Victorian Liberal Party how they intend to fund new
projects. Perhaps they might ask the Howard
government why it is that Victoria pays 25 per cent of
federal road taxes but gets only 18 per cent of allocated
road funding. If those people are concerned about such
things, they are the questions they should be asking.
Why is it that the Howard government short-changed
Victoria on the Mitcham–Frankston freeway? Why is it
paying barely 25 per cent to 30 per cent of the cost of
this freeway? Why is it offering to pay only that
amount? Why did it originally put a cap on the 50 per
cent in the agreement? Why does the Howard
government rip off Victorians to the tune of 7 per cent
of the taxes that they pay in the form of road and fuel
taxes? Why is the Howard government not making the
commitments that it needs to make on the funding of
other major road projects in Victoria, like the Geelong
bypass. Even though we know this road will be built by
tolls and that the state Liberals would continue with
those tolls, why is the Howard government refusing to
reallocate those funds to other vital road projects in
Victoria? Why is the Howard government prepared to
fund toll roads in Sydney and Queensland but is not
prepared to put in the $100 million requested of it to
fund the Mitcham–Frankston freeway project?
They are the questions that the people of the eastern and
south-eastern suburbs of Melbourne will be asking in
the next few weeks when they focus on road funding.
But the more fundamental questions they will be asking
are: which party will deliver better on health? Which
party will protect Medicare? Which party will protect
bulk-billing so that we can have decent public hospital
services in Victoria without the pressure of emergency
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services being inundated by people who cannot get a
bulk-billing doctor and cannot afford to go to another
doctor?
That is what people will be asking in this federal
election. They will not be distracted by these scare
campaigns about tolls on the Mitcham–Frankston
freeway. They will focus on which party will deliver
decent services to them, on the question of truth in
government and the Howard government’s failure in
that regard. These are the matters that I think are
fundamental to Victorians.
This motion is nothing more than a political stunt by the
Liberals in this house today, and by Mr Atkinson in
particular, to try to shore up the position of their mates
in the eastern suburbs; to prevent a real debate taking
place about the things that matter in this state; and to try
to distract people with a phoney campaign on ‘no tolls’
when they know full well that that is how this road will
be funded and that if they came to government in this
state, they would honour those contracts and maintain
tolls on the Mitcham–Frankston freeway.
This motion is a phoney scare campaign by the Liberals
in this chamber designed to distract people from the
real issues in the federal election on 9 October. But the
people of Victoria will not be distracted, just as they
were not distracted in 1999. They realised in 1999 in
Victoria that what was important to them was not
having a government that taxes them to build up a
surplus but having a government that raises taxes to
spend money on the things that are important to them,
to do the good things that government is about: to build
the health system and the education system.
That is what a Mark Latham federal Labor government
will be doing. It will be about providing fair funding in
Victoria for roads, protecting Medicare and building a
decent and fair education system for Australians, and
we will get our share in Victoria. I urge the house to
reject this motion.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — I enjoy making
contributions to debates about roads, and I particularly
thank the Honourable Bruce Atkinson for giving me the
opportunity this morning to speak about road
management in the state of Victoria.
Mr Smith — Talk about Scoresby!
Hon. P. R. HALL — Yes, I will talk about
everything. Mr Smith should be patient and sit back. I
have 45 minutes in which to get Scoresby into this
argument, and I will do so.
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I want to congratulate the Honourable Bruce Atkinson
on the very logical and forceful way in which he
developed a compelling argument on this issue. He did
it extremely well and, I am sure, will convince people
who would like to listen to or read that debate with the
arguments he presented today.
The Honourable Matt Viney’s contribution to the
debate was when the logic stopped; it got lost in the
politics once we heard from him. Let me go to a couple
of the issues that he raised. Throughout his argument he
developed the concept that this was purely a distraction,
and we should be talking about issues relating to health
and education. I say to Mr Viney that if we want to talk
about health, we need good roads to start off with so
ambulances can get people to hospital; and if we are
talking about education, we need good roads so that
school buses can get our kids to school as well. So the
issue about road infrastructure for this state has equal
importance to the other issues that he suggested we
should be talking about in education and health.
I also say in response to Mr Viney’s plea that we should
be talking about those other subjects that this
government had plenty of opportunity yesterday and
has had today to talk about education and health, if it so
chose. What we had yesterday in this house was almost
6 hours of debate on ministerial statements that, I would
say, were fluffy ministerial statements at best. There
was no announcement of major new initiatives in any
of those ministerial statements, and this house could
well have been debating other issues on education and
health had Mr Viney and his colleagues seriously
wanted to. After all, the end of the business program for
the day on the running sheets that were provided go
back to a statement on general business available for us
to debate at the end of each day’s proceedings.
With no legislation to debate this house could have
moved rapidly to the section of general business on the
notice paper and then the government could have used
its numbers to get up debates on education and health.
So for Mr Viney to claim that debating transport was
just a ruse or a distraction and that we should have been
debating health and education is incorrect. He had that
opportunity yesterday and indeed he has that
opportunity again today with another ministerial
statement on the agenda. If his government wants to do
it, it can use its numbers to bring those debates on, and
we would welcome them.
Mr Viney went on to make some suggestions about the
agreement and how the federal coalition has reneged on
it. Let me put a bit of simple logic back into this debate.
I know Mr Atkinson did it very well, but Mr Viney in
his usual way tried to distort that information and
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distract people from what the facts really are. These are
the facts: Mr Atkinson said clearly that the agreement
was signed between the state and federal government in
October 2001. That agreement provided for the cost of
constructing the then-called Scoresby freeway which
ran from Mitcham, if my memory is correct, and
connected to the then South-Eastern Freeway but did
not go south beyond that freeway. So that agreement
provided only for that particular section of road.
The federal government’s commitment to funding was
$445 million, which comprised exactly 50 per cent of
the project cost of the agreement. As Mr Atkinson said,
that agreement did not include the connection between
the Eastern Freeway and the proposed Scoresby
freeway — that was always understood to be a state
project. That agreement did not extend beyond building
a freeway south of the South-Eastern Freeway and
linking up with Frankston, so very clearly the federal
government signed an agreement in good faith and with
goodwill to fund 50 per cent of the cost of the roadway
described in that agreement as per the usual
arrangements between state and federal governments
on projects of national importance.
The Labor government broadened that particular
project to something far beyond what was agreed upon
with the feds. That was its prerogative, no doubt, and I
do not object to that; but then to come back and say that
the federal government should still be funding 50 per
cent of the project goes beyond the pale somewhat. The
government cannot expect to have an agreement, to
change it and then come back and expect the other
party to sign on without any further negotiation. That is
not on.
I sincerely believe in my own heart that the people of
Victoria were misled at the last state election. They
knew very clearly, and the promise was from the Labor
government, that there would be no tolls on the
Scoresby freeway; and clearly it was only a short time
after the last state election that that decision was
changed, so there was a breach of trust. If Mr Viney is
suggesting that we should be taking federal election
considerations into account in this debate this morning,
it is his Labor government at the federal level that has
been pushing the issue of honesty in leadership at a
federal level. Talk about the pot calling the kettle black
in this situation!
If you look at the state government’s record on this,
how honest was it at the 2002 election? It went to the
election, the people who voted for it had a clear
expectation that there would be no tollways, and shortly
after the election that particular stance was changed
dramatically.
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It is not only the people in the eastern suburbs who
were conned on this issue, it is the people in eastern
Victoria, because we who live there have long waited
for an easterly connection from our highways to the
north and to the west of the city of Melbourne. For a
long time we have been waiting for an eastern ring-road
connection which would take people who are travelling
from the east of Victoria on to a freeway system in the
outskirts of Melbourne and give them the option of
going around rather than having to go through the city.
It makes a lot of logic to be able to do that.
I can recall many years ago the plan for the construction
of a ring-road was such that we would have a western
section and an eastern section. The Western Ring Road
has been developed and is of great use to people who
live in the west of the state, but not for the people who
live in the east of the state, and we need that
connection.
Before I go completely away from Mr Viney’s
comments, he said The Nationals suggested at the last
election that construction of the Scoresby freeway
should be deferred. That statement was made simply
because we did not believe that we should be
constructing a freeway to nowhere, which is what it
looked like being at the time, because there was no real
commitment from this state government to connect that
proposed Scoresby freeway to the Eastern Freeway nor
was there any commitment to develop it into an eastern
ring-road which would connect it to the Hume and
Calder and those other freeways — ultimately Princes
Highway West. There was no commitment towards that
at all. We have always said that if we are building
freeways, we will build them to go somewhere, not to
go to a dead end. Without those connections at the
Mitcham end of the Scoresby freeway it is simply a
freeway to nowhere, and it is helpful to only a very
local population.
I think our major highways in this state should serve all
Victorians, so they should lead somewhere. If you are
going to do a freeway project, do it properly. I also say
that the current proposal of this government for the
Mitcham–Frankston tollway is simply a halfway job as
well, because once again at the Mitcham end it does not
lead anywhere; it just leads to a connected network. If it
actually linked to an eastern ring-road to take us right
around Melbourne, then I would be 100 per cent in
support of this particular project, but it simply does not;
and once again I think this government shows a lack of
foresight and a lack of political will to overcome what I
understand are some environmental issues up in the
north-eastern end of that particular proposal. It would
require some commitment to overcome those sensitive
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environmental issues so that we get a truly connecting
ring-road around the outskirts of Melbourne.
When Mr Viney complained about the National Party’s
position at the last state election, we said, ‘If you cannot
get your act in order, you would be better to defer the
project and put it into other areas in country Victoria’. I
still say that was a valid stance for us to take. We would
want to see this government being more definitive in
what it is doing and what it is planning, and to
demonstrate that it is prepared to get the job done.
As I said, this is an important project for people who
live in country Victoria because it is a two-way traffic
situation. We want people to come to Gippsland from
other parts of country Victoria, and we would like to
travel to other parts of the state as well, not only in
domestic travel units but also for commercial
transportation of goods. We need that freeway
connection around Melbourne so that people can visit
us and we can visit them. It is an important project. It is
disappointing that we are at the stage we are at at the
moment with this government planning to put in place,
contrary to all sorts of promises it gave to the people of
Victoria, a tollway, which I reckon is only half a decent
road anyway.
I will go on to another aspect of the motion before
us — that is, the inadequate management of the state’s
road infrastructure. I particularly want to talk about a
couple of projects in the eastern part of the state, given
that they also have some relevance in that they connect
to the proposed Mitcham–Frankston tollway. One of
the major highways that would ultimately connect to
the tollway is Princes Highway East. I want to raise in
this debate an important issue in respect of the
management of Princes Highway East. Just a week and
a half ago when I was driving along Princes Highway
East I saw a sign — presumably erected by VicRoads;
it was one of those signs mounted on a trailer — with
flashing lights indicating that there were going to be
permanent speed reductions along that highway
starting, I think, tomorrow, 16 September, but I stand to
be corrected on that date. I have not heard anything
about this proposal to reduce the speed limit on one of
our main highways from 110 kilometres an hour
presumably back to 100 kilometres an hour — I am not
sure whether 100 kilometres is going to be the new
defined speed limit. The 110-kilometre-an-hour limit
extends for a distance of almost 30 kilometres along the
highway, from the eastern side of Pakenham right
through to Sands Road, which is the Longwarry turnoff.
For the best part of 8 to 10 years Princes Highway East
has had a speed limit of 110 kilometres from Pakenham
with only one speed reduction, which is at the Nar Nar
Goon turnoff — I forget the name of the road, but
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people would be aware of the service station at that
intersection — to 90 kilometres. There are also speed
limit reductions as you pass through a few towns, like
Trafalgar and Yarragon, but for 8 to 10 years it has
been a 110-kilometre highway, and now there are some
proposed speed limit reductions.
The first thing that occurred to me was that I knew
nothing about this. I had never seen any advertisements
about this proposal in the newspaper, nor had I received
any advice from VicRoads about it. So I made inquiries
through the VicRoads eastern Victorian office in
Traralgon, which advised me that the decision to reduce
the speed limit along that section of road was made by
the VicRoads metropolitan region office. The eastern
Victorian office also indicated to me — just verbally, I
might add — that the reasons for doing so were the
dangerous intersections at the Nar Nar Goon turnoff
and further down the highway at Sands Road, which is
the turnoff to Longwarry. I know those intersections do
not have a proud history in terms of safety and that
something needs to be done about them; I agree with
that principle. However, if we were going to have speed
reductions, there should have been consultation in the
first instance, but to my knowledge there was none.
Also there should have been a far stronger campaign to
alert people to the speed reductions rather than just
putting on the road a trailer with flashing signs.
In terms of the need for the speed reduction, let me say
this: the first of those dangerous intersections, the one at
Nar Nar Goon, would not be a problem if the
Pakenham bypass were completed, because it would
take that intersection completely out of the major
highway route. One of the issues about the Pakenham
bypass, which we have mentioned before in this
chamber, is the procrastination of this government in
getting the project under way. I am not aware at the
moment of any earthworks having taken place. I know
some planning has been done for it, and I know of the
proposed alignment of the route, but I do not think any
work has ever taken place on it. It was to be a
$200 million project. The government has said it has
now gone up to $220 or $240 million or thereabouts,
but it is not a big project in the whole scheme of
improving our major highways in this state. I say to the
Bracks government: this project has not got a very good
record, and it should be well under way by now.
Anyone who has tried to travel through Pakenham on
the Princes Highway will know that, with the great
increase in population along the Cranbourne–Pakenham
corridor, there is a serious traffic problem and that that
particular bypass needs to be completed as soon as
possible.
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I presume the other reason for the proposed speed
reduction along the Princes Highway East is the Sands
Road turnoff, which you take to get in and out of
Longwarry. Once again I acknowledge that some
treatment works need to be undertaken at this
intersection. At the moment it is a fairly straightforward
90-degree crossing, which does not help at all in terms
of traffic management at the intersection, and I am sure
the people at VicRoads could design it differently to
enable vehicles to transect the intersection in a safer
way. It simply boils down to funds. There are
insufficient funds and a lack of foresight in planning for
that necessary project. I tell you what, if those speed
limits come into force on 16 September, the
government will have something to answer for, because
I still have not received, despite my contact with
VicRoads, any written advice as to the reasons for the
speed limits and when they will come into play. I
suspect the many people who use that highway
regularly will also have the same difficulty — —
Mr Smith interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — The honourable member said
‘in good time’ — it starts tomorrow.
Mr Smith — Follow the signs. Let me tell you
something — it is 100.
Hon. P. R. HALL — Follow the signs! People have
been travelling along the road every day, every week of
their lives and suddenly conditions change without any
warning. They can hardly be expected to pick up that
change the first time they travel along the road. If you
are going to change things on roads, there need to be
proper information and education campaigns. There are
some serious issues with the project.
The other road I want to talk about is one of Victoria’s
well-promoted roads, the Great Alpine Road in East
Gippsland. That road connects the north-east from
Wangaratta through to Bairnsdale. I want to talk about
the condition of the Great Alpine Road between Omeo
and Bairnsdale, because that has been the subject of
some discussion and concern recently. While talking
about this road I am cognisant of the fact that I do not
want to discourage people from using it, because it is
still more than adequate for people to use to get up to
places in the high country like Omeo and then on to
Hotham from the Gippsland side. However, the road
still has some serious deficiencies that need to be
addressed.
Not only does it carry significant volumes of tourist
traffic it carries significant volumes of heavy vehicle
traffic in terms of buses that regularly use the road as
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well as log trucks and other significant haulage vehicles
in the agricultural sector, such as cattle trucks.
Consequently the condition of the road is not perfect for
the use of heavy vehicles. Areas need to be addressed
urgently. I welcome the fact that Mr Trevor Smith from
Omeo, who runs a daily bus service from Omeo to
Bairnsdale, offered me the opportunity to travel with
him on Thursday, 2 September, to see what it was like
from a bus driver’s point of view or as a traveller on the
bus meeting heavy vehicles coming from the opposite
direction. Although I complimented Mr Smith on his
excellent capabilities as a driver and felt very safe in his
company, I was able to see a different perspective of
the road sitting in an elevated position in a much bigger
vehicle that I normally travel in. I appreciate that
serious deficiencies on the road need rectifying.
It is a B-class road. The VicRoads directory says that
B-class roads have minimum standards of a 3.3 metre
carriageway each way as well as having a 1-metre
shoulder on each side of the road. Certainly the Great
Alpine Road section I am describing does not in all
places conform to the minimum conditions for a
B-class road. Given the fact that there are sharp turns,
some of which provide limited visibility, urgent action
is required to address the particular problems with that
road.
I travelled on that bus in company with the member for
Gippsland East; the federal member for Gippsland,
Peter McGauran; as well as some councillors from the
East Gippsland Shire Council. We had a public meeting
in Omeo that night at which probably 150 people
attended. It was an excellent turnout. People at that
meeting were able to address the audience. They
included David Shelton, the new manager for the
eastern region of VicRoads, who made a great
presentation. As the VicRoads regional manager he
concedes that this road does not always conform to a B
standard and work needs to be undertaken. He pointed
out that a lack of money was restricting its ability to
bring the road up to standard. Another VicRoads officer
recently travelled on the bus and made a ballpark
estimate that some $20 million is required to bring that
road up to standard.
When talking about $20 million, which sounds like a
lot to most people, the gift of $565 million that the state
government rejected from the federal government could
well be used by the state government so that other
money could be used to address road problems around
the state. The state government is knocking it back on
the one hand from the federal government and on the
other hand crying poor that there is not enough money
to address some of these other road matters in the state.
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Hon. J. M. McQuilten interjected.
Hon. P. R. HALL — It might be the Deer Park
highway, the Pakenham bypass or the Great Alpine
Road improvements. All I am saying is that people are
saying this is a simple argument. There is a
$565 million gift from the federal government to the
Victorian government, and the Victorian government
knocked it back. That money could well be utilised for
a great number of other road projects throughout the
state.
I want to keep on about the Great Alpine Road and
make a number of comments. As I said, $20 million
would bring it up to standard. That might sound a lot,
but I believe the government has that sort of money.
We are not talking about $20 million necessarily in one
year; it could be spread over a couple of years. There
needs to be a decent plan to bring the road up to
standard.
At that public meeting sensible suggestions were made
that could be put in place immediately. For example,
there is poor corner visibility. Some of the sharp bends
on the Great Alpine Road are blind corners because
vegetation growth prevents drivers from seeing through
the corner. It would be a simple and inexpensive task to
lop some of the vegetation and open up the visibility
which would greatly improve road safety. I understand
there has been difficulty in getting the required permits
to clear some of that vegetation, which I think is a real
problem. I say to the government in this debate that the
Great Alpine Road needs improvements. One thing that
can be done immediately is to facilitate some
vegetation clearing on some of the bad corners so that
their safety can be greatly improved. That would be of
very minimal cost.
Another matter the people at that public meeting spoke
about concerned the Omeo Highway, the highway
north of the Omeo township itself and the
Benambra–Corryong road, which I will speak about in
a moment. An improvement would be to have a local
VicRoads contractor or maintenance crew based in the
area. People who understand the area know the roads
they have to look after, and consequently they can
generally do the job better than a contractor or
maintenance person who might live in a town hundreds
of kilometres away. Once again that is something the
government should consider. It would be of minimal
cost. It should have a locally based maintenance crew
to maintain roads in the East Gippsland area.
I now wish to talk about the Omeo Highway. The Great
Alpine Road has taken over part of the Omeo Highway.
But the road north of Omeo, running out through
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Angler’s Rest, Mount Wills, right through to
Tallangatta, is still called the Omeo Highway. There is
a good connection between Gippsland and the
north-east which takes you to nice places like Anglers
Rest where the famous Blue Duck hotel is situated.
That is a great place to visit and stay. It is top class and
the food is very good. There is also the historic Mount
Wills where a significant mining development is
currently taking place, so there will be economic
activity associated with that section of the road.
There is still 30 kilometres of unsealed road. Although
the base of the road is sound and the alignment is not
too bad either, the road urgently needs sealing to
accommodate not only vehicle traffic through that area
but also some of the extra traffic generated by the
mining activity and the many people who go there to
enjoy that remote part of the world. The same applies
with the Benambra–Corryong road. It depends which
road you live on, but people along the
Benambra–Corryong road will claim that it is the best
access road between Gippsland and the north-east. That
road will take you right through to Corryong from
Omeo and Benambra. About 65 kilometres of that road
is unsealed. It is a major connecting route between the
north-east and Gippsland. Sealing the road would
provide enormous benefits to the people in terms of
getting into and out of Gippsland. It is another
important road that the government needs to consider
spending the required dollars on to bring it up to
standard.
I meant to mention that the Omeo Highway was
Victoria’s first ever declared highway. It seems to me
that there is some historical significance to that, and it
would be nice to think that the first ever declared
highway was a sealed road. Whenever people think
about highways they think about major sealed roads.
The Omeo Highway was the first highway, but it is still
not completely sealed. They are some examples, but I
could pick up a whole range of different road networks
in Victoria that are not managed properly and need
more expenditure put into them to bring them up to the
standard that people who live in or visit those areas
should fairly expect. In terms of the motion the
government needs to improve its efforts on road
management.
In conclusion, it is a simple argument when we relate
this back to the Scoresby tollway. The problem that
people in my electorate see is that the federal
government has put $565 million on the table and the
state government is saying, ‘No, we do not want to do it
your way so we are not going to take your money’.
People simply see that as a $565 million gift being
knocked back when we can ill afford to do that. The
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pressures on our roads throughout Victoria are
immense. Every single dollar of that $565 million could
be well utilised in bringing up to standard not only this
proposed tollway but other roads in the state. This
government simply cannot afford to knock back offers
of that magnitude.
In conclusion, again I thank Mr Atkinson for bringing
this motion before us. It is a great tragedy that we have
got to a situation where the people of Victoria were
deceived prior to the last election and are now being
slapped across the face again by this government
knocking back the $565 million gift when every single
dollar of it should be spent on improving Victoria’s
road network.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — It is with
pleasure that I rise to speak on the motion:
That this house condemns the state government for rejecting
federal funds and introducing tolls on the Scoresby freeway in
a breach of trust with Victorian voters, and for its inadequate
management of the state’s road infrastructure.

I would like to acknowledge the excellent contribution
to the debate made earlier by the mover of the motion,
the Honourable Bruce Atkinson. I particularly thank the
Leader of The Nationals, Peter Hall, for expanding on
the effective case put by Mr Atkinson.
Initially I would like to deal with some
misrepresentations of the Liberal Party’s position made
in the house today by Mr Viney, and I might take the
opportunity to rebut Liar Latham who has been out in
the public arena in the context of a federal election
campaign misrepresenting the Liberal Party. The
Liberal Party does not accept tolls on the Scoresby
freeway. It will campaign from now until the change of
state government at the next election to ensure that tolls
are not imposed. It is quite clear that this breach of trust
with Victorian voters undermines the capacity for
Victorians to have confidence in anything the Premier
of Victoria might have to say on policy issues. For it
was the Premier, Steve Bracks, who said in September
2002:
We’re not going to build projects with tolls. That’s our policy;
it has been our policy.

It is an appalling state of affairs when a government
goes to an election knowing full well the commitments
it has entered into and its economic position and makes
unequivocal promises to the electorate which it then
callously disregards within months. I do not want to
reiterate the chronology Mr Atkinson went through, but
I wish to remind the house that an agreement was
entered into between the commonwealth of Australia
and the state government on 5 October 2001. It was
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signed by Peter Batchelor, the Minister for Transport in
the other place, on behalf of the Bracks government. It
refers to the Scoresby transport corridor. It sets out that
there would be 50 per cent funding from the state and
from the commonwealth. Clause 1 sets out the purpose
of the agreement in the following terms:
1.

The purpose of this agreement is to facilitate the
provision of financial assistance from the
commonwealth to Victoria to accelerate construction of
the Scoresby freeway.

Clause 2 states:
(a) In relation to the freeway, the commonwealth will
provide financial assistance to Victoria to a maximum of
50 per cent of the government costs for its construction.
(b) The commonwealth’s offer for funding of the freeway is
conditional on Victoria agreeing to complete the
construction of the freeway between Ringwood and
Frankston by 30 June 2008.

Clause 3 states, in part:
(a) In relation to the freeway, Victoria agrees to provide
50 per cent of government costs for the construction of a
freeway between Ringwood and Frankston ...
...
(d) Victoria undertakes to ensure that users of the Scoresby
freeway will not be required to pay a direct toll.

For members of the house I repeat that clause 3(d)
states that Victoria undertakes to ensure that users of
the Scoresby freeway will not be required to pay a
direct toll. That is the agreement entered into by the
Bracks government on 5 October 2001.
During the course of the election campaign — I think it
was on 21 November 2002 — the Labor Party’s
Linking Victoria policy document was released. That
document refers to building the Mitcham–Frankston
freeway. That was a development, in the sense that we
moved from having the Scoresby freeway at a cost of
about $960 million in total to a project which then had
an estimated cost of about $2 billion. During the course
of the election campaign, and without revealing its
intentions, the government started to smear the
Scoresby project by rolling it into a different and larger
one. Interestingly during the course of the campaign the
Labor Party s officially authorised election material
persisted in maintaining the farce that these
commitments already existed. The following statements
were included in a brochure circulated on behalf of the
Labor candidate for Scoresby, Pollyanne Williams:
The Bracks Labor government has negotiated and signed the
50-50 funding agreement with the commonwealth
government.
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...
Under the signed state-commonwealth funding agreement,
the freeway will be completed by 2008.

And importantly:
There will be no tolls on the freeway under a Bracks Labor
government.

Of course that was election material officially
authorised by R. Lindell of 360 King Street, West
Melbourne. On the week of the election campaign a
letter to voters from the Premier, again properly
authorised by the Labor Party, states in part:
I am writing to you because Saturday’s election is a very
important choice for all Victorians.
...
And Labor will build the Scoresby freeway on time and on
budget.
These are not just election-time promises. They are my firm
commitments to you and your family, and they will be
honoured.

It is signed by Steve Bracks, Premier of Victoria. Was it
a lie at that time? I do not know. I do not know what
was in the Premier’s mind, but amazingly on 14 April
2003 the Premier made a statement which said in part
that the Mitcham–Frankston freeway must be tolled.
What a gross breach of trust. I do not believe that there
has ever been such a blatant disregard for the
obligations of the mandate given by voters in
electorates where a party has campaigned specifically
on an issue and commitments made by candidates, by
ministers and by the Premier. It is a totally unjustified
abrogation of a policy commitment made at an election
to which voters responded.
It was quite clear that the response from the electorate
was of some concern to the government. All
independent observers and commentators made critical
comment at the time of the announcement, and it is
probably useful to be reminded of what the Herald Sun
editorial of 15 April had to say under the headline
‘Labor dumps a promise’:
Yesterday, the Premier broke a key election promise ...

and further, referring to the government:
Either it was negligent or it deliberately lied ...
...
But Victorians are now justified in asking: what other Labor
promises can we believe?

I would put it to the house that clearly, in the context of
any further commitments made by the Labor Party,
nothing can be believed.
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The practice in this house is not to accuse members
across the chamber or in the other house of being liars,
so I will refrain from accusing the Premier of being a
liar. But as the Herald Sun states, either the government
was negligent or it deliberately lied. I do not know the
answer to that question, but I do know that the motion
before the house deals with trust; that at the
commencement of the federal election campaign the
leaders of both parties coincidentally made the point
that elections are about trust, and as far as I am
concerned what the Labor Party has done in Victoria
must and will be taken into account by the voters in the
Scoresby corridor at the coming federal election,
because it is becoming apparent that Labor cannot be
trusted.
The Liberal Party’s position is that it will continue to
campaign against tolls on the Scoresby freeway. I just
cannot believe that the government of Victoria is not
taking into account how that issue is impacting on the
Labor Party candidates in the Scoresby corridor. I know
that even in October 2003 it was of concern to the
Premier, because he went on a letter-writing campaign
to his constituents in the Scoresby corridor. He
acknowledged in his letter:
Before the last election I promised you that my government
would be financially responsible. I also made a commitment
to build the Scoresby freeway — without tolls.
As you may be aware I have since decided on a toll.

I will give the Premier one point for coming clean, for
writing to constituents and telling them he had lied, but
I have to tell you that I give him no — —
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, Acting
President, I have been very circumspect about
commenting on Mr Davis’s speech, but on the
particular issue he has quite categorically said that the
Premier lied. I take offence at that. He has impugned a
member of the other house of this Parliament, and I ask
him to withdraw.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — On the point of order,
Acting President, I have just read into Hansard a letter
from the Premier of Victoria in which in his own words
he makes the facts quite apparent, so the readers of
Hansard will judge for themselves. But in relation to
the point of order, I withdraw.
In conclusion — because I do not think much more
needs to be said — the Bracks government is
untrustworthy. How can anybody presume that a
Latham-led federal government could be trustworthy?
It is the case that politics is about character, and quite
clearly the issue before us is that the constituents in the
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Scoresby corridor have been absolutely deceived. They
are entitled to express their view about that, and I have
no doubt they will.
The federal government has committed a total of
$565 million to the Scoresby freeway, and I believe that
ultimately the Victorian government will be compelled
to respond to the electorate by taking up the offer made
by the federal government — to build that freeway
without tolls.
Mr SMITH (Chelsea) — I cannot say I am
particularly pleased to have 15 minutes to rebut the
puerile arguments of those opposite and waste my time
on what is nothing but a political stunt. However, I am
getting paid for being here already so I may as well
utilise my time in the interest of taxpayers. Let us talk
about some of the facts of the Scoresby freeway. How
many times are we going to regurgitate this subject?
The answer is one more time, given that we have a
federal election.
Scoresby, Frankston, Mitcham — whatever you want
to call it — has been on the books for 37 years. That old
character Henry Bolte talked about it. All the Liberal
leaders ever since have talked about it. They never
actually did anything about it until we, the Bracks
government, came along. We decided that we would
build the freeway for the reason that we understood the
significant economic benefits to the south-east and
Victoria in particular, and indeed the impact it would
have on the national economy, given that the port of
Melbourne is one of the biggest hubs and most
important transport stations in the country.
Those opposite agree that the road is necessary, that it
has to be built and that we all will benefit from it. Given
that we are all in raging agreement about the
importance and the fact that it needs to be built, what is
the difference? Tolls. That is interesting. Given their
support for tolls everywhere else in the country,
particularly in Sydney, I wonder why they are so
supportive of federal funding for toll roads in Sydney.
They are Sydney-centric, maybe. Maybe there is one
bypassing or going close to Kirribilli House. Who
knows? They have a penchant for supporting these
tolled freeways in Sydney but not Melbourne.
Interesting.
The federal Liberals have a problem in Victoria. The
problem is called Steve Bracks. He has real credibility.
People like him. What is there not to like? That is why
we are in government. We slaughtered the
opposition — have a look at the numbers — because of
his credibility. They desperately need to knock the edge
off the Bracks government for their federal colleagues.
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That is what this is about. At least be honest about that.
The problem is that it is not going to wash.
On 24 February this year the Honourable John Howard
went to the south-east to talk to people of Scoresby
about why he needed to spend Victorians’ petrol tax
dollars interstate and why he needed to spend 300-odd
million dollars in Sydney as opposed to Victoria and so
on. How did he expect to get away with it? Well he got
away with the GST didn’t he? He backtracked and
flip-flopped all over the place. But on the very same
day, 24 February, Senator Ian Campbell made the
comment that Liberal policy is that all urban freeways
will be tolled from now on all across the country.
Mr Campbell said all roads, not roads of national
importance, but urban freeways will be tolled from now
on as a matter of policy. So what is the difference? It is
politics, pure and simple. Mr Atkinson in his
contribution earlier said he thought a viable way to go
was to build the freeway with borrowings. That would
put us into debt.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr SMITH — Some of my colleagues might agree
with that. In the old days it was spend and spend like no
tomorrow, but on this side of the house we have
economic credibility now. We have surpluses, and they
hate it.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SMITH — You hate it! We have more teachers,
police, more spending on health, nurses and so on and
surpluses. It is just killing them. We know that on this
side of the fence.
There are federally funded toll roads in Sydney and the
Norwest project where the toll roads M3 and M4 are
being built with federal funding. Economic benefits
have followed. In fact 320 companies have relocated to
the Norwest project as a result of those federally funded
toll roads, and 9000 jobs have been created. It has been
at a cost of $345 million to the feds. We argue that the
same sort of economic benefits will flow through the
south-east and down to Frankston and probably onto
the peninsula as well. Why are they treating Victoria
differently?
It comes back to that political problem they have. State
government in Victoria is going gangbusters, kicking
goals all over the place. They have to knock the edge
off, so they do what they do best: vilify. They do
whatever it takes — they pull all the little rodent tricks
out of their box of tricks and attack the credibility of the
one man who is standing up like a shining beacon in
Victoria: Steve Bracks. You talk about the G-train in
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Victoria. We have the Bracks train, kicking goals
everywhere. They hate it and want to kick him down to
give their colleagues a chance.
I think we all accept already in this chamber that this
debate is a joke. It is puerile and misconceived, and the
timing is obviously linked into the federal election. The
previous speaker talked about roads all over Victoria
and so on, and the fact that tricky little Johnny has
offered another $120 million on top of the other
$440 million for the freeway and so on. The Nationals
stated that they would gladly accept that money. If it
did not go into the freeway they could still use it for
other roads in Victoria, which I have to say we are very
grateful for. That is Mr Latham’s policy — that the
money will be allocated elsewhere to roads in Victoria.
So maybe we could cut a deal with The Nationals. You
support us and we will work on the Great Alpine Road
for you. That would be a fair deal.
Hon. P. R. Hall — You are knocking back a gift.
Mr SMITH — The gift has been allocated
elsewhere.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SMITH — The strings have hooks in them, too,
Mr McQuilten, I might add. As they say, beware of
Greeks bearing gifts. That is an old saying but a true
one.
Hon. Andrea Coote — That is shocking.
Mr SMITH — The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition says that that is a shocking statement. I
remind her that I did not invent it, and it has been
around for a while.
I refer to the impact that the toll road will have on
Frankston in my electorate. It will be more than
significant; it will be a fantastic outcome in the longer
term, and I hope to see all the benefits actually
delivered. My colleague Mr Viney, I and other locals
are working on little add-ons to the freeway. We are
looking at a much-needed bypass of Frankston et cetera
to address the significant growth that there will be in
traffic on the peninsula. I am wondering what the
Liberal representative Mr Billson — or Mr Scoresby, as
he likes to be known — is doing about the road tolls for
Frankston. I find it interesting that Mr Billson is very
supportive of and voted for the allocation of
$345 million to the toll roads in Sydney. He has no
problem about that but he has a particular problem
about it down here. There is a little inconsistency there
somewhere, and I am sure that if we dug deep enough
we all — even those opposite — would find it.
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On looking at other road funding from the federal
government to Victoria in particular, we find that
Frankston is significantly underfunded in comparison to
every other municipality in Victoria. What has
Mr Billson been doing? Has he been asleep at the
wheel? Maybe he needs a bigger road to make sure that
he does not have any problems!
Hon. J. A. Vogels — Maybe they have a hopeless
council down there.
Mr SMITH — He ought to talk to his people on
that council and maybe tell them to get their act
together. That might be very helpful. The fact is that in
Frankston and Victoria in particular we have been
dudded on road funding. Earlier my colleague
Mr Viney explained to the house about road funding
and refunds on petrol taxes. Victorians pay 25 per cent
of the nation’s tax bill on petrol and we get back 18 per
cent. How does that compare with New South Wales?
The people of New South Wales pay 30 per cent and
they get back 40 per cent. That has nothing to do with
the fact that the Prime Minister resides in Kirribilli
House! Unlike every other Prime Minister, who all
lived at the Lodge, that is not good enough for tricky
little Johnny. He prefers the ambience and views of
Sydney Harbour.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SMITH — Mind you, it is not a bad view — it
is hard to argue against it. But it goes to his mindset:
everything is about Sydney and New South Wales. The
Liberals in Sydney hate Victoria, and we know for a
fact that they even hate the Victorian Liberals. Poor old
Peter Costello — he actually thinks he is going to be
the leader of the Liberals the next time around. He is
dreaming — he should just forget it.
Mr Viney — Tony Abbott does not agree with that.
Mr SMITH — And Brendan Nelson — he is my
tip; I am tipping Brendan Nelson. It is all about them
not liking those Vics. They hate the Melbourne Club.
Has Johnny ever been in the Melbourne Club? Has
anyone ever seen him in there? No, you would not get
him in there.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SMITH — This is not really a debate; it is a
stand-up gig, is it not? As I said before, the whole
argument is puerile. Nevertheless, it goes back to
leadership. I have talked about the quality of the
leadership Victoria has with its Premier. The fact is that
a hard decision had to be made. It was difficult to
reverse the decision. Mr Atkinson, in his contribution
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earlier, derided the fact that the government made a
tough decision. He inferred that it was a wimpy
decision. Quite the contrary, it was a very difficult
decision to make. The government had to balance
providing better public services et cetera with funding
the Scoresby freeway. The government chose the
former.
It was a hard decision based on the fact that the botched
privatisation of public transport by those opposite
forced the government to address the $1 billion
shortcoming. It was a matter of either raising money for
that or funding the Scoresby. The government chose the
former. Just as members opposite decided on user pays,
members of the government decided that it was the
lesser of two evils, so we did it — and we copped our
medicine for it.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
This morning I have listened to both Mr Viney and
Mr Smith on this issue. I have come to the conclusion
that they just do not get it. We have heard Mr Viney
talk about the fact that the Scoresby freeway was
planned 37 years ago, and we have heard Mr Smith talk
about freeways in New South Wales. What both of
them have ignored is that the motion before the house
today is about the lie that was told by the Bracks
government before the 2002 state election. It is not
about whether the Scoresby freeway will be built with
tolls or not; it is about the fact that the Premier of this
state said that there would be no tolls and then six
months later said that there would be.
The debate is about the lie that was told and has been
perpetuated to the people of Victoria, not about
freeways in other states or the history of the Scoresby
freeway. The whole motion is about the litany of lies
and deceits that have been perpetuated by members of
the Victorian Labor Party with respect to the delivery of
road infrastructure in this state.
There is no doubt that the Victorian ALP is
philosophically opposed to the delivery of major road
infrastructure for Victoria — and has been for a long
time. Members need look only at the Minister for
Transport in the other place — he of Nunawading
by-election fame — to see that. He would rather be
minister for bike paths than minister for roads. Every
project that he has undertaken as the minister
responsible for roads has been a debacle.
I go back to the performance of the Cain and Kirner
Labor governments on roads. Victorians should
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remember that only 10 short years ago people could not
drive on the Monash Freeway from the south-eastern
suburbs to Melbourne without stopping at three sets of
traffic lights. That was the commitment of a previous
Labor government to road infrastructure in this state:
motorists had to stop at Warrigal Road, Burke Road
and Toorak Road on what was supposed to be a
freeway. That is how Labor delivers road infrastructure
for this state.
Jumping forward to the current Labor government, we
see the same types of things. In his contribution earlier
this morning Mr Viney made a very deceptive
comment when he spoke about the Hallam bypass. That
was a $175 million project funded in the final budget of
the Kennett government, but it was delivered by the
current government.
Mr Smith — Before time!
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS — Both Mr Viney in
his contribution and Mr Smith by way of interjection
said ‘before time’ — and ‘under budget’ were the
words added by Mr Viney. What Mr Viney did not
point out was that the government left off a lane in each
direction, so rather than having three lanes in each
direction the people of the outer south-eastern suburbs
have only two lanes. So already a road that has been
open for only 12 months is reaching capacity because it
was not properly built. The other reason that that road
was finished ahead of schedule and under budget was
because the government left off a major link that would
connect traffic travelling north to Cranbourne or east to
Berwick. Most of that still has to use the Princes
Highway because the government dropped a
$13 million link. It is disingenuous for Mr Viney to get
up and say, ‘It is ahead of schedule and under budget’
when it has only been three-quarters completed.
Another project that demonstrates how this government
fails in the delivery of road infrastructure is the
Pakenham bypass, which Mr Hall spoke of earlier. The
Pakenham bypass is a project that was going to cost
$200 million, and I recall in 2001 being down in
Pakenham with the federal Treasurer, Peter Costello,
and the then member for La Trobe, Bob Charles, when
the federal Treasurer announced that the Howard
government would contribute $100 million to the
construction of the Pakenham bypass. At the time the
project was costed at $200 million, and it was going to
be a 50 per cent contribution by the commonwealth.
What has happened since then? Have we seen
VicRoads actually get on and build that freeway? No,
we have not. We have had delay after delay. We have
had this government procrastinate, and we now have a
situation where the cost of that freeway has blown out
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to $240 million. It should not come as a surprise. That
freeway is in one of the fastest growing corridors in this
state, and if the government sits on its hands and does
not buy land for the freeway, it is not surprising that the
cost of delivering the project should go up. Now we
have the Pakenham bypass costing $240 million and we
have got Mr Batchelor, the Minister for Transport,
saying ‘Well, we cannot build it because the
commonwealth has only given us $100 million and we
need 50 per cent, which is now $120 million’.
We are seeing this time and again, and I am pleased to
say that in June I was in Pakenham with the then
federal roads minister, Senator Ian Campbell, when he
announced that the commonwealth government would
contribute the extra $20 million. There is now
$120 million from the commonwealth for the
Pakenham bypass, but we are yet to see any progress.
No doubt in 12 months or two years time we will have
Mr Batchelor out there saying, ‘The project is now
$300 million and we need $150 million before we can
do anything’. Yet again it is a demonstration of how
this government just does not get on and deliver these
projects.
This brings me to the Scoresby freeway, and it is the
same story with this project. Honourable members
should recall that back in April 2000 this chamber
debated the issue of the Scoresby freeway, and the
government was very clear about its position in April
2000. Members of the government sat in this chamber
and voted against a motion saying that the Bracks
government should build the Scoresby freeway.
Members of this chamber, Ms Carbines, Ms Darveniza,
Ms Gould, Ms Hadden, Mr Jennings — now the deputy
leader of the government — Mr McQuilten, Minister
Madden, Ms Mikakos, Mr Nguyen, Ms Romanes,
Mr Smith, Mr Theophanous and Minister Thomson all
voting against the Bracks government building the
Scoresby freeway, so it is not a surprise when we jump
forward four years and see that there has been
absolutely no progress on the construction of this
freeway.
It is interesting to reflect on what the members of the
government said during that debate. I draw the attention
of honourable members to comments made by
Mr Jennings, who during that debate in April 2000 said
in relation to the Scoresby freeway:
The Bracks Labor government rejects the toll option. It has
neither the desire nor the political will to impose a toll
structure on the people of Victoria, and Victorian motorists
and will not pursue the option.

Mr Jennings went on:
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... On 4 November 1999 he announced his department
estimated that motorists would be charged $8 per trip —

assuming tolls on the Scoresby freeway. He continued:
So far as the Bracks Labor government is concerned that is
not an acceptable approach to financing the project and is not
an option it is prepared to contemplate.

What has changed in four years? In four years we jump
forward and suddenly tolls are on the agenda, but we
still have no further commitment from this government
to actually delivering the project.
Ms Romanes made a contribution to that debate. She
also spoke about tolls on Scoresby. She said:
It is clear that tollways are not feasible as a means of building
infrastructure that will be used to the maximum. The Bracks
Labor government will not use tollways as a means of
funding new road projects.

That was Glenyys Romanes on 12 April 2000. What
has changed? We go on further. We had another
commitment from this same member, who again said:
A tollway is not an option for the Scoresby freeway. The
government’s option is to seek funding from the
commonwealth government.

So Ms Romanes was quite clear. We would get funding
from the commonwealth and we would not build a
tollway.
Of course we know now that the government did reach
an agreement with the commonwealth for funding for
the Scoresby freeway. An agreement was struck in
October 2001 between the federal transport minister,
the Honourable John Anderson, and the state minister,
Mr Batchelor. That agreement was that the
commonwealth would provide 50 per cent funding for a
Scoresby freeway, and that was costed at $445 million.
As the Leader of the Opposition has outlined, an
agreement was signed between the two parties to that
effect. What happened? If the government had actually
got on with the project at that time and built it, it would
have been 50 per cent completed, but as its track record
shows with all these projects — like the Pakenham
bypass, like the Hallam bypass — we have seen the
government procrastinate and not get on with the
project, and consequently we have cost escalation. That
is what has happened with the Scoresby freeway.
So rather than getting on with the job after that
agreement was signed in October 2001, the government
has procrastinated. The Minister for Transport said,
‘We are not going to have a Scoresby freeway, we are
going to have a Scoresby integrated transport corridor,
and we are going to put public transport there.
Although we have an agreement with the

MITCHAM–FRANKSTON FREEWAY: FUNDING
Wednesday, 15 September 2004

COUNCIL

commonwealth to build a freeway, the commonwealth
should now pay for our public transport’.
Then we moved on a bit from there and went to what
we now have, the Mitcham–Frankston toll road.
Minister Batchelor rolled the Eastern Freeway
extension into Scoresby, so rather than building the
road that was agreed with the commonwealth the state
government tried to claim it was entitled to extra
funding for a project to which the commonwealth had
never signed up.
We have come to a situation now where nothing has
happened. There has been no progress. The cost of
building the Scoresby has blown out. In an act of
generosity on the part of the commonwealth there has
been an announcement of a contribution of a further
$120 million towards what is now the increased 50 per
cent of the cost of the Scoresby. I urge voters in the
Scoresby corridor to take up the option.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I think the
Honourable Bob Smith summed up the Labor Party’s
attitude in his contribution to this debate when he said
on a number of occasions that this whole debate was a
joke. I suggest to the house that the people in the
eastern suburbs and indeed Victorians as a whole do not
regard this debate as a joke. I think the only person who
has taken it as a joke is in fact Mr Smith. He did a
stand-up comedy routine for which I doubt there will be
very much applause, certainly not among people in the
eastern suburbs and others who are connected by this
vital piece of road infrastructure.
We also had Mr Viney, who did his usual trick of
misquoting, taking comments out of context and
deliberately trying to change the position that has been
put by a number of Liberals on this issue and related
issues over an extensive period of time. Any proper
analysis of the Liberal Party’s position will provide a
consistent position that there should be no tolls on the
Scoresby freeway. Mr Viney’s behaviour, the remarks
he makes to this house, the way he continually takes
people out of context and the way he continually
misquotes people do nothing but diminish debate in this
place and demean this house as a place of debate.
I indicate to the house that this is an important motion
that we in the Liberal Party take seriously. We do not
regard bringing this motion before the house today as a
stunt, no more than we regard as a stunt the federal
government’s announcement of the contribution of an
additional $120 million towards the freeway if Labor
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stops this turnabout position it has taken on tolls. This is
not the first turn the Labor Party has had on this whole
project. Mr Smith and Mr Viney both said, ‘Ours is the
party that is actually building it’. The Liberal Party has
consistently supported this project, and in fact
demonstrably so, with progressive work on the project
over a period of time. We extended the Eastern
Freeway from Doncaster to Nunawading. We were
continuing with the project. The planning was in place
for the extension of the Eastern Freeway, and at that
time the Labor Party did not even have a policy on the
Scoresby freeway. In fact it was opposed to it. The
Labor Party has changed its position on this freeway,
and it has done so many times. The people of Victoria
simply do not believe it on any commitment it makes
on this freeway.
We heard Mr Smith today say he is actually pushing for
further add-ons to the project. I wonder about the
credibility of that statement. Expressions of interest
have already been lodged, and Mr Smith is saying, ‘I
am still negotiating the project. I’m still trying to
change it. I’m still trying to put more things into it’. If
that is the case, will there be more costs? Do the people
who have put in expressions of interest know that
Mr Smith wants to change the project? Will it result in
higher tolls? What is the status of this project?
The Liberal Party’s position is absolutely crystal clear
on this. We continue to oppose tolls on the Scoresby
freeway, and we will work and work and work to make
sure that we stop the imposition of tolls on this freeway
by this government. We will work to bring this
government to account and make sure it honours the
agreement it struck with the federal government in
October 2001 and, more importantly, that it honours the
contract it made with the voters of Victoria when it told
them at the 2002 election that this freeway would be
built without tolls. That promise was explicit, as has
been demonstrated again today by the Honourable Phil
Davis in his contribution to the debate.
The key message from this debate and the way the
Labor Party has dismissed it today is that Labor’s
promises are worthless. Labor’s promises are worth
absolutely nothing. It twists the truth and smudges the
facts. The reality is, as everybody who is affected by
the Scoresby freeway knows, you cannot trust Labor.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 18
Atkinson, Mr
Baxter, Mr
Bishop, Mr
Bowden, Mr (Teller)
Brideson, Mr (Teller)

Drum, Mr
Hall, Mr
Koch, Mr
Lovell, Ms
Olexander, Mr
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Coote, Mrs
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D. McL.
Davis, Mr P. R.

Rich-Phillips, Mr
Stoney, Mr
Strong, Mr
Vogels, Mr

Noes, 22
Argondizzo, Ms
Broad, Ms
Carbines, Ms (Teller)
Darveniza, Ms
Eren, Mr (Teller)
Hilton, Mr
Hirsh, Ms
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

Pair
Forwood, Mr

Buckingham, Ms
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Supplementary question
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — On a
supplementary question, for the minister’s information
the equal opportunity commission is advocating the
abolition of youth wages on the premise that they are
discriminatory, notwithstanding the fact that youth
wages have enabled young people to find jobs, learn
skills and gain experience to build their careers. Small
business creates jobs and makes a substantial
investment in training young people upon their entry
into the work force. Those small businesses rely upon
youth wages to offset some of the training and
development costs for these young people. I asked the
minister a very direct question, which was: does she
support youth wages? Given the information I have just
provided to her, I ask the minister — —
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Do you support slave
labour?

Motion negatived.
Sitting suspended 1.03 p.m. until 2.06 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.
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Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I direct my
question to the Minister for Small Business. I ask: does
the minister support youth wages?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Small
Business) — I did not know that question time was a
time for asking an opinion of a minister!
Can I say that we have talked in this place about the
importance of a collaborative environment in which to
work and of the relationship between employer and
employee being based on one of cooperation, but what
we see from the opposition is that old habits die hard.
Instead of seeing an environment of cooperation and
growing Victoria together, which is a vitally important
agenda of this government, we see the Liberal Party
going back to the old habits of division. Well,
President, I have news for the opposition. That is not
what this government is on about; this government is
about creating an environment in Victoria that is fair,
that is balanced and that will see Victoria grow
together. That is what we are committed to, and that is
what we will be doing as a government.

Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — I will take up that
interjection. The Minister for Energy Industries asked if
we support slave labour. I ask the minister again: will
she support youth wages and ensure that the
government rejects the proposal of the equal
opportunity commission to abolish youth wages?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Small
Business) — I think I have answered the question.
There are no matters currently before the cabinet in
relation to youth wages. I reiterate: the opposition can
continue to try through question time to divide the
Victorian community and set one part of it against the
other, but this government is not buying it.

Commonwealth Games: community
participation
Hon. S. M. NGUYEN (Melbourne West) — My
question is to the Minister for Commonwealth Games.
The minister has on many occasions assured Victorians
that the 2006 Commonwealth Games will be an event
for all members of our community. I ask the minister to
advise the house of what steps the Bracks government
has taken to ensure that all Victorians have a part to
play in the Melbourne 2006 Commonwealth Games.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Commonwealth Games) — I thank the member for his
interest in the Commonwealth Games and its impact
upon the Victorian community. Members of the
chamber would appreciate that when the curtain fell on
the Athens Olympic Games the spotlight of the
international sporting community turned to Melbourne,
particularly with the Commonwealth Games as the next
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major, multisport event on the calendar. It is worth
appreciating the significance not only of the
Commonwealth Games but of the numbers and the
scale we are talking about and the impact that will have
on the Victorian community. Just to go over some of
the figures, we will see 4500 athletes and 71 nations
involved; we will see 16 sports; we will see 11 days of
competition — all in 546 days from now.
One of the important aspects of the games, promoting
the games and its themes, will be the Queen’s Baton
Relay. That will cross the entire state in one form or
another. It will go from Melbourne to Mildura, Ballarat
to Gippsland. It is an event that will touch every suburb
and every town in one form or another.
It is worth appreciating that the Commonwealth Games
is about more than just sport; it is about the chance to
build a stronger state. It is about more than just athletes;
it is about schoolchildren. It is about more than venues;
it is about the environment. It is about more than
personal achievement; it is about what we can do as a
community together.
Perhaps the most significant contribution that the games
can make is to link, develop and provide opportunity to
all Victorians. We are supporting that with the
announcement of the community participation program,
and I had the good fortune to be alongside the Premier
when we announced it earlier this month. It will see the
opportunity for each of the state’s 79 councils to access
up to $20 000 to help them involve themselves in
games-related activities. And there is a remaining
$2.7 million available on a competitive basis. In all it is
a $4.5 million grants program.
In total councils will be able to access up to $100 000 to
involve themselves, to celebrate and strengthen their
local communities through their involvement in the
games. Some examples of activities that might provide
these opportunities are: hosting a local festival to
welcome the Queen’s Baton Relay — this could
involve schools, local artists and traders all joining in;
organising a come-and-try day for people of all ages
and abilities; adopting another Commonwealth country
like India or Malta to learn more about their cultures
and to celebrate and support them; or building a lasting
reminder like a walking path, new street furniture or
public art. It will be an opportunity for all communities
to celebrate diversity, inclusion and the shared history
of the commonwealth.
As we count down the 546 days until the games, I look
forward to working with local councils, schools and
communities to take up this opportunity to celebrate
and also to combine and strengthen those communities
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through this celebration and participation to make sure
that all Victorians make the most of this opportunity,
which is a once-in-a-lifetime event.

Small business: common-rule orders
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — I direct my
question to the Minister for Small Business. I note that
the Bracks government passed legislation last year —
the Federal Awards (Uniform System) Bill — to force
the federal government to amend the common-rule
award entitlements in the Workplace Relations Act. I
ask the minister: has she commissioned any assessment
of the impact of the common-rule orders on
employment in small businesses in rural and regional
Victoria?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Small
Business) — I will reiterate to members opposite: they
might like me to be the industrial relations minister, but
in fact I am not the state Minister for Industrial
Relations, nor am I the federal Minister for
Employment and Workplace Relations who has
responsibility for wage policy under the Workplace
Relations Act.
Can I also state in relation to common rule that the
federal government was not forced; it supported the
introduction of common rule, and there is a difference.
It is based on the fact that there is now a fair playing
field for employers as there is for employees. A number
of small business people have spoken to me about the
conditions under which they employ their staff and the
people who work for them and have said that they value
the contribution of their employees to making their
businesses successful and they pay them accordingly.
They want to see the other employers they compete
with also having to meet reasonable standards and
conditions of employment. What they want to see is
that requirement being met by employers.
The vast majority of small businesses out there treat
their work force with absolute respect. They pay them
in an appropriate way and they give them the
appropriate recognition for the contribution they make
to those small businesses.
Supplementary question
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — The Bracks
government legislated for these common-rule orders
and sought to establish an industrial relations panel at
the Victorian Civil and Administrative Tribunal in the
event the federal government did not amend the
Workplace Relations Act. In effect it was holding a gun
at the federal government’s head. Small businesses
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throughout the state have forecast significant job losses
as a result of the increased costs of the common-rule
orders that will be introduced from January 2005. Why
did the minister not seek an assessment of the impact of
the Bracks government’s legislation on common-rule
orders on jobs and small business investment?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Small
Business) — We are back to the point again — that is,
are we a community of division or a community of
unity? We have seen the Victorian economy grow and
we have seen record job growth in regional Victoria
because there has been a sense of cooperation right
across this state. We will continue to work together as
Victorians to grow the whole of the Victorian economy.

Consumer affairs: chain letters
Mr SMITH (Chelsea) — I refer my question to
Mr Lenders, the Minister for Consumer Affairs. Can
the minister share with the house advice on what action
the Bracks government is taking to alert Victorian
consumers to potential scams that target the vulnerable,
such as the recent David Rhodes chain letter?
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SMITH — They probably support him.
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Consumer Affairs) —
I thank Mr Smith for his ongoing interest in stamping
out scams in our society, particularly those that hurt
vulnerable consumers.
I take great delight in informing the house that through
action taken by Consumer Affairs Victoria and other
consumer agencies across Australia in collaboration
with Australia Post we have stamped out a scam.
Thousands of Victorian consumers have been the
victims of a series of scams by a guy called David
Rhodes — he is a rogue character, a fictitious character
who does not exist. He is a rodent; he does not exist.
This person calling himself David Rhodes started a
pyramid sales scam whereby a chain letter went out to
consumers saying, ‘This is the deal for you’. The letter
reads, ‘If you put $10 in this envelope, dob in 200 of
your friends or other people and send it on, you will be
guaranteed to be $70 000 richer within eight weeks’.
Obviously the problem with this is that it exploits
vulnerable consumers and abuses the community law
which prohibits pyramid sales in Victoria. It is a con on
consumers. We as a Parliament and as a society said
pyramid selling was not on and stamped it out with our
pyramid sales legislation, yet now we have a group of
people flouting that community decision by sending
this letter out to vulnerable people. With pyramid
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selling you send a letter out to people and hope they
then pass on a lot of money to you. It goes further and
further and further down the chain until, obviously,
there are no people left to put any money up.
With this one, people were asked to send in $10. Some
Australians would say, ‘Hey, so what? It is a bit of a
flutter. We might make some money out of it’. But this
is disingenuous and is terrible for vulnerable consumers
because of the expectation. Every letter sent to the
200 people costs $1, and there is also photocopying,
printing and a range of other things. We have now
managed to retrieve thousands and thousands of letters
in bundles like this.
Hon. W. A. Lovell interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Exactly! They are the same
envelope, as Ms Lovell said. What happens is that the
consumers write the letters and pass them on, and they
are simply ripped off.
For us to stop this we have a number of challenges. My
message to this house and to the Victorian community
is: if it looks too good to be true, it is. That is the most
sensible advice to consumers. Any items that look too
good to be true, almost certainly are. Beyond that,
Consumer Affairs Victoria is now writing to more than
a thousand people who have been involved with these
letter schemes to advise them of their position under the
law and to warn them that there will be prosecutions if
this continues. We think that by itself will probably deal
with a lot of these issues. If we catch the perpetrators —
if there is a real David Rhodes and the like — the full
sanctions under the Fair Trading Act will come upon
them, and they include a potential fine of $24 000.
The best thing members of our community can do if
they get these sorts of letter and the best way to stamp it
out is to simply throw the letters in the bin and ignore
them rather than indulge them. If consumers wish to go
further, they should contact Consumer Affairs Victoria
and we will then send warning notices to the people
involved.
This is just one way Consumer Affairs Victoria can
make markets work, screen out rogues and protect
communities. The main thing is that we need to take
action and consumers need to be aware of it, and I think
they are.

Prospecting: miners rights
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — I desire to
address a question without notice to the Minister for
Energy Industries, who is also the Minister for
Resources. I am sure the minister is aware that in
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former mining districts such as Beechworth and
Rushworth gold seeking by visitors is an important
tourist drawcard. Is it a fact that the issue of miners
rights by tourist information centres and the like has
been found to be ultra vires and that the rights so issued
are therefore invalid?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Resources) — I thank the honourable member for his
question. Miners rights are an important part of the
tradition that Victoria has in this important area. I might
take the opportunity afforded to me by the honourable
member as part of his question to indicate that we are
looking at a special issue of a miners right in
conjunction with the Eureka celebrations, which I hope
the honourable member will be able to support.
It is true that I have had recent legal advice that was
received by the department which indicated there was
difficulty under the Mineral Resources Development
Act in relation to agencies issuing miners rights. I can
inform the honourable member that the government is
aware of the legal glitch that has emerged and that the
government is taking action as soon as it is practical to
do so to rectify that legal anomaly through legislation.
Supplementary question
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — I thank
the minister for his advice, but bearing in mind that
thousands of invalid miners rights have been issued,
and the minister has been aware of this problem for at
least three months because that is when I alerted him to
the problem — and no doubt I was not the only
person — why was not amending legislation to rectify
this problem introduced into Parliament as a matter of
urgency at the earliest possible opportunity, which
would have been either this week or the last week that
the Legislative Assembly met? Why are people being
held out there fearing that they have been fossicking
illegally because their miners rights have no legal
standing?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for
Resources) — As I informed the honourable member,
and as he has indicated, we were told about this issue a
number of months ago. We are preparing not only a
legislative response but we have also prepared other
ways of dealing with this issue from an administrative
point of view. We have indicated to the representative
body involved with miners that there are other avenues
available as short-term solutions to get these miners
rights from government outlets that are available to
them. Where that legal anomaly does not apply — —
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The PRESIDENT — Order! The minister’s time
has expired.

Electricity: disconnections
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — My
question is directed to the Minister for Energy
Industries. Can the minister inform the house of the
latest moves by the Bracks government to build a better
future for Victorian families in the area of energy
affordability?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I thank the honourable member for his
question and his interest in this important area — an
area where I get asked more questions about consumer
issues about the energy area than any other questions I
get from honourable members.
The government will be taking extra steps to help
Victorian families with their energy bills and, most
importantly, to protect them. I want to identify two
initiatives for the house; the first being that we will be
requiring energy retailers to compensate Victorian
consumers if they are unfairly disconnected from
supply in breach of the energy retail code. We see this
as an important matter. The fine will be $250 per day
and will apply in the circumstances where energy
supplies to a person or a family have been disconnected
illegally by the companies.
Hon. P. R. Hall interjected.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Mr Hall may not
care about a family, but disconnection from energy is a
serious event for a family.
Hon. W. R. Baxter interjected.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Even if it were
one family, Mr Baxter, I would be worried about it. It
could mean that the particular family could be without
hot water, cooking and heating facilities. Companies
have a legal obligation that they must follow under
Labor’s tough consumer protection codes. If they do
not do the right thing, then they will cop a $250 fine. I
am pleased that Mr Baxter put on the record that he
does not support this kind of initiative by the
government. I look forward to Mr Baxter supporting it
when these initiatives are put before the house.
The second initiative is that the government will be
moving to ban late payment fees on energy bills for
householders and small businesses. We do not believe
that people who are unable to pay their bills on time
should be penalised further through late payment fees.
The Premier has made an announcement on this matter.
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Hon. P. R. Hall interjected.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — It is interesting to
hear the negativity you get from the National Party
whenever you introduce something which is of clear
benefit to Victorian families. It does not matter whether
it is in country Victoria or metropolitan Melbourne as
all you get is carping and negativity. Here are two
initiatives that will help to protect Victorian consumers.
I would have expected, like most other members in this
house and most other people in the community, that the
opposition would have endorsed them and supported
them instead of sitting there harping and carping about
two very important initiatives of the government.
This demonstrates a difference in the policy approach
between the opposition and the government. The
opposition has shown through its introduction of these
changes in the electricity and energy industries that the
best way to deal with people who cannot pay their bills
is to make them pay late payment fees or to disconnect
their power. The Labor approach is different — that is,
no late payment fees and fines for companies that do
not do the right thing on disconnections.

Commonwealth Games: sponsorship
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
My question is to the Minister for Commonwealth
Games. What is the form and nature of the
Commonwealth Games sponsorship to be provided by
the National Australia Bank?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Commonwealth Games) — I welcome the member’s
question on sponsorship of the Commonwealth Games.
We have had a very receptive market in relation to
sponsorship opportunities, which is an ongoing process
to develop further opportunities for corporate
sponsorship. I am happy to give general detail but
specific detail will no doubt have commercial
implications, and there are implications in the form of
the agreement between Melbourne 2006 and the
National Australia Bank.
Generally there is an array of elements to that, which
basically relate to not only a cash contribution but also
a marketing contribution. One must appreciate that one
of the most significant things about any sponsorship
arrangement for an organisation, and for an event like
the Commonwealth Games, is not only do you bring
in-kind contributions but you also bring the outlets from
those organisations, and you also bring their
doubling-up in the sense of their marketing
opportunities on behalf of the Commonwealth Games.
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The deal with the National Australia Bank involves all
those sorts of aspects. As well as that it also involves
some ticketing arrangements that will be incorporated
into their packages. I understand that has yet to be
determined. There will also be elements of corporate
hospitality involved in the deal.
If the member would like further detail on this, then I
am happy to have the Melbourne 2006 organising
group brief the member in detail, appreciating his
continued interest in relation to the Commonwealth
Games, given his status as shadow spokesperson on the
Commonwealth games.
Supplementary question
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
Will the minister say whether the total level of
sponsorship announced to date is consistent with targets
to achieve his overall target of $130 million in
sponsorship?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for
Commonwealth Games) — Again I welcome the
member’s question. There are a number of categories in
terms of sponsorship — or partnership, which is the
normal term used in the sector. They relate to a number
of prime partners, of which the National Australia Bank
is one and Qantas is the other at this point in time.
There are a number of sub-category sponsors and they
relate to service provisions, whether they be legal,
human resourcing or accounting, but my understanding
is that the figures associated with the budget
expectations are in the order of the quantum which is
expected to be derived from each of those partners.
Without giving the specific detail, that is in the order of
what is to be expected for that prime partner
sponsorship.

Information and communications technology:
government initiatives
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — I refer my question
to the Minister for Information and Communication
Technology. We are all aware that information and
communications technology (ICT) is a dynamic and
rapidly changing global industry. Can the minister
please advise the house of what the Bracks government
is doing to assist the Victorian ICT industry remain
globally competitive?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Information
and Communication Technology) — I thank the
honourable member for her question, and I know she is
interested in how we utilise technology to grow the
Victorian economy, and the information and
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communications technology (ICT) sector is a very
important part of future jobs for all Victorians. The
Bracks government has a strong commitment to
innovative industries, of which the ICT industry is a
very important component.
In 2001, together with the Victorian ICT industry, the
Bracks government developed a 10-year strategy to
grow Victoria’s ICT industry and see it compete
globally. Our commitment to that has seen it pay off.
Since coming to office the Bracks government has
facilitated the attraction of more than $870 million of
investment, over 7000 jobs and more than $600 million
in exports for the ICT industry. That is no small feat; it
is a great contribution to employment in Victoria.
We have also created clusters such as microelectronics,
photonics, our e-learning cluster, our most recent
cluster in radio frequency identification and of course,
computer games — and members will be aware that
Victoria is now considered to be a global hotspot for
computer game development.
We have supported companies internationally through
our trade fairs and missions program, and we have
developed innovative industry development programs
including the e-services panel and the $1 million
capability maturity model integration accreditation
program to help our software engineers reach
international standards of practice.
We believe that the fundamentals of our industry plan
are still valid and strong, but this is an industry that is
changing rapidly, and we need to be prepared for those
changes. That is why we have announced a review of
the ICT industry plan to ensure that the future
development of this industry is on track. On 25 August
I released an issue paper to more than
5000 ICT businesses, organisations and individuals so
they can comment on the industry plan. Over the
coming month we will hold a series of roundtables for
industry leaders to revise the vision and what we need
to grow the industry. I am confident that that vision will
be shared by an incoming Labor government. I have
mentioned quite often before in this house the
importance of selling our industry nationally as well as
globally, and that we have cooperation between the
federal and state governments on a marketing campaign
for the ICT industry.
I was very pleased to hear today that Kate Lundy, the
ICT spokesperson, has committed any future Latham
government to a commitment to harness the common
interest of all Australian governments, state and
territory and local, to work together to promote
Australian ICT capability in international markets. It
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has been a long time coming. It is certainly not
something we have seen from the current Howard
government, and I look forward to working with Kate
Lundy to implement a national strategy.

Aged care: funding
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — My
question without notice is to the Minister for Aged
Care. In reply to a dorothy dixer yesterday the minister
intimated that the Bracks government had
single-handedly resolved the issue of aged care funding
in the state of Victoria. The federal Liberal government
has already given the Bracks government $21.2 million
so that state-run aged care homes can be upgraded to
meet fire and safety standards. Can the minister
guarantee that the Bracks government will not use
federal government funding to replace its own budget
promise for capital works?
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — The simple answer is yes. The longer answer
is that at no stage in any answer that I have given or any
statement that I have made in this Parliament since
becoming Minister for Aged Care have I said that the
Bracks government has single-handedly resolved the
issue of the aged care sector in Victoria. Clearly, that
could not be the case because the vast majority of the
aged care sector in Victoria is not the responsibility of
the Bracks government. In fact, we are the glaring
exception to the rule across the nation of being a state
government that recognises its obligation to residential
aged care. We provide one bed in six. Six thousand five
hundred aged care places provided by the public sector
are the responsibility of the Victorian government. No
other state has that level of commitment to residential
aged care.
However, what is critically required in Victoria is
additional investment, primarily from the private sector
and the not-for-profit sector, to pick up the
opportunities of the 3244 beds that I put on the public
record yesterday that we are short of under the
commonwealth’s own national benchmarks. We need
to make sure that the level of investment of other
participants and other potential providers in the sector is
taken up with the vigour and the enthusiasm of the state
of Victoria.
The member’s question stated that $21.2 million was
provided by the commonwealth to the Victorian
government. If that were true, then we might have been
able to provide for a net increase in the number of
operational beds in Victoria. But in fact the
$21.2 million was not provided to the Victorian
government; it was allocated on the basis of $3500 a
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commonwealth government. Victoria is in exactly the
same situation.

bed to every provider across the nation. That is a matter
that I referred to the house the day after the federal
budget, because the expenditure across Australia of
$513 million in the commonwealth budget, which is a
significant amount of money that could have been
productively used by the sector to get additional
operational beds, was lost by the commonwealth
government because it chose to provide that
$513 million on the basis of $3500 to individual
providers. That is where the problem lies in terms of the
best use of these funds. A great opportunity has been
lost.

Hon. C. D. HIRSH (Silvan) — My question is
directed to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs.
Following the minister’s excellent ministerial statement
yesterday on building a better future for indigenous
Victorians, will the minister inform the house of any
initiatives that involve young indigenous Victorians
building stronger communities?

For example, instead of $21.2 million being available to
the people of Victoria to provide for somewhere in the
order of an additional 200 operational beds, it has been
allocated to small facilities. The great problem about
this is that it has been allocated to small facilities on the
basis of $3500 per bed, which means that a 30-bed
facility gets $100 000. And the commonwealth has
allocated the money in the name of increasing fire
protection and fire safety in the buildings, but in the
Victorian public sector we have already done that work,
so what does a facility of 30 beds do? That is enough
capital for one bed in that facility. What a great
opportunity was lost by the commonwealth through the
way in which it chose to allocate $530 million to buy
support from within the aged care sector but not to add
to the net increase of beds applying right throughout
Australia, never mind Victoria.

Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs) — I thank the member for her question and her
enthusiasm for and commitment to the wellbeing of
Aboriginal people in the state of Victoria. I take the
opportunity to thank the house generally for the level of
support that was provided in the debate on the take-note
motion in response to the ministerial statement I made
yesterday on the way in which we intend to build a
better future for indigenous Victorians. I am hopeful
that the degree of support and resolve shown by this
chamber yesterday will play its role in laying the
foundations for a better future for Aboriginal people in
Victoria. One of the things I referred to yesterday was
the importance of ensuring supportive environments for
younger people to be able to develop their skills and
potential and providing environments where they can
learn and actively participate in community life.

Supplementary question

Today I am very pleased to say thank you for the
graciousness of the members of this place. I will be
travelling to Swan Hill this evening to open an
important event — the Croc Festival. The Croc Festival
in Swan Hill will bring together 3000 Victorian and
Tasmanian students, indigenous and non-indigenous, in
a spirit of reconciliation, and in coming together they
will be more aware of culture and artistic values and
will share an educational experience. It will bring
together students from 86 schools from Victoria and
Tasmania.

Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — When will
the federal government-funded capital works start?
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — On a number of occasions the member has
referred to her exemplary relationship with the federal
Minister for Ageing, the minister who is responsible for
the allocation of these funds. I would suggest that
maybe she and I can have conversations with the
Minister for Ageing about what is the most productive
and constructive way in which this money could be
allocated.
The extraordinary fact is that the money was allocated
in the month of June, so it was dispensed in June — by
the end of the 2003–04 financial year. That was the
only time in living memory that any budget allocation
of that magnitude had been allocated within a
one-month period, and in fact the commonwealth
government to this very day has not worked out how to
achieve a satisfactory acquittal of that money. Right
across Australia the sector is asking how it is to spend
the money in accordance with the desire of the
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Hon. B. W. Bishop — Are you taking the two local
members?
Hon. D. K. Drum — We’ll go up with you!
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS — I would be very
pleased if you could get there. There is no doubt about
that. I would be very pleased for you to be there.
The Croc Festival has been in operation since 1988 and
was established in Weipa, in Far North Queensland.
Since that occasion there have been 26 of these events.
They bring students together, providing opportunities
for them to engage in performance activity, to test and
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promote their skills, talents and attributes. They provide
a very supportive environment for that to take place. I
am sure the event tonight will see a fantastic display of
the attributes and capacities of young people from
Victoria and Tasmania, recognising the great cultural
heritage and the significance of Aboriginal people and
the value of community life throughout those two
states.
But that is not the only type of event that will be held
during the next three days. There will be many
opportunities both for learning environments involving
numeracy and literacy activities and other
encouragements such as ongoing support for people to
stay on at school to maximise their educational
outcomes in an environment where most Aboriginal
students fall short of achieving a satisfactory education
compared with the rest of the community. There will be
supportive educational programs to enhance people’s
capacity to say no to the impact of alcohol and drugs
and other harmful activities and to increase the resolve
and resilience of young people. There will be a range of
sporting activities but not only the traditional sports
such as cricket and football.
I encourage my ministerial colleague the Minister for
Sport and Recreation, who also made a significant
statement yesterday, to consider the value of theatre
sports as an emerging sport which is going to be a
feature of this event. We under-recognise the
importance of the role theatre sports can play in
underpinning a confident and healthy community life.
Hopefully these young people, particularly those from
an indigenous background, will have an opportunity to
enhance their skills while enjoying one another’s
company over the next three days.

SEX OFFENDERS REGISTRATION BILL
Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech, except for
statement under section 85(5) of the Constitution
Act, be incorporated on motion of
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries).
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.
The results of sexual assault are often devastating. No-one is
immune. Not only does it impact on victims, their families
and friends, but it also extends into the wider community.
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Sex offenders come from every occupation and
socioeconomic level, but unlike others who tend to ‘settle
down’, these offenders may continue to offend throughout
their lifetime. This is why, in the prison statistics, sex
offenders reoffend within all age groups.
Paedophiles, in particular, are notoriously compulsive and
recidivist.
Premised, therefore, on the serious nature of the offences
committed and the recidivist risks posed by sexual offenders,
the bill recognises that certain offenders should continue to be
monitored after their release into the community. It evinces
Victoria’s commitment to lead the fight against the insidious
activities of paedophiles and other serious sex offenders.
More particularly, it will put Victoria to the forefront of law
enforcement by not only committing to the mandatory
registration of child sex offenders but also empowering the
courts with a discretion to order the registration of serious
sexual offenders who commit sex offences against adult
victims.
In requiring specified sex offenders to keep police informed
of relevant personal information for a period of time after
their release into the community, the bill will reduce the
likelihood of their reoffending and assist in the investigation
and prosecution of future offences.
Registrable offences
The bill provides that only those found guilty of what are
termed ‘registrable’ offences will be required to report to
Victoria Police. The list of registrable offences when
committed against children includes serious sex offences
involving, for example, sexual penetration, assault with intent
to rape, indecent assault and possession or production of child
pornography. In relation to registrable offences when
committed against adults, the offender must already be a
‘serious sex offender’, which means someone who has been
convicted of two or more sex offences or at least one sex
offence and one violent offence for which a custodial
sentence was imposed and who is then found by the courts to
have committed another sex offence, for example, rape or
indecent assault.
Under this bill, therefore, the requirement to report to police
will fall upon those sex offenders found guilty of a defined
registrable offence, for which a custodial sentence was
imposed or for which they were otherwise made subject to a
supervisory order, such as parole.
These reporting obligations will also apply to sex offenders
who immediately before the commencement of the proposed
legislation are in a correctional facility (for example, prison or
youth training centre) as a result of having committed a
registrable offence.
Juvenile sex offenders
That persons otherwise found guilty of what would be a
registrable offence are therefore required to report to police is
subject to one exception. Juvenile sex offenders will not be
obligated to do so unless ordered by a court. In this context
the government readily acknowledges the need to retain
discretion when dealing with young offenders.
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Non-registrable offences
As an added community protection measure the bill provides
that the courts be empowered to impose a new form of
sentencing order to be known as a ‘sex offender registration
order’. To be made concurrently with other sentencing orders,
this order may be made if, following a finding of guilt in
respect of a non-registrable offence which has a sexual
element, the court, after taking into account those matters
which it considers appropriate, is satisfied that the offender
poses a risk to the sexual safety and protection of the
community.
Police to be kept informed of certain information
Those obliged to report to police will be required to provide
personal information, including, for example:
current and former name(s);
date of birth;
address;
employment details;
motor vehicles owned or driven; and
affiliations with any club or organisation with child
membership or child participation.
The bill provides that this information be reported to Victoria
Police. Thereafter such offenders must report annually to
police unless a change in personal circumstance takes place
beforehand — such as moving address or changing
employment — which change must also be reported.
The provision of the required information will be important
not only in ensuring the establishment and maintenance of a
register capable of operating to deter future reoffending, but
also with assisting Victoria Police in monitoring those sex
offenders who have, for example, returned to live in the
community after release.
Reporting period
Determining the length of the mandatory reporting period was
the product of a number of factors. Two elements of
particular significance were the nature of the registrable
offence for which a finding of guilt was made against the
offender and the high rate of recidivism amongst sex
offenders.
By reference, therefore, to the nature of the criminal act, a
registrable offence for which mandatory reporting will be
required is categorised as either a class 1 or class 2 offence.
Together with the offender’s antecedents, this categorisation
will operate to determine whether an adult sex offender will
be required to report to police for 8 years, 15 years or life. By
way of example, the bill provides that an adult sex offender
found guilty of a class 2 offence (e.g. an indecent assault
against a child), will be required to report for a period of
8 years, whereas an adult sex offender found guilty of a
class 1 offence (e.g. sexual penetration of a child), will be
required to report for 15 years or, if he or she commits
another registrable offence, for life.
The government recognises, however, that the interests of
justice are such as to require the application of a differential
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response to juvenile sex offenders, particularly given research
which suggests juvenile sex offenders are generally more
receptive to treatment and have lower rates of recidivism than
adult offenders.
In these circumstances, the bill provides for a reduced
reporting period for juvenile sex offenders which is to be half
that of adult sex offenders or seven and a half years for what
would otherwise be life.
Child-related employment
With a view to further enhancing community protection,
particularly as it relates to children as being amongst its most
vulnerable members, an important additional measure has
been introduced into the bill. In this context, part 5 deals with
prohibiting a registrable offender from applying for or
engaging in child-related employment.
The bill provides a maximum penalty of 120 penalty units
($12 000) or imprisonment for 12 months.
The bill further provides that a person who applies for
child-related employment but who fails to disclose any
pending registrable charge to his/her prospective employer or,
who is in child-related employment and is charged with a
registrable offence, but fails to disclose that fact to his/her
employer, is also guilty of an offence punishable by a
maximum fine of 60 penalty units ($6000).
Safeguards
The bill affords a number of safeguards and accountability
measures including, for example, the registrable person’s:
right to privacy and support when reporting;
right of access to and a copy of all his/her reportable
register information; and
right to request the Chief Commissioner of Police to
amend any incorrect reportable information held in the
register.
Additionally, the bill gives the police ombudsman and his
staff wide-ranging powers both to monitor Victoria Police
compliance with the proposed register and to provide the
responsible minister with a written report of the results of any
inspection carried out.
The register
The bill further provides that the register can only be accessed
by those who have the authority of the Chief Commissioner
of Police to do so. In this context, serious penalties, including
possible imprisonment, await those who improperly disclose
personal information held in the register. Such information is
to be used for law enforcement functions and activities and
not for purposes of community notification.

Section 85 statement read pursuant to sessional
orders:
Section 85 statement
Clause 74 states that it is the intention of clause 71 to alter or
vary section 85 of the Constitution Act 1975.
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I now wish to make the following statement under
section 85(5) of the Constitution Act 1975 of the reasons for
altering or varying that section.
Clause 71(1) states that a person who does or omits to do an
act or omission in good faith in the administration or
execution of this bill is not liable to any action, liability, claim
or demand.
The reason for limiting the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court
by this subclause is to ensure that people administering the
bill in good faith are immune from suit. These people are
acting in the public interest and it is important for the
administration of justice that they are free to act without threat
of legal proceedings.
Clause 71(2) provides that section 86J of the Police
Regulation Act 1958 extends to any act purporting to be done
by the police ombudsman or an employee referred to in
section 7 of the Ombudsman Act 1973 in pursuance of the
police ombudsman’s functions in relation to part 4 of this bill.
Section 86J of the Police Regulation Act 1958 protects the
police ombudsman and the officers of the police ombudsman
from liability to civil or criminal proceedings in respect of
acts purporting to be done under that act in good faith. Part 7
of this bill confers on the police ombudsman and the officers
of the police ombudsman new functions in monitoring
compliance with part 4 of this bill.
The reason for limiting the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court
is that it is important to ensure that the police ombudsman and
the officers of the police ombudsman have the same
protection in carrying out the functions given to them by this
bill as they have in carrying out their other functions.
The bill will:
provide a deterrent to reoffending by assisting in
monitoring the location and movements of serious sex
offenders;
assist in the investigation and prosecution of sex
offences committed by recidivist offenders, some of
whom refuse treatment for their offending behaviour
within the correctional system;
assist Victoria Police and police from other jurisdictions
in monitoring high risk sex offenders — particularly
important given the notoriously predatory behaviour
exhibited by this group of offenders; and
provide victims, their families and the wider Victorian
community with an increased sense of security.
I commend this bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Hon. RICHARD
DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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BUILDING (AMENDMENT) 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.
The main purpose of the Building Legislation (Amendment)
Bill is to amend the Building Act 1993 to prevent speculative
builders avoiding insurance and registration requirements by
falsely claiming to be owner-builders. The bill also enables a
home owner to make more fully informed decisions about
carrying out domestic building work as an owner-builder.
The bill provides that a prospective owner-builder must
obtain a certificate of consent from the Building Practitioners
Board before applying for a building permit for domestic
building works where the cost of the work is more than
$12 000.
When applying for a certificate of consent, the bill requires an
owner-builder to confirm that they have read an information
statement published by the Building Commission on their
rights and responsibilities as an owner-builder.
Owner-builders will not be permitted to obtain building
permits in respect of more than one dwelling in any three-year
period, unless special circumstances exist.
The bill increases consumer protection for home owners who
propose to undertake domestic building work as an
owner-builder. It does so by ensuring home owners are
provided with information, enabling them to make an
informed decision on the risks they face when choosing to
take out a building permit as an owner-builder.
The government strongly supports genuine owner-builders
who are home owners building, renovating or extending a
home for their own use. The government also strongly
supports registered builders who build homes at their own
financial risk for resale. This bill ensures that genuine
owner-builders and registered builders can continue to
operate. Its provisions will help to protect consumers from
exposure to unregistered builders who seek to bypass the
existing domestic builder registration system by operating as,
or through, owner-builders. The registration of domestic
builders under the Building Act 1993 protects consumers by
establishing a process of accountability.
Home owners are often unaware of the extent of the risks and
liabilities they are exposed to when choosing to take out, or
being ‘duped’ into taking out, a building permit as an
owner-builder. For example, they may not realise at the time
they decide to proceed as an owner-builder the extent of the
risks and liabilities associated with occupational health and
safety workplace requirements if they employ labourers.
Similarly, owner-builders may not initially appreciate the
responsibilities associated with protection works for adjoining
properties or ensuring the works are carried out in accordance
with the plans and building regulations.
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The bill requires a relevant building surveyor to refuse an
application for a building permit from an owner-builder for
domestic building works for which the cost is more than
$12 000 unless a certificate of consent has been issued by the
Building Practitioners Board for the work. The $12 000
threshold has been adopted as it is consistent with the value at
which insurance requirements for other domestic building
work are triggered. The bill deals with the case where a
building permit had been issued for a registered builder to
carry out work but the owner subsequently wishes to carry
out or manage the work themselves. In such a case the
building works must not continue until the owner has
obtained a certificate of consent from the Building
Practitioners Board and notified the relevant building
surveyor. Failing to do so will mean the owner of the building
or land is guilty of an offence and liable to a penalty.
The bill restricts owner-builders from obtaining permits in
respect of more than one dwelling in a three-year period. It
will not prevent a genuine owner-builder from obtaining as
many building permits as they require, enabling them to carry
out domestic building work on the one dwelling in the
three-year period. This is particularly relevant when staged
renovations occur that may require successive permits.
The bill proposes that the Building Commission publish an
information statement setting out the information in relation
to the Building Act 1993 and the regulations and the
Domestic Building Contracts Act 1995. Prospective
owner-builders will be required to provide a statutory
declaration that they have read the information statement
when applying for a certificate of consent.
The Building Practitioners Board will be able to exempt an
applicant from certain restrictions on an application for a
certificate of consent if the board deems that the application
arises from a change in the applicant’s circumstances and the
applicant would suffer hardship if the application were
refused.
Further the bill enables an appeal against decisions of the
Building Practitioners Board or the failure of the board to
make a decision within a reasonable time to the Building
Appeals Board in respect of the new owner-builder
provisions.
The bill also includes miscellaneous amendments. These
include powers to make regulations to implement the new
initiatives. Additional powers are provided to make
regulations for the standardisation of fees relating to the
recovery of costs for the reporting and consent functions of
local government. Provision is also made for certain
information to be included in any notice or application
required by the Building Act 1993 or the regulations. This
will improve flexibility and responsiveness to user needs and
clarify the division of functions between the Building
Commission and the Building Practitioners Board.
The bill also provides for statute law revisions and
improvements to the inspection procedures in the Building
Act 1993 in accordance with the recommendations of the
Victorian parliamentary Law Reform Committee.
I commend the bill to the house.

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

SENTENCING (SUPERANNUATION
ORDERS) BILL
Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated on motion of Mr LENDERS (Minister
for Finance).
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.
Working in the public sector brings with it the reward of
knowing that you are doing something to help your
community. Be it fighting fires, working for Victoria Police,
teaching our children or supporting our Parliament, public
sector employees are trusted by Victorians to do their best to
promote the common good.
In the vast majority of cases, this trust is respected and
rewarded with excellent service. We are lucky to have so
many dedicated people who work every day to help Victoria
meet its economic, social and environmental goals.
However, as in every society, there are those who would
abuse this trust and corruptly use their position for their own
gain. There is something particularly repugnant about a
person who purports to be serving the community but in
reality is taking advantage of his or her position as a public
sector employee to act for his or her own financial benefit or
other improper purpose.
A corrupt public sector employee is, of course, liable to be
prosecuted for his or her crimes and, if found guilty, to be
punished appropriately. However, until now that employee
was still entitled to the full amount of his or her
superannuation benefit. In some cases, the superannuation
benefits include an employer-financed component in excess
of the minimum amount required under the commonwealth’s
superannuation guarantee regime, which is the benefit
received by most of the community. Many Victorians would
find it strange that a person could subvert their position for
their own gain and still walk away with publicly funded
superannuation benefits earned while they were in that
position of trust.
By introducing the Sentencing (Superannuation Orders) Bill
2004 the government is addressing this injustice. This bill will
amend the Sentencing Act so that if a public sector employee
is convicted of a corruption offence, the court will have the
power to make a ‘superannuation order’, requiring the
offender to pay a penalty that will be calculated with
reference to his or her superannuation entitlement.
Description of the bill
The Sentencing (Superannuation Orders) Bill 2004 will apply
to members of Victoria’s public service. The bill defines
public sector employees widely so that it covers, among
others, public servants, police and emergency services
workers, teachers, judges and members of Parliament. In
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general, workers whose employment is funded directly or
indirectly by the state of Victoria will be covered by this bill.

service and the need to protect that offender’s family from a
financial burden that they cannot bear.

The power to make a superannuation order will arise when a
public sector employee is convicted of an indictable offence
which involves an abuse of the offender’s position as a public
servant or an intention to pervert the course of justice, or
which was committed for a corrupt purpose. This will
obviously cover a wide range of offences and it will be up to
the court in each individual case to determine whether a
particular offence should be categorised as a corruption
offence. Corruption offences could involve stealing
government property or taking bribes. In the case of some
workers, it could also cover the sexual assault of a
subordinate worker or any other person to whom the offender
has some responsibility or duty of care.

Once an order is made it must be paid by the offender as a
fine on the individual. As we will not be recovering the
money from the superannuation entitlements themselves there
is no need to wait for the superannuation benefits to mature
and become available to the offender. Instead, a
superannuation order will be paid in the same manner as a
fine and an offender may be given an appropriate amount of
time to pay the order and organise to pay the order in
instalments.

This bill does not operate by simply giving a court the power
to access an offender’s preserved superannuation benefit
direct from the offender’s superannuation fund. The
government recognises that superannuation is made up of a
number of different components and that there are duties cast
upon superannuation funds by commonwealth legislation that
we cannot, and should not, interfere with. We also recognise
that superannuation is often regarded as a significant family
asset and to create a rigid formula for removing a certain
percentage of superannuation benefits in every case could
result in injustices in some situations. The Sentencing
(Superannuation Orders) Bill has the flexibility to deal with
all these factors.
Once it has been established that the conditions for making a
superannuation order are in place, the prosecuting agency will
request from the relevant superannuation fund a certificate
that sets out an offender’s superannuation entitlement. This
certificate will show what proportion of the superannuation
entitlement is employer funded and whether the
employer-financed component is above the superannuation
guarantee level as set out in the Commonwealth
Superannuation Guarantee (Administration) Act 1992.
It is the amount of employer-financed contribution that is
above the superannuation guarantee level that will be used to
calculate a superannuation order. We should also recognise
that employer-financed contributions include the interest that
accumulates on this amount but does not include salary
sacrifice contributions.
The court will have the power to make a superannuation order
that would apply to all or part of the employer-financed
superannuation component above the super guarantee level.
In determining the amount to be paid by an individual under a
superannuation order the court may take into account any
matters that it considers relevant. The bill provides some
guidance on what these relevant circumstances may include;
such as the length of the offender’s service in the public
sector before the corruption offence was committed and the
nature and gravity of the offence.
As I mentioned before, in many cases superannuation is often
viewed as a significant family asset. The courts will consider
the burden that a superannuation order will impose on a
family and whether there have been any agreements or orders
made under the Family Law Act 1975 providing for the
splitting of superannuation following the breakdown of a
marriage that will affect the offender’s superannuation. In this
way, the bill will ensure that a balance is struck between the
need to prevent an offender from benefiting from corrupt

A superannuation order will be made as part of the sentencing
process. It will not, however, affect the sentence to be
imposed by the court for the actual offence. The court will
still impose whatever sentence it thinks is appropriate for that
offence, bearing in mind all the factors that must be
considered during sentencing.
A superannuation order is a recognition that a corrupt public
sector employee should not be entitled to keep any
employer-financed contributions to his or her superannuation
scheme above the superannuation guarantee level.
This government is committed to tackling corruption at all
levels of the public sector. The Sentencing (Superannuation
Orders) Bill reflects the clear principle that corrupt service
should not be rewarded by Victorian taxpayers. This bill will
help maintain the confidence of the Victorian community in
the integrity and honesty of Victoria’s public sector.
I commend the bill to the house.

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

NATIONAL PARKS (ADDITIONS AND
OTHER AMENDMENTS) 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.
The National Parks (Additions and Other Amendments) Bill
does the following main things:
it adds valuable areas across the state to several national
and other parks protected under the National Parks Act
1975;
it creates new reserve areas under the Crown Land
(Reserves) Act 1978 in west Victoria, Gippsland and
north-central Victoria;
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it amends the membership criteria for the National Parks
Advisory Council and the alpine advisory committee;
it provides for tenancies to be granted for two additional
lifesaving club operations in parks;
it repeals spent or redundant provisions of the National
Parks Act 1975; and
it clarifies the definition of restricted Crown land in the
Mineral Resources Development Act 1990.

Enhancing the parks and reserves system
The main feature of the bill is the addition of a number of
areas to Victoria’s magnificent system of parks and reserves.
This reflects the Bracks government’s commitment to give
greater protection to areas of high conservation value and
builds on the landmark achievements in the government’s
first term — the creation of Victoria’s world-class system of
marine national parks and the significant expansion of the
parks system in the box-ironbark region.
Victoria’s parks and reserves system is renowned for the
diverse natural environments it protects. The additions in this
bill, which total nearly 37 000 hectares, highlight much of
that diversity. For example, the dunefields in the Mallee are
represented, as are the woodlands of western Victoria, the
box-ironbark country of north-central Victoria, the wetlands
of French Island, the wet forests of the Strzelecki Ranges and
the rainforests of far East Gippsland. As well as being diverse,
the additions include ecological communities that are poorly
represented in existing parks and reserves, old growth values
and habitat for threatened flora or fauna.
In creating the new park and reserve areas, the bill will:
help to meet Victoria’s commitment to the national goal
of creating a comprehensive, adequate and
representative system of protected areas across
Australia;
fulfil commitments in regional forest agreements to
create new park and reserve areas;
continue the program of implementing
recommendations of the former Environment
Conservation Council for the box-ironbark region and
also some outstanding recommendations of the former
Land Conservation Council; and
add a variety of land to parks that has been acquired
through purchase, donation or exchange, with many of
the purchases assisted by commonwealth funding under
the national reserve system program of the Natural
Heritage Trust.
Protecting areas of high conservation value
I would now like to highlight the main additions to the parks
and reserves system across the state. There are significant
additions to eight national parks, five state parks, two historic
parks and a national heritage park, and the creation of eight
nature conservation reserves.
In north-western Victoria an area is being added to Wyperfeld
National Park which contains mallee vegetation and habitat of
the endangered mallee fowl. It was donated by Colin and
Yvonne Hutchinson, and I take this opportunity on behalf of
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the state to thank them for this generous gift, which follows
an equally generous donation of land that was added to the
park in 1997.
In western Victoria, the additions to the Grampians National
Park and Mount Arapiles-Tooan State Park, as well as the
Jilpanger and Tallageira nature conservation reserves, will
enhance the protection given to the woodland communities of
the south-west Wimmera and around the edges of the
Grampians. These have largely been cleared for agriculture,
and the remnants provide important habitat for species such
as the endangered red-tailed black cockatoo.
The additions to Mount Eccles National Park in
south-western Victoria include land that was purchased to
protect very significant Aboriginal cultural values as well as
Crown land identified through previous land-use planning
processes. Forest and woodland communities on non-volcanic
landforms not otherwise represented in the park will be
added, as well as an area containing habitat of the endangered
spot-tail quoll.
The additions to Langi Ghiran State Park, near Ararat, include
an ecological community not found in the existing park, as
well as several threatened plant species and archaeological
sites.
In the box-ironbark country of north-central Victoria, an area
at One Tree Hill which the Trust for Nature purchased in
1993 will now be added to Greater Bendigo National Park.
The trust acquired the land with funds donated by the public
and the former Strathfieldsaye shire, Ross Trust, Australian
Geographic, two anonymous donors and the government.
This is an example of the significant ways in which the trust’s
activities enhance nature conservation in Victoria.
The addition of the recently acquired Herons Reef gold
diggings to Castlemaine Diggings National Heritage Park will
protect an outstanding sample of goldmining relics and sites
and add to the value of this park, which is now listed on the
Victorian Heritage Register.
The creation of the Gobarup, Wehla and Wychitella nature
conservation reserves will progress the implementation of
some of the former Environment Conservation Council’s
non-park recommendations for the box-ironbark region. The
three reserves provide valuable habitat for a range of
threatened species including, at Wychitella, the mallee fowl.
The bill provides for several eucalyptus oil harvesting areas to
be added to the Wychitella reserve by 2012. The delayed
reservation of these areas is in accordance with the ECC’s
recommendations and the date decided in 2002 for the
phase-out of this activity from areas of Greater Bendigo
National Park.
Closer to Melbourne, the Pyrete Range will be protected in
Lerderderg State Park; several small areas in the old Steiglitz
township will be included in Steiglitz Historic Park; and land
forming part of the former Greenvale Hospital site and
containing regionally significant red gum woodland and
native grassland will be incorporated into Woodlands Historic
Park. Significant wetland and other areas on French Island
will be protected in the national park there, and additional old
growth forest values will be included in Bunyip State Park.
In the Latrobe Valley, Morwell National Park will be
significantly expanded. Like many parks, Morwell is strongly
supported by an active friends group. The additions include
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part of Billys Creek, where the friends have contributed many
volunteer hours over more than a decade to a major
revegetation program. The additions also include an area
donated by the Trust for Nature.
The additions to Moondarra State Park include damp and
lowland forest and heathy woodland. They will extend the
park to the east on the northern side of the Tyers River as the
result of a Land Conservation Council recommendation and a
land exchange. A section of the former narrow-gauge Moe to
Walhalla railway line within the park will also be included.
In South Gippsland, the additions to Tarra-Bulga National
Park are a fitting way to help celebrate the centenary this year
of the reservation of Bulga National Park in 1904. They
include wet forest and habitat of the vulnerable sooty owl, and
they will also help to protect the scenic vistas along the Tarra
Valley Road.
In East Gippsland, Glenmaggie Nature Conservation Reserve
(which includes distinctive box-ironbark forest) and Marble
Gully-Mount Tambo and Mount Elizabeth nature
conservation reserves (which will protect a diverse range of
ecological communities) will enhance the reserve system in
that region. In far East Gippsland, an important rainforest area
at Dowell Creek will be added to Croajingolong National
Park.
Other amendments to parks and reserves
The bill also makes small additions to Chiltern-Mt Pilot and
Heathcote-Graytown national parks, Beechworth Historic
Park, Tungamah and Youarang natural features reserves and
Eldorado Historic Reserve. Generally these are areas that
have been identified since the box-ironbark legislation was
passed in 2002. A road will be excised from Eldorado
Historic Reserve, and the plans of the Tungamah and
Youarang reserves amended to remove three areas of freehold
and to define several roads which have recently been
surveyed.
There are also the following small excisions from or
boundary corrections to parks under the National Parks Act
1975:
from Tarra-Bulga National Park — a cleared paddock of
0.6 hectares which is isolated from the rest of the park
and was purchased and included in the park in 1981 as
the site for a visitor centre — this has been built
elsewhere in the park and the area is no longer required
for park purposes;
from Greater Bendigo National Park — an area of
0.1 hectares which includes part of a road;
from Beechworth Historic Park — two cleared
paddocks totalling 6.7 hectares with no value for park
purposes, and several sections of road forming part of
the road network maintained by the local council; and
in relation to Chiltern-Mt Pilot and Heathcote-Graytown
national parks, Arthurs Seat State Park and Castlemaine
Diggings National Heritage Park — the plans are
corrected to exclude several areas of freehold and other
land.
The National Parks Advisory Council has been consulted
over the proposed amendments and has provided advice in
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accordance with section 11 of the National Parks Act 1975
for tabling in both houses of Parliament.
The bill also takes the opportunity to change the names of
Beechworth Park and Steiglitz Park in the National Parks Act
1975 to Beechworth Historic Park and Steiglitz Historic Park.
These names highlight the historic values that are key features
of these parks, and are what they have commonly been
known as since they were created some 25 years ago.
Miscellaneous amendments to the National Parks Act
Membership criteria for the National Parks Advisory
Council and Alpine Advisory Committee
Arising out of a recommendation of the national competition
policy review of aspects of the National Parks Act, the bill
amends the criteria for membership of the National Parks
Advisory Council and the Alpine Advisory Committee so that
they are specified in terms of skills and experience, rather
than as nominees of particular organisations. This reflects the
broader policy position that advisory bodies should be skills
based. The terms of existing members are preserved. At the
end of those terms the opportunity for suitable persons to
apply will be widely advertised and peak groups notified
accordingly. The government acknowledges the valuable
contributions made by the various organisations who
currently nominate persons to the advisory bodies and it looks
forward to continuing to work with them.
Also in relation to the National Parks Advisory Council, and
as part of removing redundant provisions from the National
Parks Act 1975, the bill repeals the council’s ability to be
appointed and to act as a committee of management of certain
land. These provisions have not been used for more than
20 years and are no longer needed. There is a consequential
amendment to the Forests Act 1958.
Tenancies for surf lifesaving purposes
The bill amends the National Parks Act 1975 to consolidate in
the one section all of the provisions relating to tenancies of
land in parks for surf lifesaving purposes. In doing so, the bill
also provides for such tenancies at two additional locations:
Sorrento ocean beach in Mornington Peninsula National Park
and Venus Bay in Cape Liptrap Coastal Park. This will
ensure that the basis for occupying those sites is similar to that
applying to the surf lifesaving clubs at Portsea ocean beach
and Gunnamatta in Mornington Peninsula National Park and
at Port Campbell in Port Campbell National Park.
Other amendments
The National Parks Act has been amended many times since
it was enacted in 1975 and it now contains a number of spent
or redundant provisions. The bill repeals many of these,
including redundant provisions relating to grazing in
Mornington Peninsula National Park and Lysterfield Park and
the leasing of land for a riding school. It also simplifies
section 25B, which relates to agreements for timber
harvesting in specified parks. In doing so, it removes
references to the following parks for which the section is
either spent or no longer required: Alpine and Otway national
parks, and Angahook-Lorne, Barmah and Lerderderg state
parks.
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Definition of restricted Crown land
The bill amends schedule 3 to the Mineral Resources
Development Act 1990 to clarify the basis on which land is
classified as restricted Crown land. Land is restricted Crown
land if it is subject to an accepted recommendation of the
Environment Conservation Council or Victorian
Environmental Assessment Council that it be reserved for one
of several specified purposes or, if there is no accepted ECC
or VEAC recommendation of any kind applying to the land,
the land is subject to an accepted recommendation of the
Land Conservation Council that it be reserved for one of
those specified purposes.
Conclusion
The bill will, in particular, further enhance Victoria’s
outstanding parks and reserves system and help to ensure that
it continues to be recognised as a world-class representative
system, permanently set aside for this and future generations
to enjoy.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of Hon. ANDREA
COOTE (Monash).
Debate adjourned until next day.

CRIMES (DANGEROUS DRIVING) 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.
Any loss of life on Victorian roads is a tragedy. The Victorian
government is making every effort to bring down the road
toll. It is critical that the offences and penalties for fatal road
collisions are appropriate and reflect community expectations.
This bill proposes a number of amendments to the current law
consistent with the Bracks government’s road safety strategy
Arrive Alive!. This strategy, which was launched in 2002,
seeks to reduce Victoria’s road toll by 20 per cent by 2007.
Road fatalities have been reduced from 444 in 2001 to 330 in
2003 and this government is determined to make sure that this
trend continues.
This bill makes much-needed changes to the law in relation to
fatalities on our roads and follows widespread consultation
with the community. In January 2004 the government
released a discussion paper, Culpable and Dangerous Driving
Laws, which considered current laws in relation to driving
involving a fatality. The discussion paper was made publicly
available on the Department of Justice web site and the
government sought submissions from across the community.
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The government has listened to community concerns about
current driving laws and with the introduction of this bill we
are now acting on those concerns.
Dangerous driving causing death or serious injury
Currently, our courts and prosecutors have two main options
when it comes to serious driving offences:
culpable driving causing death, which carries a
maximum penalty of 20 years imprisonment and a
minimum licence disqualification period of two years;
and
dangerous driving, which carries a maximum penalty of
two years imprisonment and a minimum licence
disqualification period of six months.
Many in the community, particularly those whose lives have
been affected by fatal road collisions, have expressed
concerns that there is a gap in the seriousness between these
offences.
This bill will fill that gap by creating a new offence which lies
between the two existing offences. This amendment creates a
new indictable offence of dangerous driving causing death or
serious injury. To establish this offence the prosecution will
not be required to prove criminal negligence, which is
required to prove culpable driving causing death. Rather, to
establish the new offence, the prosecution will have to prove
that the accused drove at a speed or in a manner dangerous to
the public having regard to all the circumstances of the case,
and by doing so, caused the death of or serious injury to
another person.
The new offence will be punishable by a maximum penalty of
five years imprisonment and licence disqualification for a
minimum period of 18 months.
This offence will be triable summarily in appropriate
circumstances, and will be available as an alternative verdict
to culpable driving causing death where the jury is not
satisfied that the driving was negligent but is satisfied that the
driving was dangerous and resulted in a death. The new
offence will also be available as an alternative verdict to the
offence of negligently causing serious injury.
This offence will ensure that there are tough laws and tough
penalties for those whose dangerous driving results in death
or serious injury.
Driving while fatigued
Up to 20 per cent of deaths on our roads are the result of
drivers falling asleep at the wheel.
The offence of culpable driving causing death includes
driving while fatigued, losing control of the vehicle and
causing the death of another person. To emphasise the
dangers of driving while fatigued and to ensure that the
community’s expectation of its drivers is clear, the bill will
amend the Crimes Act to explicitly provide that driving while
fatigued can constitute culpable driving causing death.
The bill provides that a person is guilty of culpable driving
causing death where he or she drives a motor vehicle when
fatigued to such an extent that he or she knew, or ought to
have known, that there was an appreciable risk of him or her
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falling asleep or losing control of the vehicle, and where their
driving was criminally negligent.

approach is consistent with the position in other Australian
jurisdictions and with the model criminal code.

Licence disqualification

It is important to note that section 88A will only apply in
cases where each member of the jury is satisfied beyond
reasonable doubt that the accused is guilty of theft or guilty of
handling, but the jury as a whole is unable to agree on which
of the two offences has been committed.

The bill will also amend the Sentencing Act to clarify the
provisions that apply when a person is convicted of a relevant
driving offence and is disqualified from holding a driver’s
licence.
Currently periods of disqualification following a conviction of
culpable or dangerous driving commence on the day they are
made by the court. Therefore, where a person is both
imprisoned for a period and subject to licence disqualification
for a period, the two periods will commence running at the
same time. This may result in the disqualification period
expiring while the offender is in prison thus allowing the
offender to apply for a new licence straight after being
released from prison.
As with all criminal offences, the culpability of offenders
varies greatly. Judicial discretion is vital when determining
the point from which the licence disqualification period is to
run.
Accordingly, the bill will allow the court, having convicted a
person of culpable driving causing death, manslaughter
arising out of driving, negligently causing serious injury
arising out of driving, or dangerous driving causing death or
serious injury, to specify that the period of licence
disqualification to which the offender will be subject will
commence on a day after sentencing (for example, upon the
offender’s release from prison).
Handling stolen goods and theft
I now turn to the amendments in the bill in relation to
handling stolen goods and theft. These amendments are
intended to rectify problems with the current law highlighted
by the Victorian Court of Appeal in recent decisions such as
R v. Marijancevic. In that case the Court of Appeal held that,
even if the jury were satisfied beyond reasonable doubt that
the accused had committed either theft or handling, it must
acquit the accused of both charges if jurors could not agree on
which of the two offences had been committed. The current
operation of these provisions produces an injustice because it
results in an accused who is clearly guilty of one of the two
charges being acquitted of both.
The bill will amend the offence of handling stolen goods to
remove the words ‘otherwise than in the course of the
stealing’. These words were one of the principal reasons why
the Court of Appeal held in R v. Marijancevic that, in cases
where the jury cannot agree on whether the accused was the
thief or the handler of the goods, it must acquit the defendant
of both charges.
Removing these words will make jury disagreement about
whether the accused committed theft or handling much less
likely.
In order to address any residual risk of disagreement amongst
jurors, the bill will also amend the Crimes Act to introduce a
new section 88A. This provision will enable a jury to return a
verdict of theft in cases where it is satisfied that the accused is
guilty of either theft or handling but is unable to agree on
which. In such situations, the accused will be liable to the
maximum penalty for theft — 10 years imprisonment. This

Similarly, section 88A would not apply to cases heard in the
Magistrates Court. As is currently the case, the magistrate
would have to be satisfied beyond reasonable doubt that all
the elements of theft had been committed (in which case the
defendant would be found guilty of theft) or that all the
elements of handling had been made out (in which case the
defendant would be found guilty of handling stolen goods).
These amendments are intended to clarify the operation of the
offences of theft and handling stolen goods, and to ensure that
an accused does not escape conviction when he or she is
clearly guilty of one or other of the offences.
Arson
The bill will also clarify that charges of arson can be tried
summarily. Arson is a serious indictable offence with a
maximum penalty of 15 years imprisonment. However, some
offences involving damage by fire are relatively minor and at
present the law is unclear as to whether or not these more
minor charges can be heard summarily in the Magistrates
Court. This lack of clarity could potentially lead to minor
arson offences being heard before a jury in the County Court
involving considerable costs and unnecessary delay.
The bill will clarify that, where appropriate, charges of arson
can be tried summarily in the Magistrates Court if the amount
of the property alleged to be destroyed or damaged does not
exceed $25 000, consistent with the current jurisdictional
limit of the Magistrates Court.
This provision will improve the operation of the criminal
justice system by ensuring that minor charges are heard and
determined in the appropriate forum.
All of the amendments in this bill form part of the
government’s commitment to modernise the justice system to
provide safer streets and homes.
I commend the bill to the house.

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

INTERPRETATION OF LEGISLATION
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech be
incorporated on motion of Hon. J. M. MADDEN
(Minister for Sport and Recreation):
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Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I move:
That the bill be now read a second time.
The Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 makes provision
for the construction and operation of and the shortening of
language used in acts of Parliament and subordinate
instruments.
Chief Parliamentary Counsel has requested a number of
minor amendments to the act.
An act may refer to the date of commencement of a part,
division or other portion of that act or another act. If the
whole of the portion referred to does not come into operation
on the one day, there is doubt about what the reference to the
commencement of that portion means. This bill amends
section 11(4) of the Interpretation of Legislation Act to
remove that doubt by making it clear that the reference is to
the first day on which the whole portion is in operation.
The bill inserts a new section 36(2B) in the act. Section 36
sets out rules of interpretation relating to the status of
headings within both acts and subordinate instruments. The
Interpretation of Legislation (Amendment)Act 2000 amended
the act to provide that headings form part of an act or
subordinate instrument in which they are found. Court rules
are generally divided into orders which in turn may be
divided into parts. The 2000 amendment did not make
specific reference to these orders and parts. New
section 36(2B) clarifies that the headings to orders and parts
inserted in rules of court form part of the subordinate
instrument.
The bill inserts a new section 36B in the act. New section 36B
deals with the location of penalties, examples and notes
within a provision. The amendment will facilitate the
placement of examples or notes in provisions containing
penalty provisions.
The bill inserts definitions for the following terms in
section 38:
‘VCAT’;
‘statutory rule’;
‘subordinate instrument’.
Definitions contained in section 38 apply for the purposes of
all acts and subordinate instruments, unless the contrary
intention appears, thereby removing the need to insert those
definitions in particular acts or subordinate instruments.
The Interpretation of Legislation Act is of vital importance to
the drafting and interpretation of legislation in Victoria. It is
desirable to ensure that it is amended from time to time to
enable our legislation to benefit from improvements in
drafting techniques and to clarify its operation.
I commend the bill to the house

Debate adjourned for Hon. C. A. STRONG
(Higinbotham) on motion of Hon. Andrea Coote.
Debate adjourned until next day.
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WATER INDUSTRY (ENVIRONMENTAL
CONTRIBUTIONS) 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.
I have great pleasure in introducing the Water Industry
(Environmental Contributions) bill into the house today. This
bill is an important part of one of the most innovative and
integrated water strategies ever developed in this state. The
government’s white paper, Our Water Our Future —
Securing Our Water Future Together, released in June this
year identified the unprecedented challenges we face in
ensuring that our water supplies are maintained and sustained
for the future and recognised that we are at a crossroads in our
use of water.
The time of Victorians, of Australians, assuming that water is
an endless resource is past. Our water supplies cannot be
taken for granted. The current drought, our past use of water
and future demand from population increase all remind us of
the fundamental importance of water and the finite nature of
the resource. We cannot continue to take water from the
environment and assume that there will be no consequences.
We have to change the way we think about water and we
have to change the way we use water to make sure that our
future water supplies are secure.
The government has already introduced a number of
significant initiatives as part of its strategy for safeguarding
future water supplies and providing for sustainable water
resource management.
These include the establishment in 2003 of the $320 million
Victorian Water Trust to provide a secure source of
investment in Victoria’s precious water resources. The trust
seeks to invest in practical, innovative water projects that are
financially, socially and environmentally responsible. The
government puts the challenge to potential investors and
stakeholders to work together to harness the potential for
creativity within the water sector and to ensure the objectives
of the trust are delivered through maximising its leverage
potential, advancing sustainable water resource management
and driving an innovative industry culture.
The white paper builds on these earlier initiatives and sets out
the government’s commitment to sustainable development
and its agenda for water reform.
Importantly the white paper identifies the cost to the
environment of extracting water from rivers and aquifers. The
white paper notes that we have surpassed our environmental
limits in relation to many of our river systems: one-third of
Victoria’s rivers are in poor or very poor condition; the state
of the Murray River is a national issue; and some of our
stressed rivers need more water to achieve sufficient
environmental water reserves. The government believes that
water authorities should contribute funding towards water
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related initiatives that promote the sustainable management of
water and address adverse impacts to the environment
associated with water use.
I turn now to the bill.
This bill will provide for environmental contributions to be
paid by water authorities. The contributions will be based on a
percentage of each authority’s revenues. The purpose for
which environmental contributions are to be raised is to fund
initiatives that seek to:
promote the sustainable management of water; and
address adverse water-related environmental impacts.
The white paper clearly stated the government’s commitment
to spending all of the revenue raised through the
environmental contributions on water-related initiatives that
promote this purpose. For the first four-year period these
initiatives will be undertaken across five key areas:
national commitments to improving the health of the
River Murray and its Victorian tributaries;
protecting and repairing our water sources;
urban water initiatives and recycling;
water-smart farms and sustainable irrigation; and
water security for our cities, farms and the environment.
The bill specifies the contributions to be paid by water
authorities for the first period. These reflect the arrangements
spelt out in the white paper which are:
urban authorities will be required to pay an amount from
1 October 2004 equivalent to 5 per cent of their revenues
as an environmental contribution;
in recognition of the ongoing impacts of the drought,
rural authorities will not be required to contribute until
1 July 2005;
from 1 July 2005 to 30 June 2008, rural authorities will
be required to pay an amount equivalent to 2 per cent of
their revenues as an environmental contribution. This
lower contribution recognises irrigators’ roles in
working towards better environmental outcomes and
will assist them to make the necessary adjustments; and
in recognition of the ‘sales’ package and the drought, the
Goulburn-Murray Rural Water Authority will not be
required to contribute funding to water initiatives until
1 July 2007.
The percentages of revenues on which the contributions are
based vary depending on the services being provided by an
authority (in the case of the newly amalgamated authorities
different percentages will apply to urban and rural services)
and some authorities are exempt from making payment for
varying parts of the period.
After the first period, the bill provides for the amount of the
annual environmental contribution payable by an authority to
be specified in an order made by the minister administering
the Water Industry Act 1994. The amount specified in the
order is to be a percentage as determined by the minister of
the revenues raised by the authority in a particular period.
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To provide for transparency in the making of an order for the
periods following the first period, the bill also includes the
matters to which the minister must have regard in making an
order. These matters include the purposes for which the
contributions are being collected, the ability of the water
industry to make contributions and the ability of an authority
to make a contribution, as well as any expenditure by an
authority on environmental initiatives that are consistent with
the purpose as set out in the bill and the outcomes of any
review.
An authority or category of authorities may be exempted
from the requirement to make an environmental contribution
for all or part of any particular period having regard to any
contributions that may be made by an authority to address the
environmental degradation to waterways and to reduce future
demand on surface and ground water resources.
The proposed ministerial order for future periods will include
the percentage as determined by the minister, the period
during which the environmental contribution is payable, the
relevant revenue period to which the percentage is to be
applied together with the reasons for any exemption which
may be granted.
A copy of the ministerial order must be published in the
Government Gazette, and to ensure certainty an order may
only be amended to correct a typographical error, a
mathematical error in calculating the amount or an error that
is apparent on the face of the order.
This government is committed to providing transparent
arrangements. In the case of the environmental contribution,
the minister administering the Water Industry Act 1994 will
be required to prepare an annual report on the expenditure of
all funds raised to be included in the Department of
Sustainability and Environment’s annual report of operations
under the Financial Management Act 1994. This annual
reporting requirement will mean that all Victorians know
what environmental initiatives are being funded each year.
The bill also provides for the arrangements for the proposed
environmental contribution to be regularly reviewed by the
Secretary of the Department of Sustainability and
Environment.
Historically our approach to managing water was to prioritise
the water needs of consumers, industry and agriculture over
those of the environment. This bill will help us to deliver
substantial environmental benefits and redress the balance
that is necessary to ensure secure water supplies and healthier
waterways for future generations of Victorians.
I commend the bill to the house.

Debate adjourned on motion of
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands).
Debate adjourned until later this day.
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MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
Building Stronger Communities and a Fairer
Victoria
Ms BROAD (Minister for Housing) — I wish to
make a ministerial statement.
1. Overview
President, I would like to take the opportunity of
marking the fifth anniversary of Labor winning
government in Victoria by presenting to the Legislative
Council a statement on progress the Bracks government
is making to build a better future for lower income
communities in this state.
The Bracks government is tackling inequality head on
through our landmark neighbourhood renewal program.
We initiated this program in July 2002 after successful
trials in 2001.
Neighbourhood renewal is an important part of our
Growing Victoria Together agenda, which is creating a
fairer and more prosperous Victoria.
Neighbourhood renewal is a cornerstone of the Bracks
government’s second-term agenda to strengthen
communities — and it works. It meets the needs of
disadvantaged communities by upgrading housing,
creating jobs and changing the face of neighbourhoods.
A key to the Bracks government’s remarkable success
with neighbourhood renewal is community
involvement. It brings together the ideas and resources
of residents, governments, local communities,
businesses and community groups.
These partnerships deliver opportunities for
disadvantaged people on lower incomes to break out of
the poverty trap, feel pride in their achievements,
‘connected’ with the wider community and optimistic
about the future.
We know that people in disadvantaged neighbourhoods
do not want sympathy and do not want to be seen as
victims; they simply want to be able to reach out and
grab their own future.
Neighbourhood renewal focuses on people and the
places they live, work and play, and helps them become
part of the solution.
As Minister for Housing and Minister for Local
Government, I am delighted with what has been
achieved in just two years.
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We have invested $108 million in neighbourhood
renewal since July 2003. This investment has made a
big difference to people’s lives — more than
2500 properties have been upgraded, 130 new
properties built and over 1000 jobs created.
Access to services such as health care and community
support is improving. Government is responding better
to community priorities. Most importantly, residents are
getting involved and leading change that is creating
more vibrant communities.
The Bracks government will build on this momentum
to continue reducing the gap between lower income
communities in Victoria and the rest of the state. We
will invest a further $90 million over the next two years
to ensure neighbourhood renewal continues to help
those most in need.
2. Background and context
President, we were elected to grow Victoria together —
to govern in the interests of the whole state. In our first
term we restored services in health, education and
housing, which had been run down by the previous
government. We built a stronger economy and moved
to protect our environment. We introduced more open
and accountable government.
We are getting on with the job and delivering results.
The Victorian economy has grown faster than the
national average. Business investment is at a record
high, and since coming to government we have cut state
debt in half.
However, not all Victorians have benefited equally
from these improvements. The previous government’s
policies and the effects of global economic trends have
created deep divisions and inequality. One result is a
continuing concentration of poverty in particular
neighbourhoods.
In our second term we are focusing on reducing
inequality and building more cohesive communities —
establishing a Department for Victorian Communities.
And through neighbourhood renewal, once-neglected
neighbourhoods are heading in the right direction —
towards statewide benchmarks.
Inequality in the most disadvantaged neighbourhoods
manifests itself in poor job opportunities, lower
educational achievement, increasing drug use, crime,
social stigma, widespread health problems, family
breakdown, and inadequate access to transport and
other services.
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Attempts have been made to tackle some of these
problems in the past. But too much emphasis was
placed on physical rather than community regeneration.
Government departments worked independently to
address individual problems rather than the whole
problem.
Neighbourhood renewal is different because it tackles
the causes of disadvantage, not just the symptoms.
Realising the limits of the policy levers available to us,
state government is working together, and with
communities, to provide coordinated responses to the
complex problem of poverty. This is why it has been so
successful.
3. How neighbourhood renewal works
President, some 15 communities across Victoria are
involved in neighbourhood renewal because of their
relative disadvantage. A total of 80 000 people live at
these neighbourhood renewal sites.
The program includes inner city housing estates in
Collingwood and Fitzroy, outer suburban communities
such as Werribee and Broadmeadows, and regional
sites such as the Latrobe Valley, Eaglehawk and Long
Gully in Bendigo, and Colac. Some 40 per cent of
Colac’s population lives in the neighbourhood renewal
area.
At a statewide level, the departments of Human
Services; Education and Training; Victorian
Communities; Sustainability and Environment;
Infrastructure; Innovation, Industry and Regional
Development; and the Department of Justice, including
Victoria Police, are playing a crucial role.
Other key partners include the Sustainable Energy
Authority of Victoria, VicHealth and VicUrban.
Typically, a project manager, community development
workers and employment and learning coordinators
bring together government services to achieve results
on the ground.
4. Increasing people’s pride and participation in the
community
In each neighbourhood renewal project, residents work
with leaders in local and state government, business
managers, service provider and community groups to
develop community action plans.
A prime example of the outcomes of these plans is at
the Parkside Estate in Shepparton, where the
government is committing $13 million towards a major
urban redevelopment in partnership with VicUrban. A
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revitalised urban landscape, which will provide a more
balanced mix of public and private housing, is a direct
result of local planning involving residents.
And at Wendouree West, a $1 million investment by
the Bracks government will fund the establishment of a
new community hub that is a local priority.
Across neighbourhood renewal areas, residents are
celebrating their community pride and participation
through neighbourhood barbecues, arts and cultural
projects, festivals, community gardening and family fun
days.
In a recent article in Eureka, Kevin Waugh, a resident
of Wendouree West, described the changing attitudes in
his community:
‘Now when people walk down the street,’ he said,
‘they’re not looking at the ground, they actually look up
and talk to you, look you in the eye. (In a few years,
Wendouree West) will be a great place to live. It will be
a community that actually believes in itself, an inclusive
community; everybody here will want to be here.’
5. Enhancing housing and the physical environment
President, the Bracks government is using housing as a
platform to increase employment and education,
support local enterprises, reduce crime and improve
community health and wellbeing.
Across neighbourhood renewal projects, public housing
ranges from 13 per cent in Doveton–Eumemmerring to
100 per cent in Collingwood and Fitzroy. In all, about
three-quarters of residences are privately owned, but
neighbourhood renewal is not about ownership, it is
about need.
We have upgraded or replaced 2630 properties
especially at larger and older estates where houses and
the physical environment had become run down.
A recent survey in neighbourhood renewal project areas
found that residents perceived a 35 per cent
improvement in local housing conditions. The number
of people who want to live in public housing has
increased in 90 per cent of these areas, and median
house prices have increased in 70 per cent of the areas.
Successful partnerships are important here, too. For
example, the Sustainable Energy Authority of Victoria
has invested $850 000 to make 1000 energy
improvements to low-income houses in neighbourhood
renewal areas, reducing greenhouse gas emissions,
saving residents about $100 a year on energy bills, and
employing and training local residents.
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The Department of Sustainability and Environment is
supporting the redevelopment of local housing, streets,
parks and shopping areas. Derelict areas that were
‘no-go zones’ scarred by graffiti, vandalism and used
syringes have been rejuvenated as vital public spaces.
6. Lifting employment and learning opportunities
and expanding local economies
President, regeneration of neighbourhoods can be
sustained only where people have jobs and where there
are viable local and regional economies.
The Bracks government is breaking the cycle of welfare
dependence in these communities by improving access
to quality education, jobs training and skill
development, and supporting existing businesses and
new enterprises.
The Department for Victorian Communities’
community jobs program is an important partner,
investing $5 million in the past two years to connect job
training opportunities with the Office of Housing works
program. Previously unemployed residents have been
trained with new skills and now have jobs that help
renew their communities.
More than 1000 jobs have been created, including
positions in construction, landscaping, information
technology, hospitality and child care. Sixty per cent of
graduates of the program are going into further
employment or training. The close cooperation between
neighbourhood renewal and the community jobs
program has been able to achieve these excellent
results.
The Bracks government is spending $3.9 million over
four years to fund local employment and learning
coordinators in neighbourhood renewal communities.
This investment is already having a big impact. For
example, in the Collingwood and Fitzroy projects, more
than 100 residents have found jobs in the past
12 months, and in the Latrobe Valley project, 80 people
have found jobs.
In the Shepparton neighbourhood renewal project,
20 indigenous youths are being trained to become
motor mechanics and will receive truck licences at the
end of their training, opening up opportunities for future
work.
Some people in neighbourhood renewal areas come
from families where no-one has had a full-time job for
two or three generations, and others have not previously
been in the job market or were put in the ‘too-hard
basket’ by employment services such as Centrelink.
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Local community-based enterprises have been
established in horticulture, recycling, construction and
hospitality, providing continuing work for residents.
Many of these enterprises were set up as a result of
initial training provided by the community jobs
program.
And a pilot public tenant clause trialled in Collingwood
and Fitzroy requires the work forces of commercial
cleaning and gardening contractors to comprise more
than one-third local residents.
The government will build on these successes by
incorporating resident employment clauses in other
government contracts in neighbourhood renewal areas.
And we will continue providing incentives for people to
move into the job market — such as our 16-week rent
freeze for previously unemployed tenants when they
get a job.
These initiatives are having a positive impact. For
example, in a survey in the Fitzroy neighbourhood
renewal area, residents perceived that local training and
education opportunities had improved by one-third in
the past year.
Quality education is another important factor in
improving job opportunities. When we began
neighbourhood renewal, rates of students completing
year 12 in project areas were 53 per cent lower than the
rest of the state.
To reverse this trend, neighbourhood renewal is linking
schools with the broader community to find local
solutions.
In the Corio–Norlane project area, the Department of
Education and Training allocated $168 000 from the
Community Facilities Fund to expand a parent access
facility at the Corio Bay Senior College. The initiative
is providing support and family day care to young
mothers so they can stay at school or return to studies
while raising their children.
And in the Glendonald School in the Latrobe Valley,
the local principal attributes a 40 per cent reduction in
absenteeism to strong community involvement
generated by neighbourhood renewal.
7. Improving personal safety and reducing crime
At their inception, neighbourhood renewal areas had a
58 per cent higher crime rate and 129 per cent higher
rate of child protection notification than the state
average. In Collingwood, the crime rate was five times
the state average.
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Neighbourhood renewal is turning around these
statistics through crime prevention, local priority
policing and community strengthening.
Crimes against people have fallen in 90 per cent of
neighbourhood renewal locations. In Collingwood and
Fitzroy, police are working closely with neighbourhood
renewal projects on community safety, and the
government is spending more than $10 million to install
security systems.
The number of security incidents recorded in
Collingwood and Fitzroy neighbourhood renewal areas
have reduced dramatically. For example, drug use
incidents in Atherton Gardens (Fitzroy) fell from 250 in
December 2001 to 30 in December 2003 and vandalism
and wilful damage fell from 22 incidents in December
2000 to five in December 2003.
Innovative programs in Glendonald Estate,
Churchill — part of the Latrobe Valley neighbourhood
renewal project — have led to a 41 per cent reduction
in crime in the past year. There, a designated police
officer champions the cause of the local community and
is a single contact point for residents. The Latrobe
Valley neighbourhood renewal project received the
Australian Crime and Violence Prevention Award prize
and certificate of merit in 2003.
8. Promoting health and wellbeing
The Victorian burden of disease study shows a strong
correlation between disease, low socioeconomic status
and disadvantaged neighbourhoods. Neighbourhood
renewal is tackling key social determinants of health
such as unemployment, housing, crime and social
exclusion in places like Collingwood and Fitzroy. It has
developed numerous health related initiatives designed
to assist residents to achieve a healthy lifestyle.
Neighbourhood renewal is tackling key social
determinants of health such as unemployment, housing,
crime and social exclusion.
Many services are improving health and wellbeing in
neighbourhood renewal areas.
For example:
VicHealth is supporting local community arts and
cultural projects;
Community Health Centres are providing better
access to primary health services and using health
promotion to tackle local issues; and
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the Bracks government is funding crucial dental
services, many targeted to those most in need in
neighbourhood renewal areas.
9. Building on our early achievements
Neighbourhood renewal has created a groundswell of
support and achieved remarkable ‘early wins’ in its first
two years.
But the Bracks government recognises the need to
continue to share the benefits of economic growth
across the state. We will provide $45 million in both
2004–05 and 2005–06 to:
target initiatives and spending programs to meet
the needs of the most disadvantaged
neighbourhoods;
enhance housing and the environment;
improve community representation by
strengthening the role of local government;
improve access to services and government
responsiveness to local priorities.
Neighbourhood renewal will become core business for
all government departments. Implementation of local
neighbourhood renewal action plans will be a priority
this year. Performance targets will be set, more flexible
funding arrangements introduced, plans reviewed and
progress monitored.
10. Conclusion
President, when the Bracks government began
neighbourhood renewal, we had no illusions. Reversing
years of decline was going to require long-term
investment and new and better ways of working with
disadvantaged communities.
Neighbourhood renewal has:
made an important start in narrowing the gap
between our neighbourhoods;
provided a model to coordinate government
programs so they make sense to the people they
serve;
created democratic, respectful and efficient
partnerships with local government, community
groups and local businesses.
Most importantly, through neighbourhood renewal, the
Bracks government is returning dignity and respect to
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neighbourhoods that were previously stigmatised,
victimised and marginalised.

would have been far better if the ministerial statements
had been incorporated.

As Wendouree West resident Gayle Britten said:
‘Neighbourhood renewal isn’t just about the work that
is happening to improve streets and houses. Since the
renewal began, the heart and soul has returned to
Wendouree West’.

This ministerial statement on communities is quite
interesting. Let us go through the statement and have a
look at some of the lies that are in it. Page 2 of the
circulated statement says:

This is what neighbourhood renewal is about.
Revitalised places where people want to live. Renewed
and rejuvenated communities where people have
greater hope for the future and opportunities to fulfil
their aspirations.
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — I move:
That the Council take note of the ministerial statement.

I must say at the outset that this whole process of
ministerial statements is a complete and utter sham. It is
filibustering at its very worst. Up until yesterday we
had three ministerial statements in five years, and now
we have had four in two days. In fact, yesterday was a
prime example. The Minister for Sport and Recreation
made his ministerial statement yesterday, and I would
have to say even he was bored. There was hardly
anybody on the government side of the chamber to
listen to what he had to say. He raced through the entire
ministerial statement. He did not even bother to finish
the whole statement, and indeed there was no calibre in
it; it was a complete and utter sham.
In fact, to be quite frank, it would have been better if all
the ministerial statements had been incorporated into
Hansard in their entirety. That would have saved us a
lot of time and effort and would have been a lot easier
on everybody concerned. I suggest that the minister and
the people in the government — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. ANDREA COOTE — Where are the rest of
them? How many are in here to listen to them?
Hon. R. G. Mitchell — That shows how
disrespectful you are to people.
Hon. ANDREA COOTE — I take up the
interjection of the Honourable Robert Mitchell about
having parliamentary colleagues in here. May I remind
him that this is a government ministerial statement.
How many could they rustle up? How many of them
are there — eight? That is all, eight of them. So
Mr Mitchell talks about respect: members on the
government side have no respect for their minister. As I
have said, this is an absolute sham. And as I said, it

We are getting on with the job and delivering results. The
Victorian economy has grown faster than the national
average. Business investment is at a record high and since
coming to government, we have cut state debt ...

Let me just remind members opposite that according to
the latest figures from the Australian Bureau of
Statistics for the year to June, Victoria’s state final
demand, which measures the total spending by
households, businesses and governments, grew by only
5.1 per cent in trend terms, compared — and listen to
this; this is the point — compared with the national
average of 5.9 per cent. So Victoria is behind the eight
ball. In seasonally adjusted terms Victoria’s
performance was even worse: it was only 4.8 per cent,
compared with the national growth of 6.2 per cent for
the year. For the June quarter Victorian growth was
only 0.2 per cent compared with the national growth of
1.6 per cent, the worst result of any mainland state.
Hon. M. R. Thomson interjected.
Hon. ANDREA COOTE — If the minister does
not believe the Australian Bureau of Statistics, she
could also look at the Sensis survey which came out at
the end of August. It says that Victorian small and
medium businesses — and this relates to the portfolio
responsibility of the Minister for Small Business —
reported the worst results of any state for employment
levels, sales and profitability. Victoria is heading
towards being the rust bucket basket case it was in the
Cain and Kirner years, and it is going down that track
very quickly.
This ministerial statement then goes on to talk about the
Department for Victorian Communities. I think this is
much more a Victorian communities type of ministerial
statement than it is a housing ministerial statement, but
the very fact that this government has no idea what the
Department for Victorian Communities actually does is
indicative of why we had to have the Minister for
Housing bring out this particular statement. The
Minister for Victorian Communities, John Thwaites, in
another place recently had to front up to the Public
Accounts and Estimates Committee (PAEC). It will be
no surprise to anybody here that he does not even
understand what the Department for Victorian
Communities is all about. I will quote from the PAEC
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transcripts of the inquiry into 2004–05 budget
estimates.
Ms Romanes — You weren’t there.
Hon. ANDREA COOTE — I beg your pardon, I
certainly was there!
On 17 June 2004 the minister was asked a number of
questions, and his answers were less than enlightening.
I might add that for a minister who is in charge of a
portfolio worth about $850 million and has 560 staff it
is a pity he is not more across his portfolio area. In
answer to a question from Mr Clark, a member of the
PAEC, about the department’s financial statements, the
discrepancies in figures and the financial statements
and expenditure from the Community Support Fund,
the minister said:
I think I will have to take it on notice.

And it goes on.
Mr Clark talked about the output groups in the budget
papers. He talked about the statement of financial
performance and administrative items in the annual
report in the budget papers. Mr Thwaites said again, ‘I
will have to come back on that issue’. To a question
asked by Mr Rich-Phillips, again about the dramatic
changes in the application of the performance
measures — —
Hon. R. G. Mitchell — On a point of order,
President, there is no relevance to what Mrs Coote is
rabbiting on about. Could you ask her to get back to
what we are discussing?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I do not uphold the
point of order, and I ask the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition to continue.
Hon. ANDREA COOTE — The point is that the
minister does not like it when the heat gets put on in the
kitchen. Your parliamentary colleague does not seem to
be able to cope with his portfolio area, so perhaps you
can explain it to him.
Anyway, Mr Thwaites said once again, ‘I cannot off the
top of my head give an answer to that’. Again he talked
about the issues — on and on it goes — and he still has
not come back with these answers. It is a pity the
minister is not across the rhetoric — it is just
that, rhetoric — of Victorian Communities which is
sprinkled all through this document.
However, it is salutary to remind ourselves that there is
a commonwealth-state housing agreement, and our
federal colleagues have put an enormous amount of
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money into housing in this country. In the 2003–08
commonwealth-state housing agreement the federal
government said it would put $4.75 billion into
housing. The amount provides for base funding, crisis
accommodation funding, Aboriginal rental housing
programs and community housing programs, but we
did not see anywhere through the minister’s statement
any recognition of the help and assistance the federal
government gave. In fact the minister did not make any
mention of the federal government’s involvement at all,
which is fairly typical.
It is interesting that we still have the Minister for
Finance here, because when you look at the pressure
put on the entire housing industry in this state by way
of land tax and stamp duty and when you look at the
additional burdens people have to pay in this state in
comparison with other states you can see that right
down to public housing people in this state are worse
off.
Going on with the ministerial statement we see just
what the figures for housing are in this state in
comparison with those of the other states of the
commonwealth. Comparing Victoria to Queensland for
the additional state funding in excess of
commonwealth-state housing agreements matching
requirements, we see that in 2000–01 Victoria matched
$30.2 million, but Queensland has a much higher
priority for housing and it matched an amount in the
vicinity of $272 million.
It goes on again. In 2001–02 Victoria put in only
$56.1 million, whereas Queensland added $25 million.
In 2002–03 Victoria put in less than in 2001–02 —
$53.6 million — while Queensland put in $301 million.
Looking at the totals for 2000–03, the additional state
funding in excess of commonwealth-state housing
agreement matching requirements was $149.9 million
in Victoria, and it was $828 million in Queensland. We
were a very long way behind. It is a pity the minister is
not here to hear this: it would be interesting to know
what her reaction to that would be.
Net additions to the public housing stock is another
interesting figure. The minister mentioned the previous
Kennett government in her ministerial statement. On
her own figures on the net additions to housing stock
we see that in the last part of the Kennett term, from
1998 to 2000, there were 3041 additions to the public
housing stock, and under this government from 2000 to
2004 there have been 3441. The July–June figure is a
gross figure rather than a net figure, so in fact the
Kennett government was the same if not better in
providing public housing stock additions. We see that
the Kennett government, besides being berated by this
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current government, was doing better than this
government is in the public housing sector.
Going to other areas of the department’s own figures
we can look at the public housing waiting lists from
June 2000 to 2004. I mention some of these areas
because they are an absolute disgrace. For example, in
the Footscray–Flemington–Ascot Vale area in June
2000 there were 1879 people on the waiting list; in June
2004, 2668 people — an increase of 41.99 per cent. In
North Melbourne and Carlton we have an increase of
56.85 per cent. Then we can look at some of the
regional areas. Geelong had a 52.95 per cent increase.
However — this is interesting — we have Morwell
with 167.13 per cent and Sale with 109.57 per cent.
Obviously Gippsland is not on this government’s list of
priorities. Neither is Wodonga. We were in Wodonga
for Robert Doyle’s shadow cabinet meeting last week,
and the people of Wodonga are seriously concerned
about public housing in their area. They have had a
130.59 per cent increase in the public waiting list in that
area. This government does not care about Wodonga.
We know it does not care about Wodonga, and here is
another example of that. These are the department’s
very own figures, but let us not stop there.
Ms Romanes — What about neighbourhood
renewals?
Hon. ANDREA COOTE — I am glad the member
interjected about neighbourhood renewals, because they
are exactly what I was going to come to. The reality is
that we have an issue here where the minister detailed a
number of areas. She was singing the praises of the
Parkside estate in Shepparton. Let me just remind the
minister — it is a pity she is not here; perhaps
Ms Romanes could pass it on to her — that, regardless
of what she might think, this estate and the
development were an initiative of the former Liberal
member of Parliament and Minister for Housing, the
Honourable Ann Henderson in the other place. In May
1999 she commissioned an advisory group which was
chaired by a then National Party member for North
Eastern Province, Jeanette Powell, to look at the
development of the estate.
The Parkside estate redevelopment has been stalled by
one to two years at least, and only two demonstration
display units have been completed, but I go back to the
chronology of this issue. As I said, it was not the Labor
government, it was not a Labor minister but a Liberal
minister, the excellent Minister for Housing, Ann
Henderson, who in May 1999 commissioned the
advisory group. In December 1999 Jeanette Powell
asked the new and incoming Minister for Housing in
the other place, Ms Pike, what the status was of the
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redevelopment works at Parkside. The Minister for
Small Business agreed to raise the issue with Ms Pike,
as reported in Hansard of December 1999.
We eventually got the minister asking Mrs Powell to
reconvene a community advisory committee. In
February 2000 a report on the Shepparton estate was
lodged with the minister. However, this government
then decided that this was going to be all its own work.
In May 2000 Mrs Powell asked Minister Pike why she
had not received a response. Typical of this
government! Finally in August 2002 we heard a lot
from the spin doctors in the Office of Housing and
Minister Pike re-announced the development project.
Here we have a project that has been stalled,
re-announced, stalled and now is back on the desk
again. The minister should remember it was a Liberal
Party initiative and not a Labor Party initiative, as she
intimated.
But it does not stop there. Let us look at the Long Gully
estate in Bendigo. That was running very slowly after a
delay of several years. I will go through the chronology
of that development, too. Once again it was a Kennett
Liberal government redevelopment initiative. In
November 1999 the redevelopment project was first
announced under the Kennett government with an
estimated completion date of 2004. The Long Gully
estate redevelopment advisory committee was
established and was chaired by the excellent then
member for North West Province, Ron Best. In June
1999 the Long Gully redevelopment feasibility plan
was completed. The plan recommended a major
redevelopment. However, what did this government
do? It waited until 27 October 2002 to re-announce and
rebadge it as if it were a Labor government initiative. It
was not a Labor government initiative; it was another
Liberal initiative.
Finally, I will look at this ministerial statement. I have
to say, quite frankly, that the minister could have saved
us all an enormous amount of time. We could have
incorporated this ministerial statement, as we could
have with the other three we have had in the last two
days. We have had four ministerial statements in two
days; it is absolutely a sham. How many members do
we have in here now? Four! The minister cannot even
be here for debate on her own ministerial statement. I
have to say it is not a very good look. It is very
unprofessional, and I have to say that this statement is a
sham. It is lacking, it is rhetoric and it should have been
renamed ‘For Victorian communities’ rather than
having anything to do with housing. I would say that
this minister has made a joke of it. A new low standard
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has been set in ministerial standards, and it reflects very
poorly on this house.
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — It is
interesting that the minister left the chamber after
delivering her ministerial statement. It is not a good
look. It is also not a good look that we have had three or
four ministerial statements over two years and then four
in two days. It is simply about filling up the time of the
chamber. When you look at the content of the
ministerial statements you see there is nothing new in
them. They are just a grab bag of projects, which the
government has been meandering along with and has
pulled together and delivered.
I would like to quickly go through the ministerial
statement because it contains some issues that need to
be addressed. At the bottom of the first page it states:
... we were elected to grow Victoria together — to govern in
the interests of the whole state.

We have heard that on numerous occasions. It is
government talk. It then states:
In our first term we restored services in health ...

If you ask the people in the electorate of North Western
Province what health services have been restored to
some of their hospitals and other health care centres —
especially around Hopetoun or even Warracknabeal or
Birchip — they will tell you something else. If you are
serious and want to hear the truth, you should know that
if anything has been happening in places like
Bairnsdale and others right across the state, it is that
those health services have been removed from the
hospitals in those towns.
This government is very quick to paint the Kennett
government as a government that closed down
hospitals, but, as I have said more than once in this
chamber, there is more than one way to close a hospital.
You can keep the doors open, but if you keep extracting
all the services from those centres, you are doing
exactly the same thing as was done under the previous
government, only in a more underhanded manner. If
you are not prepared to acknowledge the fact that there
is more than one way to close a hospital — by leaving
the doors open and extracting services — you are not
being true to yourself, because that is exactly what the
government is doing. It has done it time and again. The
government makes a ministerial statement claiming it is
returning health services to Victoria, but it is a lie, and it
does not deserve to be in a ministerial statement about
housing.
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The minister’s statement also claims that the
government has restored services in education.
Education is a very topical issue at the moment, with
the election campaign being waged in the federal
sphere. TAFE funding is an extremely important issue
for the underprivileged. We need to look at how we can
get those people trained so they can enter the work
force. The TAFE funding in this state is $125 million
each year below the national average, and it is a lot
more than that below our neighbours in New South
Wales.
An honourable member interjected.
Hon. D. K. DRUM — This has nothing to do with
the commonwealth. You make a skill of blaming the
commonwealth. TAFE funding is a state responsibility,
and every time the government gets caught out, it wants
to blame the commonwealth. It is a state responsibility,
and if the government is not going to face up to the fact
that TAFE funding is its responsibility, it will continue
to be $125 million behind the national average. So, with
all the other states put together it is $125 million
behind. The government says it is restoring services in
education, but it simply is not, and it needs to
acknowledge that.
When it comes to housing, the jury is still out. We need
to work through the issue of housing. One of the
housing projects I have spoken to the minister about is
the introduction of housing associations. Housing
associations have the ability to address the issue of
low-income housing. It is one of the best programs we
have seen. A serious allocation of money has been put
aside for the introduction of housing associations, and
we believe many partnerships will be born through
them.
The government will make a capital outlay into the
private sector to try to address the phenomenal and
growing waiting lists of people looking for affordable
public housing. With the introduction of an up-front
capital outlay, hopefully private investment will enter
the low-income rental market. At the moment it is not
financially viable or attractive to do so.
Developers are electing to stay in the top end of the
market. With a capital injection at the front end of the
project we hope to see housing associations throughout
the state enter the market and begin creating a whole
range of housing options for people on low incomes. It
is a tremendous program. The only question is when the
government will start issuing licences to those
organisations that have applied for accreditation as a
housing organisation. None of the projects will begin
until the first step, which is the announcement of which
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organisations have been successful in applying for
accreditation. It is a tremendous program, but nothing is
happening.
I turn to the neighbourhood renewal program which
Mrs Coote spoke about. It is interesting to note that the
program being spoken about in this chamber is the
Parkside Estate at Shepparton.
Hon. W. A. Lovell — There is not much happening!
Hon. D. K. DRUM — There is not much
happening. In 2001 some $5.5 million was announced
to upgrade 76 cluster units at Parkside Estate. When
nothing was done for two years, in May 2003 the
government reannounced the same program allocating
$30 million over eight years. For two years nothing
happened and now the government simply allocates
money over eight years. Another 12 months goes by
and nothing has happened. We are now talking about
June 2004. The local member, the member for
Shepparton in the other place, through the press called
on the minister to move the project forward and start
demolition because the site was clearly unsafe. The
minister was of the belief that the site was inaccessible
and that children and adults could not get into the
dwellings. That was clearly shown to be inaccurate
because people were accessing the run-down and
supposedly boarded-up dwellings. In August this year
64 of the units were demolished, some three and a half
years after the initial announcement.
These programs have been announced and
re-announced ad infinitum. In Shepparton there are
about 500 people on the waiting list for public housing,
and for three years the government kept re-announcing
the same project and regurgitating the same amount of
money that was announced in 2001. By the time the
buildings were finally demolished in August of this
year a further $2.2 million had been announced by the
government. On closer inspection it was not a further
$2.2 million, it was $2 million out of the original
$5.5 million. It simply had not been expended from the
original $5.5 million that was announced in 2001.
The government should do something about it. In
Bendigo 500 people on the waiting list turns into
1000 on the Loddon-Mallee housing waiting list. That
area extends all the way to Mildura. That is a
phenomenal number of people in that area of Victoria
on the waiting list. Not only that, there is also another
group on the transfer list for appropriate housing where
there might be a four or five-member family residing in
a one-bedroom house, a motel room or a caravan park.
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These things are happening every day of the year. We
do not realise that there are 200 people every night in
emergency accommodation in the Bendigo region.
What is being done about it? A government press
release says that it is building 11 new dwellings to be
spread between Wodonga and Shepparton. When there
are 500 people on the waiting list, then 11 new
dwellings will not do much. We must understand the
enormity of the problem and what must be done to
bring about results and outcomes.
I turn to the ministerial statement that refers to how the
Bracks government has introduced a neighbourhood
renewal program. It may have introduced a
neighbourhood renewal program simply by renaming
an existing program.
Ms Romanes interjected.
Hon. D. K. DRUM — Mrs Coote spoke about it.
My predecessor, Ron Best, was chairperson of the
Long Gully redevelopment advisory council. In 1998
and 1999 that council worked through and identified all
the problems. It then put in place the partnerships that
would exist between business, the community and
government departments. As Mrs Coote rightly pointed
out, there was a completion date for the project of 2004
at the absolute latest. The expected completion date was
within three years. More than five years later that
project is still far from finished. All the problems that
existed in 1998 and 1999 still exist, which has been
disappointing for the local parliamentary members of
the region, and the Labor ministers have absented
themselves from going to the Eaglehawk and Long
Gully areas to generate interest in that region.
Those in the industry looking after people in that region
are sick and tired of seeing these programs relaunched
without anything happening.
Ms Romanes interjected.
Hon. D. K. DRUM — It is a different advisory
group, a different name. We are all working towards the
same outcomes and issues by providing low-income
affordable housing, and that must be acknowledged.
The ministerial statement has its just rewards and
respect. There is a bare minimum of members of
Parliament in the chamber. We are sick and tired of the
government bringing together its non-factual statements
that try to show it in good light, but at the end of the
day nobody is interested. They open the government up
to criticism and nobody believes what is in the
statements, and they are getting their fair comeuppance.
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Mr SOMYUREK (Eumemmerring) — I
commence my contribution by disagreeing with the
assertion by the Honourable Damian Drum that nobody
is interested. One only has to look at the public gallery
where there are many people from regional
neighbourhood renewal — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Smith) —
Order! I remind the member that he cannot refer to the
gallery in any way, shape or form.
Mr SOMYUREK — It is a pleasure to speak in
support of the ministerial statement made by the
Minister for Housing, who is also the Minister for
Local Government, concerning the neighbourhood
renewal project. Neighbourhood renewal is a
whole-of-government initiative to narrow the gap
between the most disadvantaged neighbourhoods in the
state and the rest of the neighbourhoods in the state.
There are currently about 15 neighbourhood renewal
projects across Victoria, and each one attempts to
achieve the objective of neighbourhood renewal by
bringing local residents, business, services and
governments to work together to explore and pursue
opportunities to build on the skill, capacity and
leadership of the community.
The state government identified
Doveton-Eumemmerring as a site in the May 2003
budget, and the program was officially launched by the
minister herself in February 2004. Doveton and
Eumemmerring have unique characteristics and needs,
and in 2001 the City of Casey recognised that fact by
embarking on a comprehensive and forward-looking
strategic plan for the area and its people entitled ‘The
Doveton and Eumemmerring community plan’. This
strategic plan seeks to develop a whole-of-community
approach to improving the capability, sustainability and
prosperity of the Doveton-Eumemmerring community.
The strategic plan of the City of Casey complements
the neighbourhood renewal program. Thus the
Doveton-Eumemmerring program was the first to
include a formal partnership agreement with local
government. In fact it demonstrates how different tiers
of government can work effectively in partnership to
deliver outcomes for the community. As a result of this
agreement the City of Casey has committed funding to
the project for public space improvements including
capital upgrades, service integration initiatives and the
planning process.
I will now speak about the suburbs of Doveton and
Eumemmerring. Those two suburbs are entirely located
within the parameters of my electorate. They are among
the most disadvantaged suburbs in the state or perhaps
even in the whole of Australia. They are located about
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35 kilometres from the city and together are
approximately 530 hectares in size. Doveton and
Eumemmerring have always been disadvantaged
communities. The origin of the suburbs — it was
originally one suburb, because the suburb of Doveton
incorporated Eumemmerring until took on an identity
of its own — dates back to the 1950s when the
government undertook a house building program as a
result of the house shortages at the time. The new
housing estate was predominantly targeted at families
in need and working-class families who gravitated
towards the area chasing employment as a consequence
of big manufacturing companies locating in the
Dandenong and Hallam region.
Thus industry and housing laid the foundations for
Doveton. However, the provision of infrastructure was
never well planned, and the disparate Doveton housing
estates generally became a community after working
together to achieve infrastructure outcomes because at
that stage the housing ministry built houses but not
infrastructure such as car parks and footpaths. Public
transport was always a problem, and there are still some
public transport issues, particularly on Sundays.
The Doveton-Eumemmerring area was put under
further strain in the last 15 years due to globalisation
and the restructuring of Australia’s manufacturing
industries. The result was that companies such as Heinz
vacated the area to look for greener pastures abroad I
guess and perhaps search for cheaper wages. But I get a
sense that things are really starting to turn around. On
my recent visits to the local schools in the Doveton and
Eumemmerring area I really got a positive vibe. Things
like the Mitcham–Frankston freeway, which we
debated prior to lunch, have certainly had a positive
effect on the area. I understand that as a result of that
freeway, demand for industrial land in the area has
increased by 27 per cent. That is an indication that
people are looking to come into the area, and that is
good for employment. To complement that, the
neighbourhood renewal program gives further impetus
to these positive things.
Nevertheless, the Doveton and Eumemmerring
communities are still communities of need, and an
examination of the statistical profile of the area
demonstrates that indicators of disadvantage are very
prominent indeed.
Hon. Andrea Coote interjected.
Mr SOMYUREK — No, it is a speech by a local
representative, and it talks about the neighbourhood
projects, unlike others. The neighbourhood renewal
project is a great opportunity to break out of the poverty
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trap. The residents of those suburbs are proud people,
and they do not want to be seen, as the minister said in
her statement, as victims requiring sympathy. They
want what this project delivers to them, and that is the
ability to shape their own future and the future of their
communities.
So the local residents have a substantial input to the
decision-making process, with steering committees and
action groups being formed to advise on action plans
for renewal. In short, neighbourhood renewal programs
will benefit from the targeting of initiatives and the
prioritising of existing resources in growth funding to
these projects so that disadvantage can be reduced or
eradicated and these neighbourhoods can be vibrant
places where people want to live.
To attain this all the neighbourhood renewal projects
aim to achieve the following six objectives. The first
objective for neighbourhood renewal projects is to
increase pride and participation in the local community.
The Doveton-Eumemmerring project has certainly
galvanised the local population, with hundreds of local
residents putting themselves forward to assist in
identifying priority issues. I was pleasantly surprised to
see large crowds at the two neighbourhood renewal
events I attended. The first was the official launch of
the project in Autumn Place in Doveton in February.
There was a barbecue sizzle, and the turnout was most
impressive indeed. I would estimate that about
300 people were there. On the night of Saturday,
22 May, as part of Housing Week, the Doveton
learning centre, in conjunction with the
Eumemmerring-Doveton neighbourhood renewal
project, put on a function. Again the turnout was most
impressive.
The second objective is to improve housing and the
physical environment. Over $1 million of this year’s
allocation will fund internal upgrades to housing
including new bathrooms and kitchens and external
improvements such as front fences, landscaping and
carports. This will improve both the amenity and the
proprieties as well as the general appearance of the
neighbourhoods. Further opportunities for enhancing
local streets and parks are being explored by the
Making it Great — Our Homes, Our Place action
group.
The third objective for all the neighbourhood renewals
is to increase employment, learning and economic
activity in the local area. Through the community jobs
program 41 of the 49 places provided this calendar year
have been taken up by local residents of the
Doveton-Eumemmerring area, providing them with
employment in housing, furniture making and
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landscaping. A few weeks ago I was fortunate enough
to attend the graduation ceremony of landscaping
participants from the community jobs program at the
Hallam campus of Eumemmerring Secondary College.
I was most impressed by the Japanese gardens they had
constructed. Other projects include a leadership
program and a homework club. Adult education has
also received a boost with 32 computers being placed in
local neighbourhood houses.
The fourth objective of neighbourhood programs is to
improve the health and wellbeing of the community.
The Doveton-Eumemmerring neighbourhood renewal
program has been operating for only a short time, but I
note that it has engaged Deakin University to undertake
a health impact assessment of strategies identified by
local stakeholders. This assessment will help identify
both the intended and unintended consequences or
impacts of activities, and this will be an asset to local
decision-making processes.
The fifth objective of the neighbourhood renewal
program is to improve personal security and reduce
crime. The Doveton-Eumemmerring program has been
facilitating opportunities for residents to meet with local
police and providers of local crime prevention and
safety services to discuss and identify strategies to
respond to local issues. The crime rate has also
decreased due to the number of police that have been
put in the area, and that has had a positive impact
locally. I must say that during my recent visits to
schools in the area, vandalism and graffiti rates were
also down. People were feeling much more secure
about themselves and were really positive about the
whole concept of neighbourhood renewal and working
with the Victorian police force.
The sixth objective of the neighbourhood renewal
program is to increase local residents’ access to services
such as transport and to facilitate a more responsive
government. Time constraints preclude my going into
that, but in conclusion I would like to make the
comment that the neighbourhood renewal program
cannot realistically be expected to fix overnight the
socioeconomic disadvantage of the area which has been
part of life in the Doveton-Eumemmerring community
since it was first developed as an estate in the 1950s.
However, the project will at least assist in narrowing
the gap between Doveton-Eumemmerring and some of
our other suburbs.
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — Saturday,
18 September, is the fifth anniversary of the election of
the Bracks government in 1999. In my view it is a very
appropriate time this week for us in the Parliament to be
considering ministerial statements which highlight the
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Bracks government’s commitment to building stronger
communities, in particular the ministerial statement by
the Minister for Housing which addresses the issue of
building stronger communities and a fairer Victoria for
people in public housing through the neighbourhood
renewal program.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition made reference
to the Minister for Victorian Communities and the fact
that the Bracks government has a program for building
stronger communities, for which the Minister for
Victorian Communities is the lead minister. However,
this program is one that has been initiated by the
Minister for Housing. It is firmly positioned within the
housing ministry and housing sector and is designed to
breathe new life and hope into Victoria’s many public
housing estates.
The neighbourhood renewal program recognises that
improvements and investment in housing, particularly
in our public housing estates across Victoria, need to go
further than they have ever gone before — that is, not
just to address physical infrastructure needs but also to
look at building social capital and building the strength
of the communities that live in those estates. I found the
contributions of the Leader of the Opposition and
Mr Damian Drum disrespectful in the sense that they
showed no understanding of the neighbourhood
renewal program and confused it with various advisory
committees that have been set up around the state under
Kennett and under the Bracks government to oversee
redevelopment programs and development of new
housing stock. The neighbourhood renewal program is
a separate program from those and in my view the
members’ contributions have been disappointing. They
have been disrespectful of the many people who have
been actively engaged in neighbourhood renewal
programs in the 15 pilot programs that have been
initiated by the housing minister throughout Victoria.
The neighbourhood renewal program that the minister
has spoken about in her statement today has involved
the investment of considerable resources. The minister
mentioned that since July 2003, $108 million had been
invested in neighbourhood renewal across the state. In
my electorate there have been allocations of
neighbourhood renewal funding to the Collingwood
and Fitzroy estates. Since the neighbourhood renewal
programs on those two estates were announced in
November 2002, $52 million has been allocated to
them for community-building activities and capital
improvements — that is, the two sides of the coin. In
this financial year nearly $6.3 million has been
allocated for a range of initiatives to address
disadvantage and reduce inequality for the Collingwood
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public housing estate; and nearly $7.8 million has been
allocated for the Atherton Gardens estate in Fitzroy.
A neighbourhood renewal program invests new
resources and involves a range of strategies. The
previous speaker, Mr Somyurek, outlined the six
objectives of the program. I will spell out the detail of
objectives as they apply to the two estates in my
neighbourhood where there are neighbourhood renewal
programs.
One key objective is community involvement.
Neighbourhood advisory boards are operating, one at
Fitzroy and the other at Collingwood, enabling resident
participation in decision making and new partnerships
between stakeholders. They have the important task of
developing community action plans for addressing a
whole range of issues. Those advisory teams at Fitzroy
and Collingwood have established working groups to
improve safety, to look at community wellbeing and
look at educational and employment opportunities for
residents.
An important part of neighbourhood renewal is trying
to capitalise on any employment, learning and
enterprise opportunities in the localities. As the minister
said, over 100 jobs have been found for residents in the
Fitzroy and Collingwood areas in the past 12 months as
a result of these extra efforts. That is an important
injection of not only income but also morale and
wellbeing into 100 families in those areas. That is so
important.
This year the Broadmeadows, Collingwood and Fitzroy
neighbourhood renewal areas are sharing in the
allocation of 48 community jobs program places for
work in information technology, childcare, aged care
and office administration, and 13 young residents
commenced youth employment scheme traineeships in
administration, information technology, youth work,
community work and community services throughout
2003–04.
One other important component is the actual physical
improvements on these housing estates, enhancing the
physical environment and the living spaces for people
who live there. In the Fitzroy and Collingwood estates
about $13.5 million of this year’s budget is funding
physical improvements. The capital component of
funding allocations has enabled the department to
upgrade flats, install fire sprinkler systems and
implement a swipe card access system and intercom
communication system for each tower.
Another vital part of the project has been the
improvement in security systems and an increase in
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personal safety at those two estates. The minister
highlighted statistics about the remarkable reduction in
crime in the area and vandalism to the buildings in the
Fitzroy and Collingwood estates since the
neighbourhood renewal program began.
A critical part of the task of neighbourhood renewal is
to bring about a better coordination of services and
programs within government and different agencies of
government, and between government and local
councils and local organisations. In Collingwood and
Fitzroy there is a whole-of-government steering
committee. There are working groups that have
initiated projects to expand fitness programs, deliver
vocational English classes and implement a recycling
program. This has involved the Department of
Education and Training, the Department for Victorian
Communities, Department of Justice, Department of
Sustainability and Environment, Victoria University,
adult multicultural education services, Collingwood
College and the City of Yarra. So it is a case of local
people on housing estates relating with all of those
different agencies and everyone trying to work together
to get a better outcome.
Community surveys have been carried out on both
estates with residents trained to conduct interviews, and
that has been another important skilling process. Those
surveys and the residents who have carried them out
have endeavoured to track the change in views,
attitudes and improvements. There are very positive
survey results coming through which show that over
90 per cent of people who are involved in the programs
believe that they are good idea. They have seen
improvements in housing, community pride, local
education and training opportunities, better physical
environments and improved public transport as well as
increased community participation and wellbeing. All
that is registering in the community surveys and
outcomes relating to neighbourhood renewal programs.
One final area I want to make reference to is the
inclusion of cultural and community activities in the
neighbourhood renewal programs. In October 2004, in
just one month’s time, Collingwood will host its second
Homeless Gallery photographic exhibition in the
estate’s underground car park as a Melbourne Fringe
Festival event. Residents will be able to exhibit with
hundreds of amateur and professional photographers. A
film and photography project which has been
developed at Fitzroy was launched at the Immigration
Museum in May. In August and October two
community plays, Inside Out and Outside In, have been
and will be performed by residents at Fitzroy.
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We cannot underestimate the importance of cultural
and community activities, whether they be social
gatherings, barbecues, workshops on community
gardens or photography projects, exhibitions or
performances in not only bringing people together and
recognising their diverse talents but also building a
sense of belonging on those estates and, let us face it,
making people feel fundamentally good about
themselves and the things they can do with their
neighbours and others in the local area.
One of the important aspects of the neighbourhood
renewal program, which has meant a large injection of
state government resources into urban renewal and
building stronger communities, is that we learn lessons
from those 15 pilot projects so that the government can
consider extending or integrating them into regular
practices and approaches in the public housing sector
lessons learnt from them. It is worth investing in the
analysis of the results and looking at what the outcomes
have been in terms of improved standards and care of
the physical infrastructure and whether increased social
inclusion does lead to better health outcomes and
results and improved wellbeing for the people who live
on the estates.
Neighbourhood renewal is part of the Victorian
government’s Building Stronger Communities program
across the state. It is clearly placed in the housing
ministry sector. It is an important initiative of the
Minister for Housing. It is about not only rebuilding
public housing estates physically but also the social,
economic and personal wellbeing of the people who
live on those estates. It is a very, very important
program, and I feel really sad about the way the
opposition has treated this ministerial statement today.
Hon. C. D. HIRSH (Silvan) — I want to start by
congratulating the Minister for Housing, Candy Broad,
and the Department of Human Services on establishing
such an innovative and exciting program as the
neighbourhood renewal program. I am absolutely
appalled at the lack of understanding and interest
shown by members of the opposition and the National
Party in this important program. I do not think they
even understand what the program is attempting to
achieve. Mr Drum at least had goodwill towards the
program, although he did not understand it, but I
consider it was met with a degree of vindictiveness by
the spokesperson for the Liberal Party who merely
denigrated the ministerial statement on this program.
Reading the ministerial statement and looking at the
program, I am intrigued to discover that it is an attempt
through public social policy to implement a
psychological theory of human wellbeing first
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expounded in the 1950s by Abraham Maslow, an
American psychologist. Maslow’s theory, based on a
hierarchy of need, has been around since then and has
been demonstrated again and again to be a very good
explanation of the human condition. If the needs in
Maslow’s hierarchy are satisfied in people, they will
lead very satisfying and fulfilling lives. When I
compare the program to Maslow’s theory, I find a very
strong match, which leads me to believe the social
policy implementation has an excellent theoretical
basis.
The program starts by improving public housing for
people living on the estate so that they are living in a
degree of comfort and safety. Maslow’s first set of
needs is the satisfaction of physiological needs. He
argues that unless each level of needs is satisfied a
person is unable to progress to the next set. So if a kid
does not have enough to eat, then he or she will not be
able to learn. If children do not feel safe, they will not
be able to enjoy life or the company of their friends.
The first needs are the physiological needs of housing,
the physical environment, enough to eat and drink, a
warm and comfortable place to sleep and basic physical
needs. Once those needs are satisfied people —
children and adults — can progress. One of the first
elements of the Human Services neighbourhood
renewal program is the enhancement of public housing
and the physical environment in which people are
living.
The next of Maslow’s needs are the safety needs.
Again, if a child does not feel safe — if a child is a
victim of abuse either at home or in the school
ground — that child will have his or her learning ability
cramped to some degree and stunted and will have
some problem in trying to work comfortably and have a
good life generally, to have relationships with others, to
experience love and gain a successful place in society.
Maslow’s safety needs are mirrored in the
neighbourhood renewal program, which aims to
improve personal safety and reduce crime. That is the
next important and crucial part of giving people who
live in generally underprivileged circumstances the
opportunity to improve their prospects and allow them
to satisfy and fulfil their aspirations.
The next of Maslow’s needs, according to his theory,
are belongingness and love. People need to feel that
they belong. We have a social need to belong to groups.
We go to clubs, we like to feel that we are part of
society and a whole range of organisations. When I
refer to needing to feel loved, we need to feel valued
and important and that someone cares about us. I will
not talk about this, but there is an argument in
Maslow’s theory about where people’s sex needs fit.
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He argues that they are right down in the basic
physiological needs. That is not really part of this
discussion, since the neighbourhood renewal program
does not enter into that area.
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. C. D. HIRSH — A sense of belonging and the
need to be loved are crucial parts of the human
condition, for infants, children and adults. A person
who does not feel part of an organisation or group or an
accepted part of a family is limited in his or her
development. The neighbourhood renewal program
satisfies these needs by increasing people’s pride and
participation in their local community. People join
together in improving their environment and
community.
The next needs that Maslow talks about are needs for
self-esteem, tied up with belongingness and people’s
need to have learning opportunities, to expand their
own economic situation and to feel that they are in fact
succeeding in caring for their families — that mothers
are able to care for, clothe and educate their children.
Those esteem needs again are addressed in the
neighbourhood renewal program, which is addressing
employment, training and education opportunities and
generally expanding local employment and local
economies, thus building on the needs that people have
to live successfully in our community.
The need to know and understand is the next defined
need espoused by Maslow, and of course through
education, employment and training those needs are
satisfied. If a person does not have access to the
language in the country they are living, if English is not
their first language and they are not good at it, often
they do not know or understand what is going on. A
child may have some trouble in school, so we have to
look at addressing that need.
Maslow’s next definition of ‘needs’ are aesthetic needs,
and again Ms Romanes talked about the cultural display
that the Collingwood or Fitzroy neighbourhood renewal
group is putting on fairly soon in the car park. The
improvement of grounds and the physical environments
are also a very important component. The final element
of the program is to return dignity and respect to people
and neighbourhoods where it has not existed and only
stigmatisation, victimisation and marginalisation of
communities has been experienced. Revitalised places
where people want to live are the basic building block,
according to Maslow, of giving communities, children
and adults greater hope for the future and more
opportunities to fulfil their aspirations and expand their
own growth.
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I find that the neighbourhood renewal program is a
great program. It epitomises every aspect that human
beings need to grow and develop, and I congratulate the
minister, Candy Broad, on the program and on its
implementation. I hope it will be able to continue and
expand throughout all areas in the state where help is
needed.
Motion agreed to.

PARLIAMENTARY SALARIES AND
SUPERANNUATION (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 14 September; motion of
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance)
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — Before I
commence my contribution to the Parliamentary
Salaries and Superannuation (Amendment) Bill let me
just say, President, that I think the behaviour I have just
witnessed is appalling. You were on your feet a
moment ago and two members of the government party
were — —
An honourable member interjected.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The honourable
member is not in his place.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — Members were standing
around rather than sitting down and deferring to the
Chair and speaking over the top of you. I think it is
about time members in this place started to observe
some of the protocols and the tradition of the place and
defer to the authority of the Chair.
Hon. C. D. Hirsh interjected.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — Tradition I know is not
everything, and what a foolish comment I have heard.
The fact of the matter is that this place works on the
basis of the Chair having some authority. If members,
particularly members of the government party who
have put the President into the position of having the
authority of the chamber, do not respect the importance
of that delegation, then the house becomes a rabble.
Quite frankly, I think this Parliament is becoming a
rabble led by members of the government, and it is a
disgrace.
Having said that, I wish to say that this bill is a
consequence of the government determining to amend
the basis on which members of Parliament are
remunerated. The stated position of the government is
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that it was seeking to amend the basic salary payable to
members of Parliament and to limit any increase in the
current financial year to no more 3 per cent. The
mechanism to put this into effect is to change the basis
on which Victorian parliamentarians are remunerated,
and members will be reminded that the salaries of
Victorian MPs are pegged to those of federal members
by no less than $500 per annum. The basis of the
linkage has for a very long time been that the
remuneration of federal MPs has been set by the
commonwealth Remuneration Tribunal under the
delegation of the commonwealth Parliament. The
Victorian Parliament determined some time ago to
establish a link so that we could — as far as possible for
members of Parliament — be separated from
determining our own basis of remuneration. I believe,
and I think the opposition would believe generally, that
it is important when individuals have a trust delegated
to them to be responsible for other people’s money that
they use the authority judiciously and in the sense of the
exquisitely difficult position which we have as MPs to
try to be as transparent as possible and separate
ourselves as much as is possible to allow independent
observers to make judgments about remuneration. That
has been the basis of the mechanism in the past.
The fact that the government has unilaterally
determined to vary the arrangements in respect of the
current remuneration setting levels this year reflects, as
the government would argue, some pressures it had on
it in terms of delivering a wage outcome in the public
sector. But the opposition believes inviting regular
intervention by the Parliament itself in determining the
absolute levels of remuneration is fraught with hazard.
The opposition believes the principle should be
maintained that members of Parliament in Victoria
have their salaries linked to those of federal members
and that the independent remuneration tribunal process
under the commonwealth arrangements should, so far
as possible, be reflected by the position in Victoria.
I do not intend to prolong the debate on this bill. There
is no profit in pursuing the detail of an argument about
why it is that we are dealing with this bill, save to say
that from now on the gap between federal and Victorian
MPs’ basic salaries will be $1442 per annum rather
than $500 per annum. I would urge that in future the
government considers the need to remain absolutely at
arm’s length from determining remuneration for
Victorian MPs and leave that to the mechanisms that
exist.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — The
introduction of this bill is the action of a stupid
government — a very stupid government. It is an action
which this stupid government will come to regret in
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years to come. It is a populist action to go out there and
say to the people of Victoria, ‘Oh yes, we are
interfering with the setting of salaries of members of
Parliament’ to somehow or other accord with its own
wages policy — as indeterminate as that wages policy
is if you look at some of the agreements which have
been reached with the schoolteachers, the firemen and
the nurses, and which no doubt will be reached with the
paramedics in the next week or two. The 3 per cent is a
fairly elastic benchmark indeed, but be that as it may I
share the concern of the Leader of the Opposition in
this place that once the public sees that members of
Parliament are actually setting their own salaries one
way or another it leads to all sorts of concerns and
troubles.
It is a wonder this government did not draw upon the
experience of former governments in this state before
the Hamer government introduced the linking
mechanism, the nexus with the commonwealth
circumstance, where salaries are reviewed by an
independent parliamentary salaries tribunal and are set
at arm’s length. Certainly prior to that system coming
into being members of Parliament in the state of
Victoria had a great deal of difficulty in the setting of
appropriate salaries, and governments had a lot of
embarrassment from time to time in the setting of
salaries, because, as we know full well, no matter what
you pay MPs, some people out there in the community
would consider it too much. It just happens to be in the
Australian psyche that there is a widespread belief that
parliamentarians do not deserve their pay it all. I am not
sure that they want to go back to the circumstance that
existed in the 19th century, when MPs did not draw any
salary, and of course this place then simply became the
preserve of the wealthy. I do not think that is what they
intend at all.
Nevertheless, I well remember the times before the
nexus was set by the Hamer government, when MPs’
salaries frequently lagged well behind community
standards, which then of course meant there had to be a
very large catch-up at some time to deliver wage justice
to MPs — and MPs deserve wage justice as much as
anyone else, and particularly those people who get
elected to this place who have young families and who
have come from backgrounds where they do not have
the financial assets that some other members might
enjoy. They are as much entitled to a living standard
commensurate with their occupation as anyone else.
I think I have related to the house once before the
circumstance when Sir Henry Bolte was Premier and
salaries were dragging well behind community
standards. It was announced there would be an increase;
Sir Henry had taken a proposal to cabinet. It was in the
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days of the Melbourne Herald. A journalist from the
Herald phoned up the Country Party room to get a
response. The only one he got was the then member for
Swan Hill. Like some of the present-day colleagues, he
could not resist taking a populist line, so he said he
would not be accepting it. That was on the front page of
the Herald. Sir Henry’s response to that was, ‘Well, if
Harry doesn’t want it, no-one’s getting it’, and he did
not proceed with it.
Mr Lenders — Did he get preselected again?
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — Yes. You can imagine
how popular the member for Swan Hill was with
colleagues on all sides of the house! But that story
certainly indicates how difficult it is and how people
cannot resist a populist action. I say this government is
taking the same action that the then member for Swan
Hill took: it cannot resist this populist line that it is
going to go out and do that.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — I did not catch that
interjection, but I am not sure I want to.
Hon. Philip Davis — It was about the Kennett
deferral.
Mr Lenders — You were in the cabinet that
deferred it.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — I am happy to criticise
that one as well, because the principle is the same. I
simply think the government would be better advised to
have allowed this increase to go through and ridden any
criticism that might have been out there — and it would
have been precious little because this system has
become well established and I think well accepted now.
I might say to the government that it will get precious
little thanks for doing this. The experience in the past
has been that there are no thanks for trying to restrict
parliamentary salary increases, particularly when they
have been endorsed and recommended by an
independent tribunal.
I have a great deal of concern for the future of this
Parliament in terms of the breadth of experience of
candidates that we attract to offer themselves for
election and who are subsequently elected. In the time I
have been here I have seen an extraordinary narrowing
of the worldly experience of MPs. Perhaps I put myself
in the same category: I came here in my 20s, and I
certainly did not have much worldly experience. But if
you look at their backgrounds, so many of our
colleagues here now have gone to school, to university
and then to work either in a union, in a minister’s
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office, in a political party, or in some area where they
have not had a great deal of experience in the real
world.
Hon. R. G. Mitchell interjected.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — Mr Mitchell is one of the
exceptions to the rule, because he has actually been out
there driving a tow truck, and I give him full marks for
that. He is bringing to Parliament an experience that we
did not have before — not currently at least.
What I am saying is that for Parliament to be a forum
for exchange of ideas it has to be broadly based. I think
it is getting narrower and narrower, and one of the
reasons for that is that people who would make good
members of Parliament are not seeing that the
emoluments are sufficient to counteract some of the
disadvantages that attach to this particular occupation.
While it confers on us all extraordinary advantage —
and most of us would be honest enough to acknowledge
that — it goes without saying that there are some
disadvantages as well, particularly in terms of
involvement in one’s family if one has a young family,
in terms of the number of hours involved to do the job
properly, and also in the travelling that is involved,
particularly if you represent a rural constituency.
What I am saying is that I think we have to be very
careful in interfering with the recommendations of
independent tribunals in terms of what emoluments
ought to be properly made available to MPs. Of course
we saw not so long ago the government not being able
to resist interfering in the superannuation scheme. I am
the first to acknowledge that the parliamentary
superannuation scheme is a generous scheme indeed.
But of course it is often overlooked by people who
criticise that scheme that MPs in fact contribute
11.5 per cent of their salary, which is much more than
anyone else contributes, at least compulsorily, to any
superannuation scheme. It seems to me that shortly —
that is, subsequent to the 2006 election — we will have
members of Parliament in this place in three different
superannuation schemes.
We are going to have those who are fortunate enough,
because they have been here a while, to be in the
revised scheme, as I think it is known; those who were
elected in 2002 and who are on a somewhat different
scheme; and those elected in 2006, who will be on the
super guarantee contribution 9 per cent scheme. That is
a totally untenable situation.
I note that the government gave notice in another place
yesterday that it will introduce some legislation
regarding parliamentary superannuation. I wait with
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some interest to see whether that addresses the issue,
but I make no bones about saying that if you pay
peanuts you get monkeys, and the community has to be
told that time and again. We do ourselves no credit
whatsoever in trying to go out there and take a populist
line somehow or other reacting to the ignorant people in
the community who constantly harp on MPs being
overpaid. Yes, I know that some of us do not deserve
what we get — that is probably true; there are some of
us who are a bit lazy or ineffective — but there are also
many here who put in and make a contribution that is
well within the bounds of the emolument.
Certainly there are many people out there who we will
not attract to this place in the future unless the salary
that is offered is commensurate with the responsibilities
involved and with what they might earn outside the
place. In any event I strongly say to the government
that I think it has made a grievous error in this bill. The
Nationals are not opposing it, but we think the
government is wrong in what it has done, and we hope
this is the last time we see it.
Mr SMITH (Chelsea) — I am just so happy to be
talking on this bill, and I am supporting it to my back
teeth. I am the only contributor on my side of the house,
so I am compelled to make a good contribution. I am
reminded of a very famous quotation, ‘It is a far, far
better thing I do than I have ever done’ from
Mr Charles Dickens. It was written about a first, and
this is a first for me. I cannot believe I am getting this
out without gagging. As an ex-union official, accepting
a pay cut is just — well, to my comrades it would be
anathema. For the first time ever we are taking less than
what is on the table, and I have to admit it took me
some time to get my mind around that and accept the
reality of it.
Of course it made me reflect on exactly what it is that
we were doing. We can go through the technical
aspects of saying we are eliminating the previous
system where we had $500 annexed to federal
members’ salaries and we are now extending it out to
$1442 et cetera, but we all know that. The real reason
we are doing it, as I said earlier this day in my
contribution to the debate on Scoresby, is that we are a
fiscally responsible government, and this is further
proof of that. The fact is that Treasury made an
assessment that what this government could afford to
pay its public servants was no more than 3 per cent, so
that is what we put out there. We said that to do the
right and the responsible thing by the state we would
limit the pay increases of the public service to 3 per
cent. How then could we, having said that, do anything
but conform? So we did. We set the example, the
example that the public expects of us. Financial
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restraint is a cornerstone of this government, and we
delivered.
Hon. Philip Davis — Are you on for promotion?
Mr SMITH — This is hard enough, Mr Davis!
Hon. Philip Davis — What is the reward, Bob?
What is your reward for loyalty?
Mr SMITH — There is no reward here; this is just
accepting what we fundamentally believe in. Unlike
that lot over there, who support people like the
chairperson of Qantas who wants just another lazy
$1 million for performance or whatever with no regard
whatsoever for the workers in Qantas who to have to
suffer all these pay cuts and restrictions. The top end of
town, that is your lot; they are your backers.
All they are interested in is the money. The reality is
that we are looking at the principle. We have decided
that 3 per cent is a fair and reasonable increase for
public servants, and if it is good enough for them it is
good enough for us. So the decision was made, and on
this side of the house there is unanimous support for it.
There is only so much I can say about taking a pay cut,
and I have just about said everything I wanted to say
about it, but I also want to remind the house that it
should take note that section 3A of the principal act is
repealed. The provision only had application from
December 1992 to December 1993 and is now spent.
Without any further ado, I commend this bill to the
house.
Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I move:
That, pursuant to sessional order 21, the resolution of the
Council adopted on 14 September 2004 relating to the
government business program be amended to permit the order
of the day, government business, relating to the following bill
to be also considered and completed by 4.30 p.m. on
Thursday, 16 September 2004:
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill.
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Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I just thought
I would take the opportunity to reiterate that there is
really no need for such procedures. The reality is that
the opposition has facilitated full cooperation in relation
to all the bills the government foreshadowed would be
part of its business program, including expediting the
arrangements to deal with the Water Industry
(Environmental Contributions) Bill, and that bill is
available for debate later this day because we are
cooperating.
I think it is a poor reflection, frankly, on the prescriptive
way in which the government chooses to run the house.
The fact is, for the new members who have not had the
experience that some of us who have been here for a
while have had, that cooperation leads to the more
efficient running of the house. We are spending more
time dealing with the trivia of procedure and with time
issues in relation to the votes and consequently it is
taking longer to deal with a lesser volume of legislation
than it has in the past. I think it is another poor move
and an insult to members of this place that the Leader
of the Government persists in this fashion.
Motion agreed to.

SEX OFFENDERS REGISTRATION BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries).
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) — I
have great pleasure in finally making a contribution to
the debate on this bill. In doing so I make it clear that
the opposition will support the bill. However, there are
a number of areas in relation to the operations of the bill
that I hope to raise some concerns about. I hope I will
be able to present some reasonable evidence for why
there should be some concern — not overall concern
but just some concern — about the way the bill will
operate.
Those who know me know that I always thank
department staff when a briefing has been properly
conducted. Again I put on the record that that was the
case with this bill. The opposition appreciates the
thorough briefing.
It is important that I set out the framework so that
members will understand why I will raise certain
pertinent matters and so that they will understand how
the bill came about. It is important to understand the
insidious nature of sex offenders. There are numerous
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sex offenders in the world, and the evidence is
overwhelming that sex offenders, and certainly those
who commit crimes against children, have a long
history of reoffending. I will get to that in a moment.
I will refer to a 1999 New South Wales parliamentary
library briefing paper titled ‘Megan’s Law’ and Other
Forms of Sex Offender Registration, which is by Rachel
Simpson. The paper refers to the United States of
America. California was the first state to enact a sex
offenders registration law way back in 1947. It is now
2004, so it has taken nearly 60 years for Victoria —
indeed Australia, as members will hear later — to catch
up to a longstanding and important law from the other
side of the world. The 1947 law required convicted sex
offenders to notify local law-enforcement agencies of
their whereabouts. It is interesting that even in 1947 —
it is important to keep this in its context — sex
offenders were required to register within five days of
their release or when they changed their names or
addresses. It will be important that we understand that
in the context of what I will discuss later.
The briefing paper evaluates the research on how
successful sex offender registration has been. It is
disappointing that there has not been much research.
However, a 1998 study by the California department of
justice showed that adult sex offenders released from
prison in 1973 and 1981 had compliance rates of 54 per
cent and 72 per cent respectively. In other words,
initially only 54 per cent of those released complied
with the sex offender registration laws, but that
increased over time. As of July 1996, 81 per cent of sex
offenders required to register had done so. This
compliance rate was much higher than predicted. There
is a long history — or there would be if the government
had undertaken research — of research that establishes
the requirement on the offender to provide their details
relies upon the offender having that information and
giving it to the authorities. As we see even as late as
1996 in the areas where sex offender registration laws
had been place since 1947, there was still only 81 per
cent compliance. In other words nearly 20 per cent of
sex offenders were not registering as they were required
to.
As a further adjunct to the discussion in order to set out
the framework again so that when we get to discussing
the bill members will understand where I am coming
from, the 1998 California study also examined the
recidivism rates of sex offenders. It is important to
acknowledge the nature of these types of offenders in
terms of reoffending continually. The 15-year
follow-up study was of sex offenders first arrested in
1973. Unfortunately nearly half — 49 per cent — of
this group were re-arrested for some type of offence
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between 1973 and 1998, and 20 per cent of those were
re-arrested for a sex offence. So it is quite clear that
even those who were registered, who were aware that
they were on the books, were still reoffending. It just
shows the insidious nature of the type of person we are
trying to deal with in this bill.
The USA went further. Members probably wonder
where the term ‘Megan’s law’ comes from. In 1994 a
seven-year-old, Megan Kanka, was brutally raped and
murdered. This prompted the public demand for
broad-based community notification. On 17 May 1996
President Clinton signed Megan’s law, which required
sex offenders to be registered with community
notification. It was the second part — community
notification — that was more broadly discussed among
legal circles. So that is how Megan’s law came in.
A web site called Klaaskids Foundation has links to
sites in something like 49 states of America, and you
can link onto those sites to find out the name of a sex
offender in any locality.
More research comes from the United States
Department of Justice office of justice programs, which
put out the ‘Summary of state sex offender registries,
2001’. It shows that 386 000 convicted sex offenders
were registered in the 49 states and the District of
Columbia as of February 2001 compared to the
277 000 who were registered in April 1998. Clearly it is
a program which is working, but it also demonstrates
that the bill will not be all encompassing and will not
prevent offenders from reoffending. We would like
that, but the reality is that sex offenders will reoffend,
particularly child sex offenders.
It took a while before we came to where we are now. It
is important to note that the Sex Offenders Registration
Bill came about as a result of the national police
ministers’ conference. In New South Wales an article in
the Australian of 3 May is entitled ‘Parents to be given
paedophile details’. In Queensland the Courier-Mail of
1 June has an article entitled ‘Proposal to track sex
offenders examined’. In Western Australia an AAP
NewsWire article is headed ‘New proposed sex
offender laws toughest in Australia’. In the Northern
Territory an article of 23 August is entitled ‘Watch kept
on child sex guilty’. And nationally an article in the Age
of 1 July is headed ‘States agree to paedophile listing’.
We joined the fray in advising the community, and on
the front page of the Herald Sun of 31 May there is the
headline ‘No escape for worst predators’. It
demonstrates that there is a general acceptance that
these types of people need to be kept watch over; they
need to be tracked, and that is why the opposition will
be supporting this bill.
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Interestingly, the other thing that came out in the
research was the fact that a number of organisations are
very much opposed to it. For example, an AAP
NewsWire article of 31 May is headed ‘Liberty Victoria
says database for sex offenders is flawed’. The article
talks about the erosion of privacy and breaches of
privacy, which are covered in the bill. An article in the
Harvard Law Review of June 2004 is headed ‘Making
outcasts out of outlaws: the unconstitutionality of sex
offender registration and criminal alien detention’. It
refers to the fact that there were some challenges to sex
offender registration in the United States claiming that
it was unconstitutional. I am happy to say that the
United States Supreme Court upheld the legislation —
so even the so-called land of the free sees the
importance of a sex offenders register as outweighing
the rights of offenders who commit these particular
crimes, and I say, ‘Hear, hear!’ to that.
To complete the bill research was conducted by the
Victorian Parliament’s Crime Prevention Committee in
May 1995. Its report outlined a range of issues. The
recommendations, which are provided in the
parliamentary library research service’s ‘D-Brief no. 5,
July 2004: Registration of sex offenders’, are a
comprehensive brief in respect of this bill. Pages 2 and
3 outline the background of the committee report, and I
recommend those wishing to explore further to have a
look at that report as well. It sets the framework for the
bill.
The bill is quite detailed in the sense that it outlines the
particular matters of importance for further discussion.
The table of provisions sets the framework for where
we are going. I will talk about the issues under part 1,
which deals with the preliminary matters. Part 2 deals
with the offenders to whom the act applies. That part
also sets out a clear framework for where we are going.
Part 3 deals with the reporting obligations, and I will
have more to say about that. Part 4 deals with the sex
offender register. Part 5 provides that registered sex
offenders are prohibited from child-related
employment. Part 6 deals with other matters, including
the section 85 provisions, which were raised earlier
today.
In respect of the first part, it is important to put on the
record the purpose of the bill. It is designed to keep the
police informed. It provides for the establishment of a
register of sex offenders, it requires certain offenders
who are sentenced to provide personal details, it
enables the sentencing court to order juvenile offenders
who commit certain sexual offences to comply with the
reporting obligations and so on. It also sets up the
reporting obligations for a period of between four years
and life, depending on the number of offences, their
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severity, the time the offence was committed, the age of
the offender and so on.
I will refer to the definitions contained in clause 3,
because it is important to put on the record exactly what
we are referring to.
Class 1 refers to offences that relate to crimes against
children, sexual penetration of a child and so on, which
are very serious crimes. They are insidious crimes to
have to deal with, from my experience in the police
force, having investigated and charged people for such
crimes. It would have been good back then to have the
capacity to at least place those offenders on a register.
Class 2 offences as listed in schedule 2 are similar
offences, such as indecent assault against a child,
abduction, unlawful sexual penetration and so on. There
are 34 class 2 provisions in schedule 2 and 13 class 1
provisions in schedule 1. They are comprehensive and
detail clearly to the courts exactly what they stand for.
Class 3 and class 4 offences relate not necessarily to a
child but to offences committed against an adult. For
example, the first provision in class 3 offences in
schedule 3 refers to sexual penetration which in the old
days would be known as rape. The class 4 offences in
schedule 4 are charges such as indecent assault, assault
with intent to rape and so on, of which there are
15 classifications.
A large number of charges can be laid within those four
classes. They also allow that where a charge of rape
cannot be proven, then a charge of indecent assault
enables the court to impose classes 3 or 4 reporting
obligations on the registrable offender. There is merit in
the four classes because there might be a finding of
guilt on the lesser charge, as happens occasionally at a
trial, so there is still the option for the courts to impose
conditions. I commend the draftspeople on that matter.
Clause 4 refers to the meaning of ‘finding of guilt’, and
the offender must be found guilty for this provision to
take effect. The finding of guilt must be relative to any
of the classes laid out in the attached schedules. It raises
the interesting point that when somebody is charged
with a class 1 or class 2 offence, or indeed a class 3 or 4
offence where they may be placed on remand or
released on bail then there is no subsequent reporting. I
know there is the presumption of innocence, but
somebody may be charged with child rape or the rape
of an adult but could effectively be free until the trial
commences, which could take up to six months. I know
there is legislation involving sex offences where the
requirement is to bring the case to court as quickly as
possible. A technical issue could be argued over having

SEX OFFENDERS REGISTRATION BILL
144

COUNCIL

that person charged, so there is some awareness that the
person has been charged.
Obviously if the person is found not guilty, then the
charge would be dropped. The bill states that if
somebody is found not guilty on appeal, then they are
taken off the sex offenders register. That is important
because it requires people to at least be identified other
than within the LEAP program.
Clause 6 refers to a registrable offender and states:
(1) Subject to sub-sections (3) to (6), a registrable offender
is a person whom a court has at any time (whether
before, on or after 1 October 2004) sentenced for a
registrable offence.

Clause 7 refers to what is a reasonable offence, and
clause 8 refers to what are class 3 and class 4 offences.
Clause 9 refers to who is a corresponding registrable
offender, and states:
A corresponding registrable offender is a person who —
(a) had at any time (whether before, on or after 1 October
2004) been in a foreign jurisdiction …

The definition of ‘foreign jurisdiction’ includes
jurisdictions outside not only Victoria but also
Australia. Given that we know sex offenders go to other
countries to satisfy their insidious wants and needs,
there is a requirement for the registrable offender to
become a corresponding registrable offender, which I
support.
Clause 11 refers to a sex offender registration order,
which is straightforward. Clause 12 refers to when the
report must be made. California first established sex
offender registration in 1947 and required the sex
offender to be registered within five days of their
release. They did not have computers then, and I am
sure they did not have the immediacy of access to
telephones. It is pleasing that it is now in the bill, and
column 2 of clause 12 states that the period for initial
report must be:
Within 28 days after he or she ceases to be in government
custody.

Column 1 of the clause states, in part:
A registrable offender … in government custody in Victoria
immediately before 1 October 2004 and who ceases to be in
government custody whilst in Victoria.

And the period for initial report must be:
Within 28 days after he or she ceases to be in government
custody.
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Why did the government not at least consider five
days? Why must we have a system where the offender
is released from jail and then has to report?
I would have liked to have seen a system where, if you
are in jail for a class 1, 2, 3 or 4 offence, you are not
released until you provide those details. Some might
say that that is draconian, but it puts the onus on the
offender to provide the details. People may say that
they have not established their housing or certain other
things. I agree that there will be some details that are
not able to be completed, but we should at least have
had the foresight to say, ‘We have this person in our jail
system. We know they are going to be released on a
certain day. Why not require this information before
they are released?’. So rather than talking about the
information being required 28 days after the offender
ceases to be in government custody, it would be
reasonable to say that the details need to be provided
seven days prior to release from government custody.
Again, I do not wish to cause major debate, but if we
are serious about this matter — and I know that we are
serious — it would have been good to consider that in
context.
Further down the columns on page 18 of the bill I have
some concerns where the bill states:
A registrable offender (other than a corresponding registrable
offender) who is in Victoria on 1 October 2004, but who is
not in government custody at that time

We are giving that person 45 days to report their details.
I indicated earlier that this made the front pages of the
paper. There is no doubt that the media will follow sex
offenders in relation to this law, and I would have
hoped that initial reporting would have taken place a bit
earlier. It is a slight criticism, but I think it has been
done in a rather backwards fashion.
Column 1 of Clause 12(1) further states:
A registrable offender who enters Victoria from a foreign
jurisdiction and who has not previously been required under
this section to report his or her personal details to the Chief
Commissioner of Police

The corresponding provision in column 2 states:
Within 14 days after entering and remaining in Victoria for 14
or more consecutive days, not counting any days spent in
government custody

Why the delay? Reporting could be done earlier. The
next category requires reporting within 28 days. The
intention is good, but we could have had initial
reporting after a shorter period.
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Clause 13 is headed ‘When new initial report must be
made by offender whose previous reporting obligations
have ceased’ and goes into detail for a number of pages.
This clause is not an issue, but it is important to lay out
very clearly how reporting will be done.
Division 2 deals with the ongoing reporting obligations,
and clause 16 states that a registrable offender must
report annually to the police commissioner. When we
have such a serious offender in our community —
unless there are in the tens of thousands, which we
know there will not be — why not have them reporting
on a six-monthly basis just to keep things up to date? A
year is a long time to keep tabs on these types of
mongrels and what they do. There should be a shorter
timeframe.
Clause 17(1) states:
A registrable offender must report to the Chief Commissioner
of Police any change in his or her personal details within
14 days after that change occurs.

Again, why 14 days? I cannot imagine that it will take
14 days to know that you are going to change your
address. The bill states that ‘informing’ can include
phone calls if a person is interstate. As I go through the
bill my concern is that the onus is being put back on the
offender. We seem to have a situation where the
obligation is on the offender to provide the details in the
initial stage, and I understand the evidence from
overseas is that there is not a significant uptake in that.
From talking to a number of former police colleagues,
some of whom are prosecutors, who have been through
the bill, there does not appear to be any capacity for
police to enforce the requirements. Clause 27 contains
enforcement provisions in terms of taking fingerprints
or finger scans, and clause 28 provides that reasonable
force may be used to obtain fingerprints. There is no
power for the police to compel a person to provide their
details, other than for a penalty of 240 penalty units or
two years’ imprisonment as contained in clause 46 of
the bill. The bill is good and the Liberal Party supports
it, but there are some niggling things which may undo
some of the bill’s good intentions. For example, beside
clause 26 in my copy of the bill I have written ‘Good’
because this clause provides for the inspection of a
person’s drivers licence and any other documentation
and that is important.
Clause 26(2)(a) provides that fingerprints, finger scans
and photographs can be taken. I am concerned about a
case where a person has, for example, been convicted
of a class 1 offence but it has been determined by the
court that that person would be put on a sex offender’s
register but not sentenced to jail. Alternatively, there is
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the case of somebody who has committed the same
offence and who has been determined to be a class 3
offender but who is sent to jail. The sex offender sent to
jail has their DNA taken. The sex offender who is
convicted of the same crime, but not sent to jail, does
not have a sample of their DNA taken.
The bill contains no powers to conduct DNA tests. Any
prisoner who enters the jail system has a sample of their
DNA taken; there is not the same requirement for those
not sent to jail. It is a minor flaw in the bill, but in
tracing sex offenders DNA is probably one of the most
powerful tools that law enforcement officers can use as
a result of the evidence that is often left behind at a
crime scene involving sex. It is not an issue, but given
the bill provides a capacity to take fingerprints by force,
it could have included the taking of DNA from these
offenders. It is a lost opportunity, and I look forward to
any amendment because I would support it in that
respect.
Section 34 is headed ‘Length of reporting period’. My
research shows that is consistent with the national
model agreed to by all the states, although there have
been minor variations such as those included in this bill.
It appears quite normal in the circumstances.
I have already referred to the offences section, although
I indicated in my notes that I felt that under clause 46(2)
we were providing too many ‘outs’ for the registrable
offender. My view is that it ought not to be easy for the
offender to be released from their obligations, given
that the chief commissioner has no power to enforce
these provisions. The onus falls on the offender, which
I still have difficulty in comprehending. There is no
obligation, and there are still a lot of ‘outs’ in that
section.
In division 8 regarding the notification of reporting
obligations, clause 50 states:
(1) A registrable offender is to be given written notice of —
(a) his or her reporting obligations; and
(b) the consequences that may arise if he or she fails to
comply with those obligations.

Again, it seems strange that we have the same situation
under subclause 2:
... A registrable offender is to be given a notice under this
section as soon as practicable after any of the following
events happens —
(a) he or she is sentenced for a registrable offence ...
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So someone is convicted for five years. They get the
notice. Will they hold on to that notice for five years in
jail? Probably not.
(b) he or she is released from government custody ...

Again, it is upon release. My view is that if you have a
sex offender, a child rapist or any of these types of
animals in jail, it would be better to serve these notices
while they are in jail, a week or so before they are due
to be released.
The issue in clause 51 — that the courts are to provide
sentencing information to the Chief Commissioner of
Police — has given some concern to a number of
people, in particular to some of my former fellow
police officers. It appears that the court makes an order
or imposes any sentence that has the effect of making a
person a registrable offender, so a sentence makes the
person a class 1 or class 2 offender, and an order would
make them a class 3 or 4 offender. You have the
situation where the court order is imposed on the
registrable offender but clause 51(2) states:
... The court must ensure that details of the order or sentence
are provided to the Chief Commissioner of Police as soon as
is practicable after the making or imposition of the order or
sentence.

The court makes this person a registrable offender.
Then there is the obligation on the court to send the
details through to the Chief Commissioner of Police.
The registrable offender, upon release, has 28 days to
report to the Chief Commissioner of Police. He has
served five years in jail, and he has received his notice
on release, but where does this part of the legislation
require Corrections Victoria to provide details of the
release of that offender into the community? Where is it
stated anywhere in the document? We have imposed
the reporting obligation on the offender, but that might
be two or three years after the order has been made. I
have taken advice from police officers and some police
prosecutors and it appears to me that there is a major
flaw in that requirement.
As I said earlier, the history of the uptake of
self-registering by sex offenders is abysmal — for
example, 81 per cent after a 15-year study. I would
have taken note of a 15-year study of registered sex
offenders that showed that 20 per cent of sex offenders
were not registering. What is the flaw in the model that
we can fix with this bill? I do not think it is a lack of
cooperation, but there is no legislative requirement for
the Department of Justice, for example, to notify the
police commissioner of the release of an offender from
jail. I may be wrong, and if so I hope somebody will
bring it to my notice, but this part of the legislation
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appears to concentrate on the time of the filing of the
sentence or the imposing of the order, rather than
subsequently when the person is released, which may
be a number of years later.
There are issues in that section which need to be
brought into account, because it will undoubtedly be
something that will be taken advantage of by sex
offenders. We know from the research that they are
insidious, manipulative and in constant denial. This is a
good opportunity to talk briefly about the Adult Parole
Board’s annual report 2002–03, and about the sexual
offender programs. The board expresses concern about
insufficient resources. Page 5 of the report states that
sex offenders in the program do not undertake it. They
are more inclined to say they were caught, but they did
not do it and they are going to serve their two years.
They are in total denial. They will go out saying they
did not commit any offence, and therefore they will not
report.
There is absolutely nothing in this legislation that
would make the chief commissioner say, ‘Yes, this
person has been released; they are a registrable
offender; they should have reported, and now we are
going to instigate the penalties under section 46’. Even
the Adult Parole Board raises concerns about sex
offenders’ programs and the lack of uptake and so on.
Part 6 goes on to include the intention to vary
section 85 of the Constitution Act, giving protection to
law enforcement officers and so on.
The bill is a positive step. It has taken Victoria nearly
60 years to catch up with what other jurisdictions have
been doing. In my view there are some flaws in the bill
that will allow all these fiends to manipulate the system.
They will manipulate it; that is the nature of that kind of
offender. I would have thought the bill could have been
more watertight, but notwithstanding the flaws the
opposition does support the bill in its entirety and looks
forward to its speedy passage.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — On behalf of The
Nationals I have no hesitation in declaring our support
for this legislation. I have to say I was a bit surprised
though that some of the provisions in the bill were not
justified with a lot of logical reasons in the
second-reading speech. I will make a few comments
about that during my contribution to this debate.
Right from the outset I want to say clearly that I have
no compassion at all for people who commit rape, those
who abuse young people in a physical and sexual way,
those who take advantage of the position they hold in
society or those who commit criminal acts of any

SEX OFFENDERS REGISTRATION BILL
Wednesday, 15 September 2004

COUNCIL

sexual nature. I have simply no compassion for them at
all. In such cases the law should be harsh. Our role as
legislators is to provide the weaponry for the justice
system to deal appropriately with those people and
ensure that it can mete out the justice that satisfies
community expectations on matters like these. I
acknowledge from the outset that this piece of
legislation is a step in the right direction, although some
people believe it does not go far enough.
In his usual fashion the Honourable Richard Dalla-Riva
has been meticulous in his dissection of this legislation.
I doubt whether any of us could do better than he has
done in his contribution. The one good thing about
Mr Dalla-Riva’s contribution is that it saved me a lot of
time and I do not have to dissect the bill in as much
detail as he did. I think his interest and understanding
are a valuable contribution to the debate.
One of the main provisions of this bill is that certain
convicted sex offenders against both children and adults
will be required to keep police informed of their
whereabouts and other personal details for between four
years and a lifetime, depending on the number, severity
and timing of the offences. I think this is a positive step
in the right direction.
Without going through all the clauses, I note that the
concept established in this legislation is for a registrable
offence and registrable offender. Those provisions are
contained in clause 6 in part 2 of the bill, where the
definition of a registrable offender is set out. Clause 7
sets out what is a registrable offence. In clauses 7 and 8
such offences are divided into four different categories,
and each of those categories is detailed in the extensive
schedules to the bill. They are there for people to read.
Clause 17 stipulates the reporting requirements with
respect to this new scheme and the new register that has
been established. Clause 17, for example, sets out
extensively the conditions under which people are
required to notify all the relevant details. People who
are convicted and who are the subject of a registration
order are required to regularly update their personal
details if there are any changes.
I take on board the comment made by the Honourable
Richard Dalla-Riva that it seems fairly arbitrary that
these people are required to report only once every
12 months. Why not once every six months? I think
that is a valid point to raise in the course of this debate.
The second-reading speech does not give reason or
justification for some of those decisions, and the debate
would be enhanced if we had the government’s
thinking on those. Perhaps we will get that from
government members making contributions to the
debate.
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Of course the onus is on the person to report any
changes in their personal details. I was interested in the
statistics provided by Mr Dalla-Riva about other
countries where those changes were not always
notified. This is something the Victorian government
will need to pursue, follow up and evaluate to see
whether things are being conducted in the manner that
this bill requires.
Access to the registry is also an important issue. Part 4
of the bill is about access to the register. It stipulates
who has access and who does not. I notice that access
by third parties is not possible. It is interesting that
some other jurisdictions around the world do provide
for access by third parties. At various times I have read
the arguments for and against giving access to third
parties. As this scheme in Victoria evolves it will be
interesting to evaluate it and compare it to other
schemes where third parties do have access to the
register of sex offenders.
I want to make a quick comment about part 5 of the bill
which relates to registered sex offenders being
prohibited from child-related employment. I note that
clause 67 provides a definition of ‘child-related
employment’ and a list of employment situations in
which somebody listed on the register of sex offenders
cannot work. I looked through the list, and I am sure
that people will find gaps in it. For example, I thought
about somebody being employed in a business that
provides a sport and recreational service that is used by
young people, perhaps employment at a swimming
pool or a recreational facility like a skating rink. Those
facilities are not a club or association and are not
prohibited under that category in clause 67.
I am not sure whether the definition of ‘child-related
employment’ encompasses all the different situations.
Perhaps it would be more appropriate to have a
catch-all phrase or something else to take account of
employment situations which at this time we have not
been able to envisage. That is a matter the government
needs to keep an eye on to see whether over the years
that provision works as it is designed to work.
I note also that in parts of the bill reference is make to
spent convictions. People’s names can be removed
from the register after certain periods of time,
depending on the offences they have been found to
have committed. A spent conviction scheme is
important. I have spoken before in this house and to
various ministers about the need to have a general spent
conviction scheme in Victoria. I know many of my
constituents have had convictions for offences they may
have committed many, many years ago and those
convictions are still listed on their personal details.
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When, for example, a police check is being undertaken,
as is required now, those convictions have shown up
time and again, and they have been a significant barrier
to those persons getting employment or being involved
in certain activities. I do not for 1 minute advocate that
we should be lenient, particularly in matters relating to
sex offences. However, there is good argument for a
general spent conviction scheme being implemented in
Victoria so that people who have served their time can
have their slate wiped clean when they deserve that.
I want to comment on two other aspects of the bill.
First, both the explanatory memorandum and
second-reading speech include comments such as the
purpose of the bill is to reduce the likelihood of those
who have committed sexual offences from reoffending.
That is a bald statement without any evidence provided
in the second-reading speech to actually back it up. I
would have hoped that there would have been some
evaluation of similar schemes in other parts of the
world that could demonstrate to us that that is in fact the
case — that the probability of reoffending is reduced
when a sex offenders registration scheme is in place. To
my knowledge, that evaluation has not been done. That
is why I made the comment in my opening remarks that
some of the provisions of the bill have not been backed
up with the evidence needed to convince members that
the measures are going to be effective. I certainly hope
they will be. As I said, I certainly am prepared to
support it and see how things work out because it is a
step in the right direction.
Probably the last concern of members of The Nationals
is whether the resources and capacity of the police to
implement the register will be satisfactory. Any such
scheme requires significant resourcing to put it into
place and make it work. Members of The Nationals
hope that the government makes available the resources
needed by Victoria Police to make sure that the register
is kept up to date and that the right people to be
informed about changes are informed.
As an aside and last comment, I notice that the bill
provides that the police ombudsman will have oversight
of matters such as access to the register. It is ironic that
members are creating legislation that will give a new
role to the police ombudsman when at the same time
members in the other chamber are abolishing the title
‘police ombudsman’ and that he will have a new title.
While we are a creating one law here that makes
reference to an important position, the title of that same
position is being abolished in legislation going through
the other chamber. I wonder if that will cause us to have
to come back again and change the legislation we are
passing today.
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All of that having been said, The Nationals have no
hesitation in supporting the bill. We have no time,
sympathy or compassion for those involved in crimes
of a sexual nature. We need to be tough, and the bill is a
step in the right direction.
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — It is a pleasure to be
speaking on this very important bill and to be able to
demonstrate once again that the Bracks government is
proving itself to be deeply committed to community
safety and protection. Sex offences, especially against
children, are revolting, incomprehensible crimes. It is
horrifying that we have individuals around who prey on
children for their sexual gratification. We need to
ensure that children and members of the community
generally are protected from such individuals. The
damage caused to children and adults who are victims
of sexual offences is well established. Victims of those
horrifying crimes can suffer lifelong physical and
emotional harm that can also affect loved ones, family
and friends. Measures that can reduce the risk of this
harm are to be welcomed, and one is the establishment
of a register of sex offenders in Victoria.
The bill requires certain offenders who commit sexual
offences to keep police informed of their whereabouts
and other personal details for a prescribed period. The
bill provides also that registered sex offenders will be
prevented from working in child-related employment
by making it an offence for them to apply for or engage
in such employment. Appropriate safeguards will also
be put in place to ensure that information on the register
remains confidential.
Currently New South Wales is the only Australian state
or territory with a register of sex offenders, but there are
more than 50 offender registration schemes worldwide,
including in the United States of America, the United
Kingdom and Canada. Many of those schemes extend
to those who sexually offend against adults, as does the
Victorian scheme. At the national level, in November
2002 the Australasian Police Ministers Council gave
in-principle endorsement to a nationally consistent
approach to the registration with police of child sex
offenders and other specified offenders against
children.
The introduction of the Victorian register of sex
offenders will complement the national agenda and
operate to monitor, deter, minimise and remove
opportunities for sex offenders to reoffend. The
proposed Victorian register varies from the national
approach in that it goes further and extends reporting
obligations to offenders who commit certain sexual
offences against adult victims. It also makes the
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reporting obligations for juvenile sex offenders a matter
for court discretion.
I note that two weeks ago the federal government
launched the national child sex offender register. Whilst
I welcome this initiative, it is unfortunate that the
announcement has clearly been delayed to coincide
with the federal election campaign. It is important that
all jurisdictions move quickly to introduce similar
legislation to that being introduced and considered here
today to ensure that the national child sex offender
register works.
Turning to address the provisions of the bill briefly, I
note that the bill requires sex offenders found guilty of
a registrable offence for which they receive a custodial
sentence or a supervisory order such as parole to report
to police and provide certain personal information.
Offences are classified as class 1 to 4, depending on
their seriousness. Class 1 and 2 offences are the most
serious; they are those committed against children.
Class 3 and 4 offences are those committed against
adults. Mandatory reporting obligations apply to a
person who has committed a class 1 or 2 offence and
who, at the time of the commencement of the scheme,
is in a correctional facility or under some kind of
supervision, such as a community correctional order,
because of that finding.
For a person to be a registrable offender under the bill
in relation to a sexual offence against an adult —
meaning a class 3 or 4 offence — the offender must be
a serious sexual offender. These reporting obligations
will also apply to sex offenders who are before the
commencement of the bill in a correctional facility as a
result of having committed a registrable offence.
The bill also provides a sentencing court with discretion
to order serious sex offenders who are found guilty of a
non-registrable offence — for example, murder,
kidnapping or stalking — when committed against
adult victims to comply with reporting obligations. This
discretion is exercised in the form of a sex offender
registration order. An offender’s obligation to report
begins once they have been sentenced for a registrable
offence or when they cease to be in government
custody in relation to the offence, whichever is the later.
The length of the reporting period is determined by the
class of the offence committed and can range from four
years to life. Following the initial report, offenders will
be required to report annually to police unless a change
in personal circumstances takes place in the intervening
period, such as a change of address or employment,
which must also be reported. The personal information
required to be provided to police will include current
and former names, date of birth, address, employment
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details, motor vehicles owned and driven and
affiliations with any club or organisation with child
membership or child participation.
Automatic application of the reporting obligations for
registrable offenders is subject to an exception in
relation to juvenile sex offenders. A view is growing
among experts in the area that juvenile sex offenders
are different from their adult counterparts. The belief is
that it is inappropriate to respond to juvenile and adult
sex offenders in the same way. It is also becoming
increasingly clear that young offenders respond better
and more quickly to treatment. The bill therefore gives
the court discretion as to whether a person under
18 being sentenced for a registrable sexual offence
should comply with the reporting obligations. The
discretion is exercised through the sex offender
registration order mechanism established by this bill.
I note that New South Wales is presently the only
Australian jurisdiction with a mandatory registration
scheme for child sex offenders and other specified
offences against children. The New South Wales
legislation requires offenders to register with police and
keep police informed of their name and address,
employment and motor vehicle details for a period of
time after their release into the community. This bill
recognises registrable offenders under the relevant New
South Wales legislation and the reporting of their
details to the Victorian Chief Commissioner of Police if
they stay in Victoria for longer than 14 days. This will
mean that persons who are subject to reporting
obligations in New South Wales will be subject to the
Victorian legislation should they remain here for more
than two weeks.
There are serious consequences for breaching the
reporting obligations under this bill. For example, it is
an offence for a registrable offender to fail to comply
with their reporting obligations without a reasonable
excuse. The maximum penalty for this offence is 240
penalty units — $24 600 — or imprisonment for two
years. In determining whether a person has a reasonable
excuse for not reporting, the court will consider factors
such as age and disability and whether the person was
informed of their obligations.
A scheme such as the sex offender register cannot be
put in place without appropriate safeguards. The
consequence of information on the register being made
public is potentially serious, and the bill contains strong
protections against this occurring. Access to the register
will be limited to individuals authorised by the Chief
Commissioner of Police and to law enforcement
functions or activities. It will be an offence to disclose
personal information held on the register. We saw what
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can occur when the personal details of child sex
offenders are published following a dangerous
campaign waged by the News of the World newspaper
in the UK four years ago. Publication of photographs
and information about suspected child sex offenders set
off a wave of revenge attacks. Vigilantism is never
acceptable, and it is my strong view that in order to
remain a humane society we must not react to violence
with violence.
I therefore welcome the measures in this bill that will
ensure that information on the Victorian sex offender
register remains secure and confidential. The police
ombudsman will also be given wide-ranging powers to
monitor compliance with the confidentiality provisions
of the bill.
The third key aspect of the bill is the prohibition against
registered sex offenders applying for and engaging in
child-related employment. These provisions strengthen
community protection for children, who are among the
least able to protect themselves. Child-related
employment is defined to mean employment involving
contact with a child in connection with a range of
services and organisations. Should a registered sex
offender apply or engage in child-related employment
they could face a fine of up to $12 000, which is
120 penalty units, or 12 months imprisonment. It will
also be an offence for someone who is engaged in
child-related employment to fail to disclose to their
employer that they have been charged with a registrable
offence.
The sex offender register is another aspect of the
government’s commitment to promoting community
safety in Victoria, and I am pleased to see that the
opposition and the National Party support it. While the
government can introduce measures such as the sex
offender register to protect our community, all of us
must continue to work together to protect children from
the trauma and lasting damage of sexual crime. I say
this in view of the fact that the majority of sexual
crimes against children continue to be committed by
someone they know. Additionally, we know that those
who are victims of sexual offences in their childhood
have a greater likelihood of committing these crimes as
adults. We need to break the long-term challenge of the
cycle of violence in our community.
Whilst we strive to achieve this, we must also protect
both children and adults from crimes that can be
prevented through measures such as a sex offender
register. I commend the bill to the house, and I place on
record the government’s appreciation to the opposition
and the National Party for ensuring a speedy debate of
this bill tonight.
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Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — I rise to
speak on the Sex Offenders Registration Bill, and in
doing so would like to put on the record my thanks for
the comprehensive contribution made by my colleague
the Honourable Richard Dalla-Riva to this debate. The
insight he has offered from his former employment as a
detective added a lot of professionalism to this debate. I
would personally like to thank him for the briefings
given to me on the ramifications and complications of
the bill.
Mr Dalla-Riva’s contribution tonight was indeed very
professional. As he said, the Liberal Party will be
supporting this bill. It will support it because, as
Ms Mikakos pointed out, this is something that affects
the entire community in which we live. We must make
every endeavour to address this issue and in fact make
this a better and safer place for all Victorians.
Just to reiterate, this is a bill to establish a register of
sex offenders. Its aim is to reduce the recidivism of
certain convicted sex offenders and to assist in the
future investigation of sex offences. The main
provisions include that certain sex offenders who are
found to be registrable offenders will be required to
register with and inform police of their personal details
and activities for a specified period and for those details
to be recorded on a register of sex offenders which will
be administered by the Chief Commissioner of Police.
Another provision is that non-compliance with
reporting requirements is punishable by a fine of
$24 000 or imprisonment of two years, but the onus of
reporting is on the offenders. I will come back to that a
little later. Offenders will be required to report annually
for the specified period unless there is a change to
personal details, which must be reported within
14 days. The offenders listed on the register of sex
offenders will be prevented from working in or
applying for work with child-related employment. I will
come back to that in a moment as well.
A registrable offender is a person sentenced by a court
for a registrable offence defined as being either class 1
or 2 offences against children or non-registrable
offences which result in the issuance of a sex offenders
registration order.
Juvenile sex offenders will not be obligated to report to
police unless ordered by a court. As my colleague
Mr Dalla-Riva pointed out, the opposition was given a
very comprehensive briefing by the department. The
departmental officers were extremely helpful, and I
would like to thank them for the time they gave us. But
in speaking with them, they omitted and did not touch
on the issue that with this particular bill and the setting
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up the register itself the onus of reporting is totally on
the offender. We are dealing here with people who, as
Mr Dalla-Riva pointed out in his contribution to the
debate, will not be sticking to the main rules of our
community and the society in which we live. So we are
not dealing with people who will volunteer very readily
this type of information and be part of a register such as
this. So I believe in many ways it is a great pity that this
bill does not go further and does not in fact make it
compulsory because that would certainly have made a
very great difference to the entire way in which this
register was regarded.
As I said, these are not people who are known for doing
the right thing; these are people who have committed
some rather frightful crimes against some of the most
vulnerable people in our community. I believe we need
stronger measures to ensure that a register is in fact a
document that we can all have confidence in. This
register will be only as good as the information that is
provided, and as I suggested before, that may not
always be as clear, honest or transparent as it could be.
The Liberal Party has some other concerns. Although
Mr Dalla-Riva touched on them, I shall reiterate some
of them. For example, what happens with the change of
name, the use of addresses of convenience and the use
of borrowed vehicles? There should be a compulsory
and immediate notification to the register of sex
offenders by the registry of births, deaths and marriages
of any name change, in addition to notification by the
offender.
There are also concerns about the exact nature of the
accessibility of the information from the register of sex
offenders. Access to the register must be reasonably
balanced between operational police requirements and
that of protecting the innocent families of offenders.
We live in a community that abides by the notion that if
you have done the time for an offence, you should be
able to move on with your life. The problem with many
of these people is the recidivist nature of their crimes,
and indeed it makes it extremely difficult to have
confidence in them. However, none of us would like to
see a community in which people were hounded for a
very long time. There is an example that I know of in
Victoria where the perpetrator of a sexual offence had
done his time; he had since moved on and moved out of
the family home, but some vigilantes got hold of the
address and went and harassed the family, who were
innocent. Indeed this sort of situation should not be
possible in our community.
Another concern is about the frequency of the reporting
by offenders. The question should be asked: are the
respective 12-month and 14-day reporting requirements
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sufficient? Tonight Ms Mikakos spoke at length about
children and how they are vulnerable to sex offenders.
Paedophilia is indeed a scourge, and all of us in the
community are horrified by some of the dreadful stories
that are coming out. However, I would like to point out
to this chamber, as I have done before, the issue of elder
abuse. As the shadow minister for ageing and carers, it
is absolutely terrifying for me to note the increase of
elder abuse we are seeing in our community.
I invite members to cast their minds back to 1994 when
mandatory reporting was introduced for the abuse of
children, sexual, physical and otherwise in this state. I
can remember the huge concern that many groups
raised about people dobbing in their neighbours or
former partners criticising the other partner for abuse of
children. Indeed, when mandatory reporting of child
abuse was first brought in we saw an enormous number
of people reporting incidences. Indeed, in many
instances a lot of adults came back to report what had
happened to them in their childhood. That was
extremely distressing, but it highlighted the fact that
this had been an issue within the community for a
significant time.
I would have to suggest to the house that elder abuse is
looming as exactly the same type of problem. This is an
ageing community; we have some very frail elderly in
our community, and it is imperative that we build into
our systems and structures the care of just these people.
Elder abuse takes many forms. Some of it is physical,
some is emotional and some of it is financial, but very
sadly some of it is sexual.
I refer to an article that appeared in the Age on
15 March 2003 and reported on a very distressing case.
I shall read the description of the incident into Hansard,
because I believe we must be aware of what we are
dealing with. We are not dealing only with the sexual
abuse of children but indeed of adults as well. The
article states:
Michael Peter Sedgman, 48, of Doveton, was jailed for three
years and three months after pleading guilty to three counts of
indecent assault on his patients — two in their 90s and one
aged 89 — at a Melbourne nursing home.
The offences occurred between September 2000 and July
2001 and two of Sedgman’s victims have since died.
He also admitted to stealing clothes and a pair of prosthetic
breasts —

So he was obviously fairly disturbed. The County Court
judge said:
Your offences were committed with predatorial indecency
against victims whose only recourse was feeble protest ...
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Their last memories would have included the painful memory
of your sexual assault.

The article continues:
Judge Walsh said it was a ‘real concern’ that Sedgman had
obtained a job as a nursing aide despite his prior conviction
for indecent assault and having worked as a male prostitute.

If there had been a sex offenders register and it was
imperative that people such as this Sedgman had to put
their names on it, he would never ever have got a job
back in that nursing home.
The bill talks about offenders working in child-related
employment. It is a pity this bill does not include
people working in aged care. I charge this government
with looking into adult and elder abuse and adult sexual
abuse and consider perhaps future amendments to this
bill to make certain that we place in legislation the
requirement to report the sexual abuse of the elderly.
Finally, I think it is appropriate to finish my
contribution with Judge Walsh’s summation in this
case. The article states:
He said ‘consummate care’ was needed to check the integrity
of those working with the elderly and infirm, who were
entitled to expect they would not be submitted to sexual
abuse.

I welcome the inclusion of this bill.
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) — I
am very pleased to rise and make a contribution to the
debate on this bill and to speak in support of it. This bill
will provide protection for some of the most vulnerable
people in our community, people who are likely to be
targets of sexual abuse and sexual assault. It does not
matter what walk of life you are in in the community,
you are not immune from it. As the previous speaker
outlined, it is not just about children and it is not just
about younger people; it goes right through to the very
elderly. No-one in the community is immune from it,
and this bill goes some way to providing protection.
The bill will require that specified sexual offenders
keep the police informed about relevant personal
information for a period of time after their release into
the community. The bill will reduce the likelihood of
their reoffending, and it will assist in investigations and
in prosecutions should further offences take place.
Community safety is one of the key priorities of the
Bracks government. This bill is part of a whole range of
initiatives, programs and policies that the government
has been putting in place. Addressing community safety
has been a key priority for us right from when we were
elected in 1999. The sexual offenders register is simply
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another example of the government being tough on
crime, and particularly tough on crime against people
who are vulnerable in our community and who are
targeted by people who are very predatory in the way
they operate and in the way they satisfy their needs and
desires. They choose their victims, and as I said earlier
and has been said by other speakers on this bill, those
victims are often particularly young people or
particularly vulnerable people.
This bill is not just about establishing a sexual offenders
database but about protecting victims, families and also
about looking after the wellbeing of the broader
community. As we know, offences of sexual assault
have wide implications and cause an enormous amount
of distress not just for the immediate victim but for
anybody who is close to the victim and for the broader
community. Just knowing that you are sharing your
suburb, your street, your city, or your town with people
who behave like this and commit these shocking
offences is distressing.
In addition to introducing this bill, the government
moved during the last sitting of Parliament to extend
the rights of victims through the victims of crime
register. As a result of making community safety a key
priority for the government, Victoria recently recorded
its lowest crime rate in a decade. The investment that
we are making in community safety is having very
positive outcomes for all Victorians. The government
has certainly delivered Victorian police with both the
resources and the powers they need to be able to
undertake their responsibilities of keeping the
community safe and looking after the welfare and
wellbeing of individuals within the community.
As has been pointed out in a number of previous
debates, we have an additional 1000 police officers, and
we are committed to 135 new police stations so
Victoria is once again the safest state in Australia with a
crime rate that is 23.6 per cent below the Australian
average. We are certainly committed and by this
legislation and by other actions that we have taken,
policies that we are implementing and initiatives that
we have taken, we are certainly showing our
commitment to building a better future for Victorian
families.
Sexual assault can have the most devastating and
long-lasting effect on an individual and it can have an
effect for many years, in fact decades, after the assault
occurred. It can have the same sort of devastating effect
on those who are close to the victim, whether they be
family or friends or people in the community who have
contact with a victim; so sexual assault is indeed a
reprehensible crime that has long-lasting psychological
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effects, not to mention the very devastating and serious
physical effects of such an assault.

GAMBLING REGULATION
(AMENDMENT) BILL

I believe this bill will assist in keeping the community
safer and will put Victoria at the forefront of law
enforcement by empowering the courts and providing
for the mandatory registration of child sex offenders.
This is a very good bill, a bill that deserves the support
of all members of this chamber. I think it will add to
community safety, it will add to community confidence
in our policing system and in our ability to be able to
investigate and to prosecute. It is a good bill, and I
commend it to the house.

Second reading

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

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

Debate resumed from 14 September; motion of
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation).
Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western) — It is a pleasure
to make my contribution to the Gambling Regulation
(Amendment) Bill. As we are all aware, the main
purpose of this bill is to amend the Gambling
Regulation Act 2003 to accommodate the trustees of
the will and estate of the late George Adams in
transferring their gaming operators licence, public
lottery licence and authorisation to conduct Club Keno
to a new corporate entity to be known as Tattersall’s
Ltd ACN 108 686 040.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — I bet you wish you
were in that will!
Hon. DAVID KOCH — You are not wrong!
Additionally, in order that the necessary probity and
reporting requirements are in place, the bill regulates
shareholder interest in the new corporate entity and
makes provision for its financial recording and
reporting requirements.
The current trustees of the estate of the late George
Adams, being David Jones, Ray Hornsby, Peter Kerr
and William Adams, earlier this year after much
consideration indicated that they proposed to change
the existing structure of the estate from a trust to a
corporation. Principally, this would then allow listing to
take place on the Australian Stock Exchange.
The Gaming Regulation Act 2003 currently prohibits
the transfer of the gaming operators licence and the
public lotteries licence held by the trustees. This,
therefore, necessitated the change of its structure to a
corporation requiring, among other things, the transfer
of the estate’s gambling licences and other
authorisations.
The late George Adams, who came to Australia from
England with his parents in 1855, and Tattersall’s,
which was formed by the original trustees of his estate,
have had a colourful, purposeful, profitable and
community-generous history spanning three centuries.
The Tattersall’s trust celebrates its centenary of
business operation on 23 September 2004. The
Tattersall’s empire originated in Sydney from the
Tattersall’s Hotel in Pitt Street, which was purchased
by George Adams after having turned his hand to
various trades, mostly in regional New South Wales,
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culminating in the ownership of the Steam Packet Hotel
at Kiama on the south coast of New South Wales.
After gaining possession of his Sydney property,
George Adams introduced sweepstakes based on the
rules of betting of the London Tattersall’s group and
limited it to club members. From its inception, due to
Adams’s astute and honest stewardship, business
expanded and blossomed, but it was not without its
critics. Firstly, the clergy in New South Wales pushed
Adams north into Queensland, from where he later
moved to Tasmania.
Tattersall’s finally relocated to Victoria in 1954 with
the encouragement of the then Premier, John Cain
Senior, and later became welded to Victoria with the
support of the Bolte government. Tattersall’s
headquarters remain in Melbourne to this day due to the
support offered by successive governments in Victoria.
Tattersall’s has made large contributions to our state
economy through taxes, the support of the Community
Support Fund and, more importantly, its generous
donations to community organisations in an endeavour
to better Victorians’ opportunities across the whole
state.
Earlier this year I was fortunate in attending the
opening of the new West Wimmera Health Service
aged-care residential facility at Natimuk, a small rural
community west of Horsham. Tattersall’s made a major
financial contribution of $2 million in favour of the
West Wimmera Health Service, which made possible
this fantastic and most worthwhile $4.5 million
accommodation project at Natimuk. This is but one of
the many generous donations enjoyed by all Victorians
on the back of the success of Tattersall’s corporate
management and the discretion of the trustees in
meeting their community obligations. Its contribution to
the Community Support Fund, managed by the current
government, especially that of combating problem
gambling, is significant.
From all the information available, including
consultation with Tattersall’s, the bill appears to be
straightforward and in many ways mirrors that of the
earlier Tabcorp legislation, including the restriction on
individual shareholders in the newly formed company
to a maximum shareholding of 10 per cent.
One notable difference is that in this case it takes into
account the former structure and practices of
Tattersall’s. Importantly, these legislative amendments
are supported by Tattersall’s, and it should be noted that
these amendments continue to regulate the new
Tattersall’s Ltd company as it did in the previous trust.
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In closing, it is also important to note that the
government has indicated that it was approached by
Tattersall’s which, after gaining supporting legal
advice, wished to expedite this legislative outcome
prior to the public float taking place. In the event that
the float on the Australian Stock Exchange does not
take place as proposed, clause 13 institutes a sunset
clause that comes into effect on 30 November 2005 if
not earlier repealed. The opposition supports these
amendments and wishes them a speedy passage.
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — I take the
opportunity to contribute to the Gambling Regulation
(Amendment) Bill, and in so doing I acknowledge the
contribution, background and research undertaken by
the Leader of The Nationals in the other place who has
worked through it and put his past experience as a
litigator and lawyer into practice when it comes to such
legal-type bills.
Tattersall’s was founded in 1881 by George Adams, an
Englishman, who was born in 1839. He built the
sweeps and sweepstakes industry from its infancy
through hotels in New South Wales, as the Honourable
David Koch mentioned, in Kiama and Pitt Street. When
he ran foul of the regulators in New South Wales he
moved his business to Queensland and was able to
continue to build his empire throughout the hotel scene
in Queensland before the Tasmanian government saw
what he had to offer and lured him there.
The Tasmanian government helped George Adams
build his lottery empire and business, and he was able
to grow his business and empire to one of great wealth.
When he died on 23 September 1904, nearly 100 years
ago to the day, he was obviously a very wealthy man.
Upon his death he passed his estate to his beneficiaries.
In some respects it was a little different from the normal
estate where the benefits of the estate were not wound
up and passed on. His estate was passed on in a
somewhat complicated will where all the beneficiaries
were to receive the ongoing proceeds of the company.
He put in place some strict and stringent guidelines for
the trustees to keep the company going. He certainly
handpicked the people he put in place as trustees of the
company. He envisaged that he would need astute
minds in business who understood him as a person so
that they could carry on his vision into the future. He
stipulated in his will that some 10 per cent of the profits
from the Tattersall’s company would always be paid to
employees of the company, and that remains in the
business.
The Victorian government has been keen for some time
now to have the Tattersall’s company reveal the
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identity of the 200-odd beneficiaries of the private
company that is Tattersall’s. Up until now Tattersall’s
has opted to resist that transparency and open up to the
public the identities of the benefactors. It has always
opted to use the privacy laws associated with revealing
the identity of the benefactors.

described as mechanical legislation, and its main
purpose will be to amend the Gambling Regulation Act
to enable the trustees of the George Adams estate to
transfer its gaming operator’s licence, public lottery
licence and authorisation to conduct Club Keno to the
new corporate entity, Tattersall’s Ltd.

The move to become a publicly listed company will be
very well received by the vast majority of Victorians.
There has always been intrigue and mystique in the
mind of the average Victorian as to the beneficiaries
who are receiving the proceeds of such a very
successful company. I believe the vast majority of
Victorians will take the opportunity to become involved
with the company.

The process will be that once Tattersall’s Ltd floats on
the stock exchange the trustees will apply to the
minister to approve the transfers. The minister will refer
the application to the gaming commission, and all of
the usual probity provisions will then be applied before
the commission reports to the minister who must then
give his approval for the transfer to occur.

Tattersall’s in recent years has shown itself to be a real
and genuine and generous corporate citizen. As the
honourable David Koch mentioned, there were issues
with Northwest Health. Not only that, the company is
strong in offering business excellence awards and is
keen to offer environmental grants. I know several
people in my electorate who have been the beneficiaries
of those environmental grants. The company works
hard to sponsor all levels of community groups,
sporting organisations and the like. It is a prestigious
sponsor of community groups in Victoria.
Not only does the company employ hundreds of people
at its head office in Melbourne but also thousands of
people owe their employment directly and indirectly —
predominantly indirectly — to the gaming industry that
operates so vibrantly and well not only in Melbourne
and the casino but throughout the state. We must look
at the employment that is the direct beneficiary of the
Tattersall’s operation. It is fitting for a company that
has conducted itself in that way that when it decided to
change its structure from a privately run company to a
publicly listed company it did so at its own insistence.
With the various changes that are happening not only in
corporate law but also in society the trustees of today
have decided that this is the best structure to take the
company forward. The trustees made the decision
themselves, and it will be a popular decision among
most Victorians.
The purpose of the bill is to enable the transfer to
Tattersall’s Ltd of the gaming operator’s licence and the
public lottery licence held by the trustees of the late
George Adams’s estate and to authorise the company to
run Club Keno games in lieu of the trustees and to
regulate shareholding interests in the company.
As I said earlier, the Leader of The Nationals in the
other place consulted extensively with Tattersall’s and
Tabcorp, and it was in favour of it. The bill has been

It is only the balance of a licence term which is
transferred. Upon the transfer being approved
Tattersall’s Ltd has all the rights, liabilities and
obligations under the licence which otherwise applied
to the trustees. Once the transfer occurs the trustees
must immediately notify the minister to that effect. The
involvement of the Auditor-General in reporting
requirements will be abolished with the transfer from
the trustees to Tattersall’s Ltd.
Thereafter all the normal corporate reporting
requirements will apply to the company. The bill places
a cap of 10 per cent on individual voting interests in
Tattersall’s Ltd, subject to any beneficiary being
entitled to more than 10 per cent on the basis of their
existing beneficial interest in the estate, and I think that
is going to be very important. The 10 per cent cap is the
same as the one that applies to Tabcorp as the holder of
a gaming licence. To ensure probity arrangements, the
same restrictions on cross-ownership of interests in the
company apply in this instance just as they apply to
Tabcorp. The bill also contains a section 85 provision. I
think the bill will be reasonably well received.
Some gambling issues also need to be mentioned at this
time. While we are on the issues of gambling and
gaming it must also be mentioned that the smoking
bans that were placed on gaming venues throughout
Victoria last year are still hurting a lot of Victorian
clubs and pubs. We really must understand that the
New South Wales clubs and pubs along the border with
Victoria are enjoying the proceeds and profits of a lot of
Victorian money that goes across the border because of
the connection between gambling on electronic gaming
machines and the gaming bans. We have to understand
that that is a financial pain that was instituted because
of our concerns about our health, but it really is an
ongoing financial concern for those venues along the
border. I hope the Victorian Labor government that
caused this imbalance along the river with its smoking
bans is continuing to pressure its Labor colleagues in
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New South Wales because we really need its New
South Wales counterparts to come on board with health
regulations and to introduce their own smoking bans to
try to create some form of level playing field in the area
of gambling. We cannot continue to have so many
Victorians travelling the extra 2 or 3 kilometres across
the bridge and pouring their recreational spending
money into New South Wales and have New South
Wales being the beneficiary of Victoria’s strict
anti-smoking laws in gaming venues. While we
understand why the smoking bans were introduced, it is
fair to say that the government underestimated their
impact.
We understand the government is not going to go back
and revisit those laws, but I also think that it is a real
possibility for the government to continue to pressure
New South Wales to fall in line with our smoking bans
and to create that level playing field so that the best
venues will attract the recreational dollar and we will
not hurt our sporting clubs and recreational gaming
venues any more than we already have.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous interjected.
Hon. D. K. DRUM — And your lady as well!
Hon. T. C. Theophanous interjected.
Hon. D. K. DRUM — The one in the polka dot
dress.
I would also like to touch on the Community Support
Fund, and I have been vocal in this chamber on this
issue before. There are still some problems associated
with the CSF because communities do not seem to be
receiving the benefits of that fund. We understand that
the Bracks Labor government reaps approximately
$1 billion from its 33 per cent tax on gaming machines
throughout Victoria. It is an awful lot of money. We
understand that the $1 billion goes through to
consolidated revenue every year and is not used to help
problem gambling or the drug rehabilitation of
prisoners exiting the prison system. For those programs
the government is using the $130 million allocated out
of the CSF. We believe the $130 million that is
allocated every year needs to be returned to the
communities that generated the income in the first
place.
The hypothecation of the CSF back to the communities
is trumpeted by the Minister for Gaming. He was also
very vocal in opposition, echoing my thoughts tonight.
Now he is the minister he is quite happy to carry on his
words spoken in opposition. We really need to look at
this issue. The $130 million tends to be spent now on
statewide projects — good projects that they are. The
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opinion of The Nationals is that these projects should
be funded from the $1 billion generated in general tax
from gaming machines, and the $130 million generated
each year should be returned to the communities
including outlying communities that generate the
money in the first place.
The Kennett government was always accused of being
addicted to gaming and poker machine income, and this
government is certainly no different. Those who were
vocal in opposition about the money the Kennett
government was taking out of the economy through
gaming need to remain just as vocal in government.
Something has to be done if they are serious about
upholding their own credibility. We also need to
seriously consider the hypothecation of the CSF. Let us
start giving a bit of money back to communities, as has
happened in New South Wales. We understand all the
problems that come with gambling, but when you drive
along the border along the river areas of New South
Wales you also see the amazing benefits that come with
the electronic gaming machines. That is something that
we do not see in Victoria. At the moment we tend to get
lumped with the problems of gambling without seeing
the direct benefits that each of the communities could
benefit from if we had a similar system to the one that
has applied in New South Wales in recent times.
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — It is pleasing that we
are once again tonight considering a bill that has the
support of all parties. As previous speakers have
indicated, the trustees of the estate of the late George
Adams, who operate Tattersall’s, have expressed a
desire to change the structure of the estate from a trust
to a corporation so that it can be publicly listed. As
members would be aware, Tattersall’s holds a gaming
operator’s licence for gaming machines and is the sole
public lotteries licence-holder in Victoria. It is also
authorised to conduct Club Keno and footy tipping. The
purpose of the bill is to make changes to the Gambling
Regulation Act to enable Tattersall’s to be listed on the
Australian Stock Exchange. It will allow licences held
by Tattersall’s to be transferred to a new company,
Tattersall’s Ltd.
We have heard a lot of criticism in the media over the
years about the inherent secrecy of the beneficiaries,
given the trust structure that currently exists. The
benefit of the public listing that Tattersall’s is proposing
is that it will provide greater transparency, as the share
register will be open to public examination.
The urgency around this bill is as a result of the need to
enable Tattersall’s to meet its November listing date.
That is the reason we have been asked to pass these
amendments through both houses of Parliament this
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week. Of course, these amendments do not represent
the only hurdle that the trustees must overcome in the
listing process. They must also obtain a favourable
Australian Taxation Office ruling on the restructure,
beneficiary support, orders from the Supreme Court
approving the restructure, approval of the new company
from the Victorian Commission for Gambling
Regulation and approval of the licence transfer from the
minister. Tattersall’s will not be able to proceed with its
proposal to list if any of these prerequisites are not met.
The provisions of the bill are fairly technical, but I think
it is appropriate to explain the key provisions in some
detail. For Tattersall’s to restructure, the ability to
transfer the gaming licences and other authorisations to
the new corporate entity is critical. At present, the
Gambling Regulation Act prohibits such transfers.
Clause 4 of the bill provides the necessary exception
from the prohibition against transferring a gaming
operator’s licence and establishes a process for
applying for the transfer. It enables the trustees to apply
to the minister for approval of the transfer and requires
the minister to refer an application to the Victorian
Commission for Gambling Regulation for its advice on
whether the application should be granted. In
considering an application for a transfer, the
commission will assess the application in the same way
it would a fresh application for a gaming operator’s
licence.
In carrying out this function the powers of requirements
that apply to the commission investigating applications
for a new licence will also apply. The powers of the
commission in regard to investigating new licence
applications are appropriately wide. They range from
the ability to fingerprint natural persons and seek police
reports on any matter associated with the application to
requiring further written information from applicants.
The provisions enable the minister to grant or refuse an
application for transfer and require the minister to give
the trustees written notification of his or her decision.
The minister may only grant an application if the
commission advises that it should be granted. If the
minister grants an application, he or she may impose
any conditions considered appropriate. A transferred
licence is subject to the same conditions as applied prior
to the transfer. This includes all rights, liabilities and
obligations under the licence and chapter 3 of the
principal act and applicable regulations.
Specifically Tattersall’s is required to comply with the
requirements in relation to returns to players and taxes
and levies for the whole of the financial year in which
the transfer will take effect. Currently the holder of a
gaming operators licence is prohibited by the act from
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having a shareholding interest in the licensee that gives
them a voting power of more than 10 per cent. This is
similar to the shareholding restrictions imposed on
Tabcorp as the holder of the gaming licence under the
Gambling Regulation Act. Several exceptions to the
shareholding prohibition are provided in the bill, given
the complicated transaction involved in moving from a
trust structure to a publicly owned company. One
exception relates to shareholders who had a greater than
10 per cent interest in the estate of the late George
Adams before the transfer of the gaming operators
licence. The voting power of these shareholders must
be proportionate and not higher than their prior interest,
which is entirely fair in the circumstances.
A further exception applying to a trustee of the George
Adams estate allows a greater than 10 per cent
shareholding for seven days after the transfer of the
gaming operators licence. This recognises that for a
short period after incorporation the four trustees will
hold all the shares in the company before they are
issued to the former beneficiaries of the trust. The final
exception enables a subsidiary of Tattersall’s,
Tattersall’s SPV Ltd, to hold more than a 10 per cent
interest for up to 90 days after the transfer of the
licence. This company will buy shares in the
Tattersall’s company for sale to investors upon listing.
The minister will have the power to extend the time
periods for these two latter exceptions should that be
required.
Given the power that shareholders with significant
interest can exercise over a company, it is important
that the limitations on shareholdings of the licensee are
carefully monitored to ensure that breaches of the
prohibition or the exceptions do not occur. The bill
therefore contains provisions that enable information to
be sought from persons who have acquired or intend to
acquire a prohibited shareholding interest. The minister
can suspend the voting rights of a prohibited interest
should one be acquired. Disposal and forfeiture of
shares can be required and transactions involving
prohibited shareholding interests can be voided. I note
that there is a mechanism to appeal any declaration
made by the minister relating to prohibited
shareholding interests, which is appropriate.
The law rightly demands that public companies satisfy
a range of reporting requirements. The government
recognises that there may be a delay between the
formation of the new company and the listing on the
stock exchange, but this does not mean that
accountability requirements should be allowed to lapse.
After transfer to the new corporate structure,
Tattersall’s will continue to be subject to the existing
recording requirements until it is listed on the stock
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exchange. This requires auditing by the
Auditor-General and reporting to Parliament. Once a
listing has occurred these requirements will be
removed. They will be unnecessary because of the
extensive financial and reporting requirements that
apply to publicly listed companies. The new division
being inserted into the act that regulates shareholder
interests in Tattersall’s Ltd will only apply while the
company holds a gaming operator’s licence. Should
Tattersall’s for some reason no longer hold a licence, it
will be subject to the same regulation as any other
publicly listed company.
It is important to note that this bill will expire on
30 November 2005 if none of the substantive
provisions have been proclaimed to commence before
then. This would only occur if Tattersall’s advises that
it is unable to incorporate or proceed. Once any of the
substantive provisions of the bill have been proclaimed
to commence, the expiry date no longer applies.
Tattersall’s may advise that it can incorporate and the
relevant parts of the bill would be proclaimed to permit
transfer to the new company. Of course, transfer of the
licences could occur, but Tattersall’s might then fail to
list on the stock exchange. In this case Tattersall’s
would continue to be subject to the existing auditing
and reporting requirements, as I have already explained.
Since the death of George Adams in 1904, Tattersall’s
has grown to become the largest privately owned
company in Australia. Tattersall’s licences granted by
the government have enabled the trust to prosper. I note
that a number of speakers have previously commented
on the philanthropy that Tattersall’s has engaged in
throughout the state of Victoria and for which I and
other members are very appreciative. It is appropriate
that, reflecting the growth of Tattersall’s and modern
economic realities, the trustees have chosen a new
corporate form that will lead to openness and greater
transparency of shareholding interests. This is a change
that the Bracks government welcomes and supports.
I commend the bill to the house and again extend my
appreciation to other speakers and to the opposition and
The Nationals for allowing us to expedite the debate
and passage of this bill this evening.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — This
legislation is supported by the opposition, as has been
indicated by our lead speaker.
It is a positive step for the company that has been
involved in providing gambling services for many years
to look towards a public listing and an opportunity for
all people to participate in the fortunes of this company.
I think it would seem to most of us a much better bet to
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actually back this company on the stock exchange than
to partake of its product, notwithstanding — —
An honourable member interjected.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON — Mr Pullen has a
foolproof system for roulette, I am told. I have tried it
and it does not work. When it comes to gaming I advise
many people to beware because I am not sure that this
product is always necessarily to the benefit of the
community. There are many arguments about gaming
in our community but there is no doubt that the George
Adams trust has provided integrity in gaming in this
state and in other parts of Australia over many, many
years. It is an historic company with an enviable
reputation in terms of its performance in gaming.
Going back to the early part of the last century, gaming
was subject to a lot of question marks in terms of the
integrity of the systems and fairness to people who
were participating in the gaming services. This
company emerged as one that provided a range of
games and opportunities in gaming that are well known
in Victoria. Going back to my parents’ generation, there
would be very few people who had not at different
stages of the lives either taken their own ticket in Tatts
or been involved in some sort of syndicate or bought a
ticket for somebody as a gift.
Obviously the company moved into gaming machines
and other gaming products particularly from the 1970s
and 1980s. It has maintained an integrity in those
gaming products that I think would be the envy of
many people around the world. This company brings
significant experience and knowledge of the industry to
gaming and a fairness as far as gaming products go.
Over a long period there has nonetheless been a lot of
criticism of the George Adams trust. Although it has
many beneficiaries who have benefited from a
company that was established many years ago, there
has been a lot of criticism particularly in the media
about the fact that it did not allow a distribution of some
of the profits of gaming across the community
generally and provide access to a wider range of people
with the profits of gaming.
I think this move towards establishing this company as
a public company meets some of the expectations of
many people and the public and perhaps some of those
media outlets in ensuring that the company’s dividends
or benefits accrued from gaming products are more
widely spread through the community and perhaps
more transparently spread which is also the key issue
with many people.
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I expect that this company will be successful if it does
float on the stock exchange, as is the expectation and as
is the provision of this legislation before Parliament
today. Given that it is into gaming products, the
company has high integrity. It has shown a great deal of
corporate citizenship within our community. I have
been impressed on many occasions by the amounts of
money that Tattersall’s and the George Adams trust
applies to quite a range of the philanthropic and
community activities — not philandering but
philanthropic!
As I said, this company has shown good corporate
citizenship over many years now and I think that is
appreciated by a great many people. I have been at
functions for community organisations that have
benefited from the largesse of the Tattersall’s
organisation and that have been supported by its
philanthropy and corporate citizenship. I hope that as it
proceeds to become an incorporated company on the
stock exchange boards it will maintain that company
culture because that is important.
This legislation was outlined very clearly by the
Honourable David Koch tonight. Certainly in terms of
the present provision of this legislation I think there are
appropriate safeguards about the process that this
company is to take and the way in which it will seek to
join the stock exchange board. I think it is in the best
interests of Victoria to see it moving forward. I think
this company as a public company will be more
responsive to community needs and community
concerns. It will certainly be a more transparent
company. As I said, I hope that when it becomes a
public company it will maintain the corporate
citizenship it has displayed as a private company, which
has been one of the important attributes of Tattersall’s
and the George Adams trust over many years.
I am happy to support this particular initiative. Many
issues associated with gaming in this state warrant
debate and consideration by Parliament but discussion
of some of those issues in the context of the debate on
this legislation is not warranted. In many ways this is a
procedural piece of legislation that will allow an
organisation to offer shares to the public through a
stock exchange listing. It is certainly appropriate that
Parliament facilitate that, because it is in the best
interests of Victorians.
As I said, I believe it will create a more transparent
company and will ensure that it continues to be a
company of considerable integrity. Tattersall’s will
continue to show the sort of innovation and interest in
Victoria that it has shown over so many years as a
private company, notwithstanding its status being
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questioned by a number of people. This is a very
important company in Victoria’s history, a significant
company in Victoria’s corporate history and one that I
wish well as it makes its way to the Australian Stock
Exchange and allows a much wider range of Victorians
and Australians to participate in its future undertakings.
Mr PULLEN (Higinbotham) — I rise to support the
Gambling Regulation (Amendment) Bill. The purpose
of the bill has been outlined pretty clearly by my
colleague Ms Mikakos, so to cut down on the time I
will not go over that again. I will take a different tack.
As members know, Tattersall’s runs gaming machines.
I must admit that every now and again I go to the
Highett RSL and pop a few dollars through the
machines.
Hon. J. M. McQuilten — And the Maryborough
Golf Club!
Mr PULLEN — And the Maryborough Golf Club.
Mr McQuilten saw me there — and I did pretty well
that night!
Hon. B. N. Atkinson — And the Canberra Casino!
Mr PULLEN — And the casino, with Mr Atkinson.
Tattersall’s runs the lotteries and they have Keno and
Tattslotto. I admit that every week I buy my Tattslotto
ticket from Tony at the Moorabbin railway station.
About 40 years ago I dreamt of the particular numbers
in a system 7. I have been taking one ever since and
never won anything, so it must have been a nightmare
rather than a dream — but I think it is tremendous.
The basic purpose of the bill is to amend the act so that
Tattersall’s can transfer the gambling licences held by
the trustees of Tattersall’s to a new public company,
Tattersall’s Ltd. Currently and in line with the will of
George Adams who died in 1904 there are four trustees
of Tattersall’s. On 29 July, along with a number of
members of Parliament from both sides of this chamber
and the other house, I attended the 24th annual
Tattersall’s enterprise and achievement awards
ceremony at the Park Hyatt Hotel. Ms Carbines was
there too, and we had a wonderful day at a wonderful
production. I had the pleasure of meeting Ray Hornsby,
the chairman of the trustees.
Mr Drum touched on issues that have arisen along the
New South Wales border. I have pulled out an article
that appeared in the Australian of 7 September. I will
read just part of it:
Revenue for Victorian gambling giant Tattersall’s continues
to slide as smoking bans have a lingering effect just prior to
the private company listing on the stock market.
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Financial information in the company’s explanatory
memorandum to beneficiaries, obtained by the Australian,
reveals revenue at $12.8 billion in 2003–04, which compares
with $13.3 billion the year before and $14.6 billion in
2001–02 — when smoking bans were introduced in Victoria.

As it is a very good private company at the moment, the
point I noticed is:
Net profit, however, remained fairly steady last year ...

As I said, I attended the enterprise and achievement
awards ceremony on 29 July. Tattersall’s has been
tremendous for Victoria since it was brought here by
John Cain, Sr, in 1954. Even in those days there was a
proactive Labor government that brought to Victoria an
organisation that has been tremendous for the state. The
award celebrates the best in human kindness and
endeavour. It is presented on a monthly basis and is
designed to honour those in the community who are
prepared to have a go. It is one of the most significant
community programs, initiated by Tattersall’s over
24 years ago.
Since the awards were launched in 1980 some
250 extraordinary people have been recognised. They
have won awards for heroic deeds, overcoming
physical disabilities or simply helping people in need.
They are referred to as ‘unsung heroes’. Whatever their
cause, they have always demonstrated persistence and
determination above the norm.
Each monthly winner receives $5000 cash and a trophy
of recognition of their significant personal sacrifice, and
a $15 000 donation is provided by Tattersall’s to the
winner’s nominated beneficiary. Those sorts of figures
are unbelievable. On 29 July at the prestigious event an
overall award winner was selected from the group of
12. He received a personal prize of $15 000 and his
organisation $75 000. It is absolutely fantastic for an
organisation to provide those sorts of funds.
I want to refer to some of the people who received
awards as it is important that their names be recorded in
Hansard. Time does not allow me to mention them all.
The monthly award winners include Lynn Scargill of
Kids Under Cover; former Australian cricketer Dean
Jones, who walked from Sydney to the Melbourne
Cricket Ground, got there for the Boxing Day Test and
raised hundreds of thousands of dollars for the Bone
Marrow Donor Institute; Alison Donohue of the
Melbourne alcohol recovery centre; and Gary Allsop of
Spinal Cure Australia.
As members know, I have a great interest in disability
services in this state. One award winner who really took
my eye was Dino Ottavi of Cerebral Palsy Tasmania.
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This is very close to my heart, and it is important that I
mention what Dino received his award for:
Dino Ottavi’s leading contribution to the community is broad
and encompasses his Freedom from Hunger walk around
Tasmania, raising over $47 000; his Italian radio program,
which he has been voluntarily delivering since 1997;
Spagfest, a spaghetti-eating competition which raises money
for a different charity every year; founding the Eureka refugee
support group; and even building a playground for the
disabled, which is his current project.
One of Dino’s ongoing commitments is his establishment and
continued financial support for a school in Gambia, Africa.
Dino has demonstrated excellence in community and ethnic
services, humanitarian issues and charitable causes over many
years. He has made an outstanding contribution to making
this world a better place.

It is important to note that the overall winner was
Pastor Max Walker of an organisation called the
Cornerstone Contact Centre. His organisation was
given $75 000. The citation that Tattersall’s produced is
moving. The award says:
Approximately 150 underprivileged people from the local
Dandenong community regularly attend lunches provided by
the Cornerstone Centre drop in and contact centre. It has
grown from a small luncheon service to an organisation that
acts as a vital link for those most needy and disadvantaged
since it was formally incorporated under the leadership and
management of Pastor Walker in 1994.

It is very pleasing to see that he was nominated by the
member for Narre Warren North in the other place,
Luke Donnellan. He was the overall winner as far as
that was concerned. The point I am making here is that
Tattersall’s has been an outstanding contributor to
Victoria since it came here 50 years ago.
Among other things Tattersall’s also supports the Very
Special Kids Melbourne hospice. I know my local
Highett RSL is deeply involved in that, and it raised
more money through this program than any other RSL
in Victoria last year. It has funded the gold auditorium
at Sovereign Hill in Ballarat and assisted sportspeople
at all levels. I was pleased to meet up with the Victorian
cricket captain, Cameron White, at a Tatts function
recently.
An honourable member interjected.
Mr PULLEN — As Mr McQuilten just said,
Tattersall’s also gave $1 million to the site of the
prisoner of war memorial. It supports the Sydney to
Hobart yacht race as well as the performing arts. It
purchased a collection of art by former British prisoner
of war Jack Chalker and the medals of World War II
heroine Nancy Wake. They were donated to the
Australian War Memorial. I have every confidence that
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the magnificent philanthropic attitude will continue
when Tattersall’s becomes a public company.
Hon. A. P. OLEXANDER (Silvan) — As my
honourable friend Mr Koch has already outlined, the
opposition support the provisions of this legislation, the
main purpose of which is to enable one of Victoria’s
major gaming organisations auspiced by a trust which
administers the estate of the late George Adams to
fundamentally alter its structure from that of a trust to a
corporation. We understand that currently the trust in
question operates a number of businesses in Victoria in
order to generate a very significant profit, which is then
distributed to the beneficiaries of the estate as directed
by the will.
We also understand the trust currently is the holder of
two licences in this state. One is a gaming operators
licence and the other is public lotteries licence. These
licences are granted under the Gambling Regulation
Act 2003. Under the current arrangement the opposition
understands the trust is authorised as a gaming operator
to administer Club Keno, and the gambling activities of
the trust are run by Tattersall’s Holdings Pty Ltd. There
are also a number of other entities responsible for
operating the licensed activities of the trust.
This bill comes to the house today because the trustees
of the estate of the late George Adams have decided
they want to list on the Australian Stock Exchange,
which is not an unusual desire for a large and very
successful business. The trust structure is currently
inappropriate to enable them to do this, because only
corporations subject to corporate law and governance
principles are able to publicly list themselves with the
exchange. To become a corporation the estate’s
gambling licences have to be transferred to other
authorisations, but the current act specifically prohibits
such a transfer. The bill here today will amend that act
to enable the two licences held by the trustees of the
estate of the late George Adams to be transferred.
The bill also makes certain changes with regard to
shareholder interests and cross-ownership, which will
be allowable under the legislation, and it mandates
certain reporting and probity requirements which are
currently with the Auditor-General and are reported to
Parliament on a regular basis. These requirements are to
be phased out once the trust is publicly listed, because
the same rules will apply as to all other publicly listed
companies.
The bill, however, deals with an issue of controversy
for this government, as it makes important changes to
the structure of one of the two organisations which
currently operate unchallenged as a duopoly in this state
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as far as gambling and gaming licences are concerned.
There are some very serious national competition issues
at stake here. There are serious questions to be
answered about the relationship between the Bracks
government, the Victorian ALP and the licence-holders.
There are serious questions relating to the Labor Party’s
commitment to reform of the gaming sector and the
assistance of problem gamblers and also in its use of
gambling-generated revenues to the state.
I understand these are things government members
would rather not have raised and would rather not talk
about. It is a matter of public record that this
government has been accused of an unhealthy and —
some have said — dangerously close relationship with
gambling in this state. The Inter-Church Gambling
Taskforce has been at the forefront of that. The
Victorian Local Governance Association, as well as
various support agencies that deal with problem
gamblers, has criticised the government for its lack of
political will to seriously address issues which face
problem gamblers in Victoria.
Calls by these agencies for a significant boost to
support an intervention service have fallen on deaf ears
time after time. They have asked for regulations to
restrict access to automatic teller machines at venues
and the imposition of time-outs and cooling-off periods
in venues as well as a reduction in spin rates on the
poker machines. They have done this consistently.
Gambling support agencies have asked for restrictions
on the serving of food and drink in gaming areas, but
the government has steadfastly refused to move on any
of those urgent recommendations that have come from
all of those credible organisations. A frustrated
community support sector legitimately asks why. Why
has the Bracks government been so slow to move and
so reticent to reform the sector? We believe there are
some very good reasons for that.
Many government members might be interested to
learn that the Bracks government actually obtains more
revenue from gaming and gambling than any other
Australian state. In terms of the overall proportion of
state budget revenue and per capita gaming revenue,
which is probably a better comparison across states,
Victoria has been accurately described as a stand-out
case in the Australian experience. The Bracks
government is addicted to gambling and gaming
revenues like no other government in Australia. It is a
fact; the statistics back it up.
In 1991 a cash-strapped Kirner government allocated
two licences to Tattersall’s and the TAB to operate
electronic gaming machines in Victoria. They were
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simply offered to the two entities, without any
tendering process whatsoever, until the year 2012.
There was no tendering process, just, ‘You have these
licences until 2012’.
The government today reaps a whopping $1.5 billion a
year in gambling revenues, which is about 15 per cent
of the total state budget bottom line. Gaming machines
alone account for about 10 per cent of that total or
around about $1 billion each year. This revenue, unlike
in other states where licences are traded on the open
market by individual machines, is obtained using a
formula which splits revenues three ways: between the
government, the licensees and the venue operators.
Effectively the government has created a duopoly
which is really operating as a growth tax generator in
Victoria in terms of gambling revenues, and it locks out
competition and feeds an ever-growing budget revenue
bottom line.
The National Competition Council, the federal
government watchdog agency, is extremely concerned
with this state of affairs and has put the Bracks
government on notice that the uncompetitive practices
in both lotteries and gaming machine licensing need to
end. The year 2012 is the deadline for gaming
machines, and the NCC is monitoring Victoria very
closely because Victoria has said it will restructure the
licensing arrangements by that time.
In lotteries the situation is different. The Bracks
government unilaterally extended Tattersall’s
monopoly licence, which was to expire this year, to run
a lottery in Victoria for a further three years to 2007. It
reaped about $300 million a year as a result of that
move. The NCC responded to that policy shift by fining
the Bracks government nearly $10 million in national
competition subsidy payments for its anticompetitive
move. Incidentally it cost Tattersall’s a paltry
$3 million for the extension of three years — a very
cosy arrangement indeed.
The gambling and gaming policies and licensing
arrangements of this government are being called into
question. Accusations of secrecy, the unhealthy
patronage of the Victorian ALP and anticompetitive
backroom deals abound. These accusations emanate
from credible voices in the churches, the community
sector and the media and from respected economists
and academics. They tell us that something is rotten in
the state of Victoria and that both the Bracks
government and the state ALP are in it up to their
armpits.
The Inter-Church Gambling Taskforce chairman,
Reverend Tim Costello, has accused the government of
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running a sham licence structure and renewal process.
Mike Hill of Community Action on Pokie Problems has
said that the government maintains the status quo
because of a reliance by the state ALP on gambling
licensee donations. James Doughney, a senior
researcher in economics at Victoria University of
Technology, has accused Labor and the duopoly
licensees of keeping the damaging effects of gambling
and gaming on families a closely guarded secret.
These links are already a matter of the public record. In
volumes 25 and 26 of the Business Review Weekly from
December 2003 and March 2004 articles written by
James Thomson outline these links. David White, a
consultant with Sydney firm Hawker Britton, has been
engaged by Tattersall’s to negotiate licence renewals
with the Bracks government. This is the same David
White who was gaming minister in the Kirner Labor
government in 1991 and 1992.
Mr Viney — On a point of order, President, this is a
bill about the enabling of a trust company, Tattersall’s,
to be listed as a public company. It is a fairly tight piece
of legislation and quite restricted in its nature. The
minister in his second-reading speech, the opposition
lead speaker and all other speakers have almost entirely
kept to the provisions of the bill. Mr Olexander has
moved a long way from the provisions of the bill, and I
believe he should be called back to the detail of the bill.
There has been no example during the debate so far of
such wide-ranging remarks, although that is often so
with second-reading debates.
Hon. Andrea Coote — On the point of order,
President, the Honourable Andrew Olexander is one of
our speakers. We have had several, as Mr Viney points
out. Mr Olexander is developing another wing to the
argument and is doing a good job. He still has several
minutes to go, and I am certain he will draw up all the
issues he has been referring to very well — and the
clock has not stopped.
The PRESIDENT — Order! With respect to the
point of order, the member has been raising issues
which are contained in the bill but I believe he is
starting to stray away from the bill. I ask him to come
back to the bill before the house.
Hon. A. P. OLEXANDER — It has also been
documented that there are other key people from the
Labor Party who are involved in either negotiating
these licences or restructuring them. The Labor Party,
of course, is itself a key beneficiary of these trusts and
licences with more than $500 000 being donated to it
by Tabcorp and Tattersall’s.
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Hon. J. G. Hilton — On a point of order, President,
Mr Olexander has disregarded your ruling.
Hon. Andrea Coote — On the point of order,
President, presumably it is the President’s call and not
that of Mr Hilton.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — He is allowed to take a
point of order.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Without putting words
in the mouth of Mr Hilton, I do not think the member
has strayed from the bill on this occasion. He has a
couple of minutes to go, and I ask him to continue his
contribution on the bill.
Hon. A. P. OLEXANDER — There are serious
questions about how these issues will be resolved by
this government into the future. There are also serious
questions about how the proceeds of gambling revenues
will be allocated back into the community sector. Most
of the organisations that deal with problem gambling
are crying out for further resources. Gamblers Help,
with an allocation of only $7 million a year, cannot
cope with the demand on its services, and a whole
range of community gambling help services are in a
similar position.
The great tragedy is that the money exists, but only a
slight fraction of the Community Support Fund which
comes from the proceeds of gambling under these
licences actually goes back into this sector. If the
government were serious about assisting problem
gamblers, it would do something about the funding
formula and the CSF. One thing it could do is give a
fixed proportion of 0.5 of 1 per cent back to the
communities that actually raise the gambling revenue,
which comes from the proceeds under these licences.
At the moment huge areas of the state are receiving
back into their communities less than 1 per cent of the
proceeds they put into the Community Support Fund.
Some communities are receiving nothing back, and
gambling support services in those communities
deserve more. That should be seriously considered by
the government. Even a simple 0.5 per cent going back
into each community as a fixed proportion would go
some way towards fixing those problems and helping
the most vulnerable people in these communities.
The licences which are the subject of this bill and other
similar licences must operate in a fair and transparent
way, and the proceeds of those licences must also be
allocated under a better and fairer formula. The
government should clean up its act and give a fair
proportion of gaming revenues back to local
communities — and it should do it now.
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Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — Until the last contribution
we had a very reasonable and bipartisan debate on this
piece of legislation. I thought it was refreshing to be in
the chamber and to listen to a number of members
talking quite closely to the legislation and the
fundamental issues it contains. But to sit here and listen
to the man who has more front than Myers come in
here and start attacking this government on areas like
problem gambling and the way the government has
been managing and handling the very complex issues
associated with gaming licences — most of which were
in place before we were elected in 1999 — is just
breathtaking.
It was an appalling contribution from Mr Olexander. It
is extraordinary. As I think Mr Theophanous said, one
would have thought that Mr Olexander might have
been a little contrite in this chamber, at least in the first
week after he came back from the break, but he has not
done that. He has come in here and taken the
opportunity to run through a whole load of nonsense.
Hon. Andrea Coote — On a point of order,
President, the honourable member is not on the bill at
all, not even vaguely, and making a personal attack on
Mr Olexander is inappropriate. Mr Viney should be
starting to develop his argument, not criticising other
speakers.
The PRESIDENT — Order! On the point of order,
Mr Viney is rebutting some of the comments made by
the previous speaker, but he has been doing that for a
couple of minutes, so I ask him now to come to the bill
before the house.
Mr VINEY — Thank you, President. The bill
before the house is quite specific. It is about providing
the legislative capacity for Tattersall’s to be listed on
the stock exchange as a public company. There are, as
has been outlined by speakers from both sides, a
number of very sound reasons why that will be of
benefit to Victorians, not the least of which is the
increase in transparency that occurs through the public
accessibility of the share register and the owners of
shares in this organisation, which is currently a trust
and will be a company.
It is important in considering this that members take
into account a raft of issues that may flow from — as
has been mentioned by Mr Atkinson and by
Mr Pullen — the philanthropic activities of this
organisation. It is also important that we consider in this
debate whether there may be some impacts on the
matters associated with the control and regulation of
gaming. From some of the quite extensive research that
has been done on gaming in Victoria it is clear that
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about 15 per cent of people who use the gaming
facilities that exist in this state are potentially at risk of
becoming problem gamblers. It is important in
managing gaming and considering bills such as this that
the potential impact of these things in Victoria be
considered.
I would have been perfectly happy for Mr Olexander
and others to have a reasoned discussion and a reasoned
debate about some of the issues associated with
gaming, in particular the issues associated with control,
management and reforms, but Mr Olexander took the
opportunity to make a wide-ranging attack on the
government as if his side of politics came to this with
completely clean hands!
Of course we know perfectly well that that is not the
case. With the introduction of poker machines and the
extension of gaming in Victoria in the late 1990s we
saw a vast opening up of gaming opportunities — not
only the introduction of poker machines into the casino
but the introduction of poker machines across the whole
of the state, accessible to Victorians almost on their
street corner. So it is reasonable for us in this debate to
have a discussion about the impact of that on
Victorians. What is absolutely unreasonable is the
nonsense Mr Olexander put out about this
government’s management of gaming, because it is this
government that has put in place an exceptional range
of reforms to assist problem gamblers. It has provided
opportunities for people who are interested in playing
the pokies and other gaming activities to take some
time out and to put some self-imposed limits on the
amount of money they might be putting into poker
machines.
Remember, we have seen this government introduce
things like the smoking bans in poker machine venues.
We have seen the government put in place statewide
regional caps to limit the number of poker machines in
areas considered vulnerable to problem gamblers.
These were not regulations put in place by the Kennett
government, these were regulations this government
put in place, so the nonsense Mr Olexander has been
putting out is extraordinary.
We have seen the banning of all pokie advertising, the
restricting of gaming signage, the making compulsory
of responsible gambling training for venue staff and the
setting of limits on automatic teller machines and
EFTPOS transactions at gaming venues. We have seen
the banning of $100 note acceptors on machines; we
have seen things like the limiting of the number of
24-hour gaming venues. We have also seen local
government being provided with a greater say in the
number of poker machines in their municipalities.
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Despite the nonsense Mr Olexander put out, we have
seen under this government more than a doubling of
funding for problem gambling services. What we knew
when we came into government was that those services
were under enormous stress; they were underfunded by
the Kennett government. What we now know is that
this government has put regulations in place to ensure
that problem gambling can be tackled and managed to
the best possible degree within the confines of the
extensive gambling and gaming activity that was
introduced into this state in the late 1990s.
What was even more extraordinary was
Mr Olexander’s suggestion that somehow or other this
government was not putting funds from gaming
revenue back into local communities. It is this
government that started that whole process. It was the
Kennett government that had no commitment to that. It
was the Kennett government that saw the funds from
gaming, despite what Mr Olexander says, going into the
government’s pet projects, the things that it chose to do.
It is this government that has put the funds back into
local communities. It has ensured that there is a
reasonable distribution of gaming funds back into local
communities and has given local communities some
power in the management and delivery of those funds
back. It is absolutely unacceptable for Mr Olexander to
come in here tonight and put out the absolute rubbish
that he did, because it is this government that has
shown a determination to take a civil society approach
to the issue of gambling and put in place some decent
regulations and ensure that there is some benefit going
back into local communities from the gaming that has
taken place.
The government is putting forward a bill tonight that
will ensure a trust organisation will be able to list
publicly if it wishes to. We recognise there will be
some benefits from that, and we are ensuring through
this legislation that that can be done in an orderly,
managed and proper way. That is what this legislation
is about. Mr Olexander would have done far better for
his constituents and the other people of Victoria if he
had confined his contribution tonight to what this bill is
about instead of using it as an opportunity to make
absolutely pathetic, inaccurate and cheap political
points. I commend the bill to the house.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
I am pleased to speak in favour of the bill that is before
the house tonight. As other honourable members have
said, the legislation primarily puts Tattersall’s, the
estate of the late George Adams, on the same legislative
footing as the electronic gaming machine (EGM)
operator, Tabcorp.
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As members have said, the Tattersall’s organisation has
operated for some time as a trust structure, and
therefore to date it has required a different legislative
framework than that for Tabcorp. Recently Tattersall’s
decided to restructure its operations, and it will become
a publicly listed company that will be regulated by the
Australian Securities and Investments Commission and
the Australian Stock Exchange. Therefore it is now
appropriate for it to have the same legislative structure
and licensing arrangements for its gaming operations as
those for Tabcorp, and, accordingly, it will have the
same transparency and reporting structure as Tabcorp.
With the successful passage of this legislation and the
restructuring of the Tattersall’s trust we will see for the
first time in Victoria two EGM organisations operating
under similar legislative structures.
In considering this legislation tonight we also have an
opportunity to consider the issues surrounding
electronic gaming machines more generally. We have
had debate on that issue tonight. One of the factors with
respect to the debate on electronic gaming machines is
that it is similar in many respects to the debate on
tobacco. EGMs, like tobacco, are something
governments are addicted to. It is true that the Victorian
government gains substantial revenue from gaming
operations. The Victorian budget for the 2004–05 year
includes $828 million that will come from poker
machines and a further $318 million in revenue from
lotteries.
So more than $1 billion in taxation revenue is collected
by the state from gaming activities, and it is a very
significant component of the taxation take in this state.
In that respect it is similar to tobacco at the federal
level. It is a very important part of government revenue,
and while as a community we recognise there are
downsides to it, it is something that governments now
rely on. Although governments attempt to ameliorate
the negative aspects of the activity, they are not in the
position to eliminate the revenue from their budgets.
We have seen the situation here in Victoria where
governments have taken certain actions — Mr Viney
spoke about the smoking and advertising bans
et cetera — designed to modify the behaviour of
gaming patrons and, at the same time, protect the
government’s revenue stream.
My own attitude to gaming is similar to the attitude to
tobacco in the community. The community accepts that
an electronic gaming machine is a legal product and
that it should be up to consenting adults to regulate their
own use of that product. The majority of the
community is able to do that, but, as with tobacco and
alcohol, a percentage of people in the community have
a problem managing their consumption of that product.
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For that reason governments need to intervene in
certain ways to ensure that there is no net harm to the
community.
But in saying that I acknowledge that we also need to
recognise that there are benefits that flow from having
electronic gaming machines in the community. I see
that when I reflect on my own electorate — in
particular, Dandenong, where earlier this year the RSL
was able to open a new facility costing more than
$1.5 million. The facility is fully funded. It has no debt
because it was built with the proceeds of the gaming
machines housed in the previous Dandenong RSL
building. Through those EGMs that club has been able
to provide a very good facility for its members that will
be enjoyed well into the future. It is an example of how
the benefits of EGMs can flow into the community.
As we move towards 2012 the government will need to
look at the renegotiation of the two EGM licences
currently held by Tattersall’s and Tabcorp. The
Minister for Gaming has said that the government will
not reduce the number of electronic gaming machines
in the community, which is currently capped at 27 500,
but the government needs to give very careful
consideration to how those licences are renegotiated.
The government has said that the renegotiations will
take place in its current term of office — that is, before
the end of 2006 — which will give a six-year lead
period until the expiration of those licences. It is time
the government and we as a community looked at what
model for gaming machines we want as we move
forward.
Just last week we heard comments by two former
premiers, Kirner and Kennett, who were both involved
in the introduction of electronic gaming machines to
Victoria. Both of them reflected on it and said that if
they were to have their time over, they would restrict
electronic gaming machines to the casino and not have
them in the community as we do now. Given the way in
which gaming machines have been integrated in the
clubs and pubs throughout the state, it is unrealistic to
expect that they would be rolled back to a casino-only
type operation beyond 2012. Nonetheless we should
give consideration to how we will proceed beyond
2012. It would be inappropriate for the two current
operators, Tattersall’s and Tabcorp, to believe they
would be entitled to an ongoing duopoly beyond 2012.
The benefits that currently flow from EGM machines
need to be broadened. We need to consider the model
used in New South Wales, because the licences there
should be spread more broadly beyond the current
duopoly operators.
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Renegotiation of the licences will be for a substantial
period. We have an opportunity in 2004 to ensure that
the model we put in place for 2012 is one that is
sustainable into the future. It would be appropriate for
the government to look at the number of operators, the
distribution of machines and whether the model that is
currently in place is the most appropriate one to go
forward.
I know the Leader of the Opposition has flagged an
interest in reducing the number of electronic gaming
machines in the community. The Minister for Gaming
said the government will not consider that. When some
$828 million will be flowing into the state budget this
year one can understand why the minister says that.
From a community perspective it is something the
government should give careful consideration to when
it looks at renegotiation beyond 2012.
In conclusion, the legislation is the first step towards a
new structure for electronic gaming machines in
Victoria. As we move to the renegotiation of the
licences in 2012 it is time for the community and the
government to have a debate on how it wants to share
the benefits of EGMs. It is time for the government to
start thinking outside the square as we move towards
licence renegotiation.
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 so doing I thank members for their contributions to
the debate.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I am of the opinion
that the third reading of the bill requires to be passed by
an absolute majority, and I ask the Clerk to ring the
bells.
Bells rung.
Members having assembled in chamber:
The PRESIDENT — Order! So that I may be
satisfied that an absolute majority exists, I ask
honourable members supporting the motion to rise in
their places.
Required number of members having risen:
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Motion agreed to by absolute majority.
Read third time.
Remaining stages
Passed remaining stages.

MAJOR CRIME LEGISLATION (OFFICE
OF POLICE INTEGRITY) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time on motion of
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries).

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

WATER INDUSTRY (ENVIRONMENTAL
CONTRIBUTIONS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from earlier this day; motion of
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government).
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — I shall
commence my contribution to the bill by quoting one
and a half lines from the minister’s second-reading
speech, which states:
This government is committed to providing transparent
arrangements.

What a load of rubbish! The bill will give the
government a massive slush fund to spend as it wants,
where it wants at a time of its choosing and without
scrutiny. There is no guarantee that the money taken
from an area will be spent in that area. The government
is hiding the charge on individual bills, yet the
second-reading speech talks about transparency.
The worst thing about the bill is that it is a broken
promise. The Premier pledged that there would be no
new taxes, but this is a new tax. Even worse, it is a tax
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on water. The catchment management authority (CMA)
levy was taken away by the Premier, which he
promised to do. It gets worse, because he has
introduced a tax on water by stealth. Before, CMAs
decided at a local level where the money went. They
used local skills and knowledge to spend that levy at a
local level, but now the process has been decentralised
to Melbourne where decisions will be made. The
government has all the say. All the say has been taken
away from local people who will be contributing to the
levy.
In describing what this bill does I want to acknowledge
that there is some strong support for an environmental
levy. The concern the Liberal Party has is in the
administration and equity of this levy, which I prefer to
call a tax. Going through the explanations in the bill,
clause 1 amends the Water Industry Act to provide for
environmental contributions to be paid by water supply
authorities. Clause 3 inserts a new part 9 in the Water
Industry Act and sets out the various arrangements for
environmental contributions, including review and
reporting requirements. There is a new section 191
which sets out the definitions of words and terms used
in the bill. New section 192 establishes the obligation
for the authorities to pay annual contributions into the
consolidated fund, and the time frames are listed. New
section 193 provides for annual environmental
contributions to be made for subsequent periods
following the first period. It provides that the minister
may specify in the order a period for which annual
contributions must be made. New section 194 sets out
the purpose for which environmental contributions may
be collected. New section 195 requires the minister to
prepare a report no later than three months after the end
of each financial year, setting out the details of the
expenditure. New section 196 deals with reviews and
reporting.
I want to make it plain that we are not opposing this
bill. However, we urge the house to support the
opposition in making it much better. To that end the
opposition intends to move three amendments in the
committee stage to improve clause 3, which
amendments establish a committee to oversee the
process of spending the money, make the bill much
more transparent and improve the government’s
accountability. I believe the amendments deserve
support. If this house believes in transparency and
accountability, members should support these
amendments, because they provide the public with a
total picture of how their money is going to be spent.
Clause 4 contains new schedule 4, and it is quite
interesting to look at the schedule, which lists what
each water authority has to contribute. You
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immediately look at your own water authorities.
Goulburn Valley Regional Water Authority will pay
$1.5 million a year once this scheme gets under way.
Goulburn Murray Rural Water Authority will pay
$1.24 million a year, and North East Region Water
Authority will pay $1.18 million. So you can see that it
is a considerable amount of money. However, when
you come to the metropolitan authorities you find what
they have to pay. I have an interest in looking at Yarra
Valley Water Ltd, which is partly in my electorate. It
will have to pay $16.72 million a year, and I bet that
$16.72 million will not be spent in the catchment that
Yarra Valley Water Ltd covers.
So the government has created a slush fund totalling
$40 million in the first year, $60 million in the second
year and $225 million over four years. Of that there will
be about $100 million coming up to the next election.
Guess how many advertisements $100 million will
buy? It will be quite a lot.
The legislation does not provide any direction to water
authorities on how they should collect this
environmental contribution from their customers. It is
obvious to me that the authorities will just put 5 per
cent on the bill. It will not be listed out as a separate
charge, it will be hidden within the body of individual
bills. It will be unequal for some customers over others,
because the cost of water varies and therefore the levy
will vary. Some water users will pay many, many times
more than other water users on this environmental levy.
In an article dated 18 August, Peter Hunt, a well-known
journalist with the Weekly Times, reports on this bill.
The article states:
The Victorian government is using contentious legal advice to
ensure Victoria’s new 5 per cent water levy remains a hidden
tax.

The article goes on to explain how the levy works and
supposedly where the money goes. It states:
But householders and farmers won’t see the levy as a
transparent change on their water bills.
...
Some regional water authority executives say they are
sceptical of the government’s motives and legal advice.
One executive who did not want to be named —

and I can fully understand why a water authority
executive would not want to be named in this day and
age —
said the government was leaving water authorities to face
angry customers.
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‘From the customers’ perspective, they’re going to blame
us ...
‘Whereas if it was listed on their bill as a separate item, then
it’d make it clear that it was a state government charge.’

The state government would not do that. It talks about
transparency when in fact it is actually hiding
everything it can, and I am not just talking about water.
One of the worst aspects of this bill is that there is no
independent body overseeing how this money is to be
managed. The environmental contributions have to be
reported to Parliament, but that is retrospective and
could easily be fudged in an election year. All the
money could be well and truly spent in the lead-up to
an election, and quite frankly, once the election is over
the issue is all over. The government could easily have
the advantage of that money in an election period to
promote itself, pretending it is for environmental
concerns or benefits.
Mr Lenders interjected.
Hon. E. G. STONEY — Mr Lenders, your
government has a track record of doing that, and I will
come to that in a minute when I talk about Mr Bracks
and the helicopter.
The second-reading speech explains that environmental
contributions — in my parlance, the water tax — are in
part to promote the sustainable management of water,
and that means advertising. For example, the
government could advertise water saving device
installation or it could be advertising and marketing the
Bracks record on water. It could advertise how many
water saving devices have been installed. This could all
be used quite arguably at election time by promoting
the sustainable management of water but clearly
promoting how good the government is at the same
time.
By way of answering an interjection earlier I mentioned
the infamous helicopter ride with Mr Bracks pointing
out the half-full — or if you are a pessimist, the
half-empty — reservoirs around Melbourne. It will all
be done again — it is perfectly plausible — in the name
of saving water, but promoting the government in the
process. I think the exercise of Mr Bracks in the
helicopter will stick in people’s minds for a long time,
and it cost taxpayers a lot of money as the Premier used
the water shortage as a hook to promote himself.
The Leader of the Government mentioned the federal
government, and I am very glad to bring up the federal
government’s record. The Australian of
14 September — yesterday — has a double-page
spread on how the federal government has recognised
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the very important issue of water and the environment.
It reports that Mr Howard has poured $2 billion into a
vote-winning water plan. It states:
John Howard has unveiled $2 billion to tackle Australia’s
chronic water problems in a move aimed at shoring up green
and rural voters on an issue he described as the ‘great
conservation challenge of our time’.

I tend to agree with that, and I am sure that everyone in
this house would agree that water is the biggest issue
facing Victoria and Australia. The two-page spread
continues:
It also builds on other water conservation initiatives such as
the $500 million program to restore environmental water
flows to the Murray River.

You could say that Howard’s plan is quite visionary,
and major federal projects are important if Australia is
to solve and manage its water in the future. One
scheme, which has been talked about for years, is to
bring water from the north. I know it is fanciful, but I
am going to raise it again, because it has been raised
only in the last few days in an interesting article in the
Age. In my opinion it should not be dismissed lightly.
We have to have that sort of vision for our long term,
and our children will probably have to administer it. It
has been dismissed lightly in the past, but I suspect that
in the future it will become a reality. The article is by
Colin Fraser. It is headed ‘Watering the dry continent’.
Australia can overcome the tyranny of water shortage, but it
will need inspired leadership.

The article goes on quite in depth to describe visionary
major world projects of the past. It cites the Panama
Canal and others. Then it goes on to say:
In today’s Australia a challenge of comparable size exists in
our need to overcome the tyranny of water shortage. To the
clear-eyed scientists of the 19th century the answer would be
obvious: Australia already has more than enough water to
supply everybody’s needs now and into the distant future.
Between 80–90 per cent of the continent’s water falls north of
the tropic of Capricorn.

I think this is the pertinent bit of the whole article:
Australia has no shortage of water even in its direst, driest
years. It simply falls in the wrong places.

The article goes on to suggest and cite two major
projects that Australia could undertake on a nationwide
basis. It talks about a dam on the flood-prone Flinders
River in Queensland and suggests that water be piped to
the Murray–Darling Basin and of course through to
Adelaide. The cost of that would be roughly what the
federal government announced this week — about
$2 billion.
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The second one I have some knowledge of is the
shortage of water in Perth. Perth has a chronic shortage
of water because, firstly, it has a small catchment and a
growing city, and secondly, because it has to supply
Kalgoorlie. The suggestion in this article is that water
would be brought from the Fitzroy River country to
Kalgoorlie and — it does not say it in the article but I
assume it would be — taken through to Perth on that
pipeline that at the moment runs from Perth to
Kalgoorlie. Anyone who has been over in that part of
the country would understand the dire need for water in
the west. Yet in the north of Western Australia and in
the Northern Territory there is water everywhere. The
article winds up with the problems, of course. It states:
The states are jealous of the constitutional entitlements and of
the increasing monetary value of the water that falls unequally
within their territory. And the states do nothing decisive to
break the timid view that Australia must always remain
drought-prone and living on the edge of water poverty. It is
time now to recapture a little of the spirit of the 19th century
and to begin creating a modest eighth wonder of the industrial
world.

I do not raise this concept lightly. I raise it in an attempt
to give a big lateral view or a big picture view of the
biggest issue in Australia — water. I think we all agree
on that. At a time like this when we are discussing this
environmental initiative of the government it is good to
bring up things like this to give a wider view of distant
possibilities that may happen in the future. They are
things we should never dismiss. We built the Snowy
Mountain scheme, and that must have been awesome at
the time. If we can build the Snowy Mountain scheme
in Australia we can certainly do what I have just
outlined. It is a very interesting thing to think about, and
it is something I think we should all sleep on. Perhaps
in the future opportunities may arise that we do not
even consider possible now.
There is no doubt that the water authorities in Victoria
have been put under enormous pressure in recent times.
I think this new tax will add a further burden on them as
they collect the tax and try to defend its collection to
their clients. Poor old Goulburn-Murray Water is under
the pump — if you will pardon the pun — on many
issues and on many fronts. I feel a bit sorry for the
chairman, Don Cummins, who has just been appointed
to the job. I know Don Cummins very well. He is a
very capable man, and he has done very well with the
shire issue with Delatite, Mansfield and Benalla. He
certainly has a job ahead of him with Goulburn-Murray
Water, and I wish him well.
The Country News of 8 September 2004 reports the
Auditor-General’s findings on Goulburn-Murray
Water. Some of the recommendations of the
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Auditor-General include the separation of
Goulburn-Murray Water’s water supply operations by
creating a new agency; more public disclosure of water
rights and licences; that the Department of
Sustainability and Environment provide annual reports
on all Victorian water trading, not just on Watermove;
internal audits of water trading by every water
authority; the creation of a uniform register of all water
rights and licences; strengthening Goulburn-Murray
Water’s computerisation and controls on trading; and
that the company develop a fraud management strategy.
I am sure Mr Baxter would know about water fraud in
the old days and of people going out in the middle of
the night with a shovel and pinching water. Nowadays I
believe it is very sophisticated.
Hon. W. A. Lovell interjected.
Hon. E. G. STONEY — I thought they used to jam
a dead tortoise in the wheel.
Hon. W. A. Lovell — No, it was a frozen carp.
Hon. E. G. STONEY — Of course, when it thawed
out, the wheel would start turning again. The
Auditor-General further recommended that
Goulburn-Murray Water should read the meters more
frequently towards the end of the season and develop a
three-year water trading business plan.
I understand Goulburn-Murray Water is keen to adopt
these recommendations, but it will cost a lot of money
and perhaps that will slow down the water trading
process. Of course, you have to ask where
Goulburn-Murray Water will get the money. It will get
it from its customers of course. The government water
reforms include the 80-20 deal, and this is limited to the
Goulburn-Murray region. It will deliver 20 per cent of
irrigators’ sales water back to the environment in return
for $100 million in concessions and infrastructure
improvements to the Goulburn-Murray systems.
In Eildon, which is very close to my heart, the
restoration project has blown out to $52 million. Only
recently it was discovered that an extra $22.5 million
needed to be spent. At this stage as far as I can
determine the government will only fund about
$8 million in total, so Goulburn-Murray Water has a
big headache to find the rest of that.
We find irrigators have had their water reduced by
20 per cent. Irrigators already pay $10 of every $40 for
every megalitre into the Goulburn-Murray Water asset
renewal fund. This is to replace Goulburn-Murray
Water’s ageing infrastructure. The Weekly Times of
8 September reports that irrigators will pay an
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additional $2 to $3 per megalitre for the Eildon
blow-out. So the irrigators in that area may be hit three
times. It is not really double dipping but triple dipping.
In 2007 it will be four times as the new tax — or if you
like the environmental contribution — starts to bite. It
is no wonder that irrigators are concerned and furious.
Ms Lovell has attended, and I am sure some members
of The Nationals have attended, meetings in Shepparton
and in Numurkah. The irrigators over that way are very,
very concerned about the escalating costs of their water.
Mr Dudley Bryant is quoted in the Weekly Times of
8 September:
We’re concerned about sales deal and the price of water. My
water price has gone up by 45 per cent in the past two
seasons.

I can only imagine what Mr Bryant will be paying in
2007 when this new tax starts to bite.
I wish to explain again that we are not opposing this
piece of legislation; we are attempting to improve it.
This levy, which really is a tax, has no transparency in
its administration. We are talking about more than
$225 million over four years with no transparency.
Some industry groups such as the garden industry and
some of the nursery people have suggested that the
money might go into a special fund administered by a
skills-based board. I think that is not a bad idea. I think
it is unhealthy if the Treasurer holds all the power. I do
not think that is healthy at all.
I am concerned about comments made by many people
that the Murray River is dying. This is simply not true. I
am concerned that Mark Latham has promised to put
1500 gigalitres down the river. There is no science to
support that; 1500 gigalitres is really just a green
number pulled out of a hat. People up the river are
asking, ‘Where will the water come from?’. It will
come from the users, from agriculture. I have to say that
in my opinion 1500 gigalitres at this time is impossible.
In fact 500 gigalitres is impossible without pain. That is
reflected by today’s Weekly Times, which has an article
on a report that demonstrates that 500 gigalitres is
impossible to achieve. This fact is starkly reported in
the paper today. I quote:
Buying back irrigation water to revive the Murray River
could rip more than $1 billion over 20 years and up to
900 jobs out of regional communities, a new study has
concluded.
Undertaken by the Centre for International Economics, the
study calculated the economic impact of the Living Murray
first step initiative, which aims to return 500 gigalitres to the
Murray.
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It estimates the annual cost of the initiative to be $88 million a
year, of which local irrigators would shoulder $32 million, or
a 2 per cent cut in annual income.
The rest would fall on processing industries and regional
communities, the report said.
Job losses would number between 400 and 900 in irrigation
and related industries ...

If that is going to happen with 500 gigalitres, what
would happen with 1500 gigalitres? The impact would
be probably three times as great. To quote Mark
Latham, that is a squeeze on a squeeze. It is no wonder
that people are nervous about Mark.
Speaking about the Murray, I think we need to
acknowledge just how much work has been done over
many years, especially with salinity. The salinity is
much better and irrigation techniques are much better.
You rarely see water running down the road from
irrigation paddocks any more. In the past I have seen
that up round Echuca and down at Maffra. It is not a
good look, but I believe it has all changed. I am not sure
that we can continue to grow cotton and rice in
Australia unless we have some major vision, as I
outlined earlier. I am not convinced Mokoan has to
close. It will have a major impact on the town of
Benalla.
Being fair, I think the government’s white paper is quite
valuable in parts. It certainly sets a benchmark for
Victoria. The suggestions for recycling water are good.
Recycling is a very good part solution to our problem.
In my electorate Mount Buller is looking seriously at
recycling water to make snow — a very good outcome
up there. Of course there are a lot of jokes about that,
but no one mentions yellow snow on Mount Buller. On
Mount Buller recycling the water to make snow will
save both power and water. Anywhere east of
Mansfield is short of power in the winter as the snow
guns fire up. Sometimes the heater fans stop — that is
how much impact there is on that mountain and how
much power snow guns draw.
In conclusion, I am concerned that this bill centralises
environmental decisions. It is not healthy, and it is open
to manipulation. As this tax is implemented and as this
money is diverted to the government instead of
mainstream environment, every time people press the
button they will think, ‘That is another 5 per cent to
assist the government coffers, and I do not like it’. If
that happens I believe it will actually turn people
against the very environment that we are trying to
protect.
Debate adjourned on motion of
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern).
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Debate adjourned until next day.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

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

St Kilda Primary School: Brighton Road
crossing
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — In July there
was a tragic accident on Brighton Road in my
electorate. A young 13-year-old girl, Maria Sokolova,
lost half her arm when she was hit by a tram on the
notorious Brighton Road school crossing.
I ask the Minister for Transport in another place to
assist me with this issue. I had reported the issue to the
minister before and had asked for his assistance on this
crossing well before the July accident. I remind the
chamber of the stretch of road: it is the extension of
St Kilda Road opposite the St Kilda Primary School. It
is a particularly wide stretch of the road, which has two
tram lines, two service roads, one major four-lane
highway and two bicycle tracks. It is a very, very wide
road for small children to have to cross. The time
sequence of the pedestrian lights does not give small
children enough time to get across the road, and they
are stranded in the middle, just as Maria was. It is
amazing that there have not been more accidents on that
particular strip of road. I defy any able-bodied person to
get across the road in a timely fashion.
The school community is particularly active, supportive
and very, very positive. I commend it on its approach.
The small children designed outfits and dressed as cars
to make a major statement to the minister and
VicRoads, demanding a safer crossing. They wanted to
emphasise that VicRoads favours and supports cars
over pedestrians — in this instance, over children. An
article in the Herald Sun of 1 September reports Julie
Shields, a member of the Brighton Road crossing
committee, as saying the following as her description:
‘You have to pull your bottom in, pull your bag in, pull your
kids in, and your bicycle and your pram. So it’s a real
crunch — it’s very frightening,’ Ms Shields said, adding that
the trams should have to stop when the traffic rights are red.
‘There’s no traffic control when the trams come in, so the
kids think they’ve got a green walking man, but in actual fact
the trams don’t have to stop,’ she said.

The article also states:
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‘The trams never stop and you have to wait for a long time to
cross,’ said nine-year-old St Kilda Primary School student
Patrick Creighton.

It is not good enough. We cannot have our children
being unsafe on roads. I ask the minister: what has been
done since July to alleviate this problem and what
permanent structures and procedures have been in place
to ensure this never ever happens again?
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Motor vehicles: government fleet
Hon. J. H. EREN (Geelong) — I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister for Finance. Recently I
visited the Ford Motor Company in North Geelong to
talk to management and workers about issues relating
to the car industry in Australia and how that affects
operations at Ford Geelong. Since I left the employ of
Ford as a worker in 1991, there have certainly been
some major changes to the company. Back then the
future was not as clear as it is today. Thanks to the
foresight of all concerned in the industry, it is now a
thriving and growing industry, looking at increasing
exports.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — So it has got better
since you left?
Hon. J. H. EREN — The minister is possibly right,
but I think that before I left I implemented some critical
changes that were needed at the time.
Some of the indicators are the millions of dollars of
new investment in the plant at Geelong, showing the
commitment that this major corporation has to Geelong
and the wider community. I was also informed that one
of the main reasons for the recent success of Ford is the
new home-grown Ford Territory, which apparently is
selling like hot cakes. It is estimated that a large number
of those vehicles will be exported overseas. I am
informed that Ford has spent $500 million in bringing
this model to the market.
It is an opportune time for us collectively to also
support this success by including the new Ford
Territory in our government fleet. Therefore the action I
am seeking is for the minister to have his department
investigate the possibility of including the
Victorian-made Ford Territory in the government fleet.

Grand prix: government support
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) — I seek
assistance from the Minister for Sport and Recreation
on the basis that the issue I raise is about motor sport
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and enthusiasts of motor sport. I ask the minister to take
note of an article in the major regional newspaper, the
South Gippsland Sentinel-Times, under the heading
‘Grand prix threat’. The subheading says that the state
government will not renew contracts for the Australian
motorcycle and Formula One grand prix races, unless
the federal government offsets the events’ financial
losses.
The article appeared on 7 September, so it is quite
recent. There would be a devastating effect on Phillip
Island if the state government reneged on and walked
away from its commitments to the motorcycle grand
prix. I also suggest that the impact of the state
government walking away from its financial support for
the Australian grand prix and Formula One races at
Albert Park would be a devastating blow to the
economy of Victoria. That comment came from a
serving Bracks government minister, so it has
credibility — and it can be verified. The impact of the
loss of the motorcycle grand prix on Phillip Island, part
of my electorate, would be absolutely extreme.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — Which minister are
your referring to?
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN — I am glad you asked,
Mr Theophanous, since it is a matter of record. It is
Minister Pandazopoulos, and he was quoted during his
visit to Inverloch. All that is detailed in the article,
which I would be happy to provide.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous — I hope you have not
misrepresented the minister.
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN — No, it is in the paper. I
am quoting from the paper. Bass Coast Shire mayor,
Cr John Hulley, has branded the demand as
short-sighted and unacceptable. I am quoted in the
paper as saying that it is a cheap stunt in relation to the
federal election campaign that is under way and that I
am extremely concerned about the financial impact on
part of my electorate, an important function for the state
and the economy, particularly the economy of Phillip
Island.
I ask: will the minister ensure that a more responsible
attitude to retaining these important sporting events is
immediately taken and that the state government
follows its commitments and that those commitments
will continue?
Mr Viney — On a point of order, President,
Mr Bowden is purportedly quoting something that he is
expecting the minister at the table to respond to tonight.
It would be appropriate that the full context of this is
able to be understood by the minister, and I ask that he
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provide that to the minister so that he is able to verify
the comment and understand the context of the
comment for his response.
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN — Of course I am only too
pleased to table the document that I am quoting from.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I ask Mr Bowden to
pass it over to the minister.

Consumer affairs: television tracking devices
Mr SOMYUREK (Eumemmerring) — I raise a
matter for the Minister for Consumer Affairs
concerning the unscrupulous practices of people trading
in devices which they say will restore the Television
and Radio Broadcast Services — TARBS — World
TV service. Before going into receivership a few
months ago, TARBS World TV broadcast in various
community languages to 58 000 people throughout
Australia. Subscribers to the service were, as you would
expect, predominantly from non-English-speaking
backgrounds, so their proficiency in the English
language was not great. That certainly leaves them open
to unethical individuals and companies that seek to
exploit the situation. I understand the decoder devices,
which can cost up to $300 or $400, do not restore the
TARBS World TV service. The company is in
receivership and anyone claiming that the devices
restore TARBS World TV service should be reported.
The subscribers have become quite attached to the TV
service. A lot of the people have come from countries
where civil war is continuing, so that was their sole
source of information on their home countries. They
would basically do anything to get that TV service
restored. It is concerning that, as I said, unscrupulous
and unethical people will seek to exploit the situation.
For other subscribers to this channel it was a strong
source of information. It disseminated information in
their various languages, so it really did keep them in
touch with the rest of the world. I therefore ask the
minister to investigate this trade in decoder devices.

Prisons: capacity
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) — I
wish to pose a query to the Minister for Corrections in
the other place. It relates to some security risks
associated with the closure of a number of country jails.
The Bracks government, as with everything else it does,
has been dragging the chain — no pun intended — in
relation to its prison building program. As it approaches
the completion of its first new jail in the five years since
it was elected, there is an underlying safety concern.
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That is the reason for my raising this adjournment
matter.
The facts are that the Bracks Labor government has
committed to closing the 132-bed medium-security old
Beechworth jail and is in the throes of constructing a
120-bed minimum security jail. However, I am reliably
advised that it is proceeding with the closure of the
Won Wron prison in Yarram, despite much community
angst. That minimum-security jail currently holds
127 prisoners, and I am advised by the people at the jail
that they will be transferring those prisoners from Won
Wron to Beechworth jail, effectively transplanting them
into the new Beechworth jail.
The intended decommissioning of the old Beechworth
jail by the end of 2004 will mean in effect that
132 more medium-security prisoners are being dumped
elsewhere in an already overcrowded prison system for
the simple reason that they cannot be placed into the
new 120-bed jail currently being built. The people of
Victoria should be aware that the closure of a number
of our jails holding high or medium-security prisoners
and moving them into another part of an already
overstretched system is a certain recipe for further
problems and a continuation of the reoffending rate.
Given that there are absolutely no plans in the
government’s forward agenda to construct any medium
or maximum-security jails, I ask what action the
minister is intending to take to deal with these
132 medium-security prisoners being transferred from
the old Beechworth jail into another part of Victoria’s
already overcrowded prison system.

Police: Clayton station
Hon. ANDREW BRIDESON (Waverley) — I
wish to raise an issue with the minister at the table, the
Minister for Energy Industries, to pass on to the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services in the
other place. It is in relation to staffing levels and the
condition of the Clayton police station. This is a police
station that I have mentioned on several occasions
during my parliamentary career, but I more specifically
mentioned it on 18 October 2001. On that occasion I
called for the minister to guarantee the rebuilding and
relocation of the Clayton police station in the Clayton
shopping centre to give it a shopfront style in an effort
to bring the police closer to the community they
serve — and I must say the station serves the Clayton
community very well — because there is a lot of
drug-taking in the laneways behind the shops around
the Clayton shopping centre. I must inform the house
that, tragically, a couple of weeks ago a young man
took a fatal overdose in the toilets at the centre, and this
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resulted in a meeting of interested players — the
shopkeepers, the police, health and social workers et
cetera.
One of the outcomes of that meeting was an article in
the Oakleigh–Springvale Dandenong Leader on
Wednesday, 8 September, in which the senior sergeant
at Clayton reported that the station is 30 per cent down
on staffing levels, which obviously means there is a
lower number of police patrols in the Clayton
community.
One of the reasons that there is a low staffing level is
that ‘nobody wants to work there’ according to the
senior sergeant from the police station. The region 4
division 2 superintendent, Trevor Parkes, has also
conceded that the Clayton police station reputation as
being hardworking could deter potential staff members
who might think that they would not be able to handle
it. This is despite the fact that the guys and the
policewomen who work there do a great job. Even
Police Association secretary Paul Mullet agrees that a
review of staffing levels at Clayton is needed again,
because police may not want to go there if they know it
is not properly resourced. I am convinced that if the
station were rebuilt and relocated there would not be a
staffing issue. I ask the minister to ensure that Clayton
police station is fully staffed and that it be rebuilt and
relocated as requested by me on 18 October 2001.

Mental health: funding
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — Tonight I wish to
raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Health in the other place. It concerns acute mental
health beds east of Melbourne. Last night I spoke to a
very distraught psychiatric nurse who outlined the
extremely difficult circumstances that she and her
colleagues are working under. She works in the Flynn
unit at the Latrobe Regional Hospital, which is a 25-bed
unit catering for those with severe mental illnesses.
These are the only such beds east of Dandenong, and as
well as there being no specific drug and alcohol unit in
the region, one can well imagine that the demand for
these beds is extremely high. In fact there is always an
over demand for these beds.
I am informed that during the day there are regularly 30
or so patients in the particular unit, and this is in excess
of what the facility was designed to cater for. I am told
that at night those patients who are unable to occupy
one of the 25 beds spend their night in a local motel or
caravan park if motels are not available. This is a far
from satisfactory situation for both the patients
concerned and for other people staying in those motels
and caravan parks. These people should be supervised
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24 hours a day, because that is the reason they were
admitted to hospital in the first place.
With overcrowding at the facility there is also
tremendous stress on the nurses looking after those
people. I am informed that currently there are four
nurses off work due to physical injuries inflicted on
them by some of the patients in this particular unit.
Caring for psychiatric patients is a difficult task at the
best of times, but their task is being made doubly
difficult by the inadequate facilities available for the
treatment of these particular people. There is no doubt
that the Gippsland region and the region east of
Melbourne requires more acute mental health beds. I
ask as a matter of urgency whether the Minister for
Health in another place will look into this situation and
give a commitment towards improving the situation at
the Latrobe Regional Hospital mental health unit and
provide more beds so that people suffering from these
mental health illnesses can be properly cared for.

Sunshine Hospital: intensive care unit
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — My matter is
for the attention of the Minister for Health in the other
place. It concerns the vital need in Victoria for intensive
care beds and the crisis in intensive care that Victoria
faces. The report of the Australian and New Zealand
Intensive Care Society brought down recently shows
that Victoria has the second-lowest ratio of intensive
care beds in Australia at 1.94 per cent of acute hospital
beds. We also know that Victoria has one of the lowest
ratios of hospital beds to population.
Hon. David Koch — Shame!
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — Shame indeed, Mr Koch.
The national average of intensive care beds is 2.35 per
cent, so we are well below that. Only one state is below
us.
It is important to add, too, that the impact of this small
number of intensive care beds is both bad clinically and
dumb financially. It is clear from the high readmission
rate that people are being forced out of intensive care
early. The readmission rate in Victoria is the highest in
Australia at 4.6 per cent, while the national average is
3.98 per cent of adult intensive care unit (ICU) patients.
That is far too high, bad clinically and dumb
financially.
But my interest tonight relates to the Sunshine Hospital
intensive care unit that was never opened and never
commissioned. It was originally a Kennett government
initiative but was supported by the Bracks government.
The People Focus magazine of December 2001
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reported that the Premier and the then Minister for
Health, the Honourable John Thwaites in the other
house, had opened the $44 million redevelopment,
which included an eight-bed intensive care unit and
coronary care unit, at Sunshine Hospital, so the Bracks
government was determined to open it. Indeed, it
inquired into intensive care services and the report titled
‘Planning for intensive care’ in June 2001 made a
number of recommendations.
One of those was that the Department of Human
Services increase the total number of available
ventilated ICU beds in Victoria to meet the national
average, a minimum increase of 25 beds. The report
said that the planned commissioning of the Sunshine
Hospital critical care unit should proceed regardless of
the potential need to recruit appropriately qualified
medical staff. It said this should be the no. 1 priority.
Instead of commissioning it the Bracks government has
turned the Sunshine Hospital intensive care unit into a
film studio, where the filming of Stingers, Skithouse,
Salem’s Lot and other movies and television shows is
now what occurs in the intensive care units.
Hon. T. C. Theophanous interjected.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — It is dumb,
Mr Theophanous, and you know it is dumb. It is a
scandal. The Minister for Health should stand up and
explain to the house why that is. My question is: will
the Bracks government close the film studio at
Sunshine Hospital and commission the eight-bed
intensive care unit? Indeed, perhaps the minister could
explain what the drum kit is used for.

Responses
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I received a question from the
Honourable Andrea Coote for the Minister for
Transport in the other place relating to the extension of
St Kilda Road and the crossing there. She relayed to the
house a number of her concerns in relation to the
schoolchildren who protested about trying to get an
upgrade on that crossing. I will certainly pass those
concerns on to the Minister for Transport for a response
to her.
The Honourable John Eren raised an issue for the
Minister for Finance relating to the Ford Geelong
success story in being able to upgrade its operation and
to begin producing the Ford Territory, which has been
successful and has created a significant amount of
employment in the Geelong region. Mr Eren has asked
the minister to consider including in the government
fleet purchases — presumably that would include the
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politician’s fleet as well — an option around a Ford
Territory in recognition of it as an Australian-made
vehicle. I will certainly pass that request on to the
minister.
The Honourable Ron Bowden asked a question in
which he quoted extensively from the South Gippsland
Sentinel-Times, which is sometimes referred to as an
independent source of news, where Minister
Pandazopoulos from the other house was quoted about
the significant costs for the state each year in running
the two grand prix — the Australian Formula One
Grand Prix and the Australian Motorcycle Grand
Prix — and the suggestion by Minister Pandazopoulos
that it would be helpful if the federal government were
to provide some funding to help Victoria meet its
obligations in relation to these events and to ensure they
stay in Victoria.
I will pass on the request of the honourable member,
although I think both the article and Mr Bowden have
misrepresented what the minister was saying. He
certainly was not saying that the grand prix was closing
down. He was seeking federal government support, but
as usual the opposition would prefer that the federal
government did not assist.
Hon. R. H. Bowden — On a point of order,
President, my request of the government was in the
form of an assurance, and it was clearly spelled out in
what I asked for. I am not seeking a running
commentary from the minister who is present in the
chamber on any motives or any other aspect of it, but I
want him to bring it to the attention of the correct
minister and seek a response. I am reacting to the
concerns of my constituents.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Members can raise a
point of order but cannot debate it or give a running
commentary. Under the standing orders and sessional
orders, the way the minister deals with the adjournment
matter is a matter for the minister. The minister is
responding to the matter raised by the Honourable Ron
Bowden. The minister has concluded his remarks on
that and I ask him to move on to other matters that were
raised.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Thank you,
President, and I am just as keen as you are to go home,
but it is important, when these kinds of issues are raised
in the house, that ministers put them into context, and I
will continue to do that.
Mr Somyurek asked a question for the Minister for
Consumer Affairs related to Television and Radio
Broadcast Services and his concerns about the way they
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were affecting the ethnic communities. I will pass that
on to the relevant minister for a response directly to
Mr Somyurek.
The Honourable Richard Dalla-Riva asked a question
for the Minister for Corrections in the other place
relating to the government’s building program. He
indicated his concern that the building program be such
that it would be able to accommodate the 132 extra
prisoners that he referred to. I will pass that request on
to the relevant minister for response directly to the
member.
The Honourable Andrew Brideson raised a question for
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services in the
other place in relation to the Clayton police station. He
requested a rebuilding and relocation of the police
station and increased staffing. He referred to a number
of events around the area of Clayton as his rationale for
the request. I will pass that request on to the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services. In so doing I
remind the honourable member that this government
has put huge resources into this area including hundreds
more police, and that has benefited areas including
Clayton.
The Honourable Peter Hall raised a question for the
Minister for Health in the other place which related to
acute mental health beds. He highlighted in particular
the issue of the Latrobe Regional Hospital, as I
understand it, and he was concerned that there were
inadequate mental health beds there. Again, I point out
to the honourable member that there have been
significant increases in funding in the hospital area
from the Bracks government. However, I have been in
this place for a long time, and I did not hear the
honourable member get up and make a similar request
when Hobsons Park in Traralgon was closed by the
previous government. Nevertheless, I will pass his
request on to the relevant minister for response.
Finally, the Honourable David Davis raised a question,
also for the Minister for Health in the other place. His
question was again in relation to more intensive care
beds and his concern for the Sunshine area of
Melbourne, which is a fair way from his electorate.
Again, I remind the honourable member that there have
been significant increases in personnel, in nurses and in
resources provided to the health system under the
current government, and that will continue. I will pass
his request on, but I point out to the honourable
member that hopefully a federal Labor government will
be elected and the health system will get even more
funds than it currently has.
House adjourned 10.35 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (Hon. M. M. Gould) took the
chair at 9.32 a.m. and read the prayer.

PETITIONS
Motor registration fees: concessions
Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western) presented a petition
from certain citizens of Victoria requesting that the
Victorian government abandon the proposal to
increase the cost of car registration for Victorian
pensioners by $78.50 as it will detrimentally impact
upon those who are financially unable to pay by
jeopardising their freedom of movement, removing
their independence and diminishing their quality of
life (298 signatures).
Laid on table.

Rail: Nunawading crossing
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) presented a
petition from certain citizens of Victoria praying
that the Parliament undertake to ensure that the
Victorian government immediately instruct its road
and rail authorities to undertake a feasibility study
into the costs of a grade separation of the rail and
road crossing on Springvale Road, Nunawading,
conduct a traffic study on the contribution of the
level crossing into the accident record of the
Springvale Road and Whitehorse Road intersection,
and work with the Royal Automobile Club of
Victoria, Whitehorse council and Connex on the
development of the Nunawading station precinct as
a means of improving the public transport facilities
(1694 signatures).
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Ambulance services: Alexandra
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) presented a
petition from certain citizens of Victoria praying
that the Minister for Health and the Victorian
government reverse its policy of imposing a board
appointed by the Minister for Health on the
Alexandra and District Ambulance Service
(1593 signatures).
Laid on table.

Motor registration fees: concessions
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) presented a
petition from certain citizens of Victoria requesting
that the Victorian government abandon
immediately the introduction of motor vehicle
registration fees on low and fixed-income people
(487 signatures).
Laid on table.

INSPECTOR OF MUNICIPAL
ADMINISTRATION
Melbourne: chief executive officer
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
By leave, I move:
That there be laid before this house a copy of the report of the
inspector of municipal administration concerning the
disclosure of confidential information relating to the
appointment of the chief executive officer at the Melbourne
City Council, September 2004.

Motion agreed to.
Laid on table.

Laid on table.

Life Education: funding

DRUGS AND CRIME PREVENTION
COMMITTEE

Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) presented a
petition from certain citizens of Victoria praying
that the Minister for Education Services and the
Victorian government increase government funding
to the Life Education program to enable Life
Education to continue to deliver vital life, health and
drug education programs to the students of Victoria
(525 signatures).

Motion agreed to.

Laid on table.

Laid on table.

Overseas evidence-seeking trip
Mr SCHEFFER (Monash) — By leave, I move:
That there be laid before this house a copy of the report from
the Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee upon its overseas
study tour, July 2004.

Mr SCHEFFER (Monash) — I move:
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That the Council take note of the report.

The Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee is
conducting two inquiries — one into violence
associated with motor vehicle use and the other into
strategies that can reduce harmful alcohol consumption.
The terms of reference for each investigation require
the committee to examine and review international
developments in these areas.
While the consumption of alcohol is an international
phenomenon, Europe is the continent where per capita
alcohol consumption is the highest in the world. It is a
region of many jurisdictions where considerable
attention has been given to the development of
strategies that are capable of reducing the incidence of
harmful alcohol consumption. Europe is also a
continent where there is considerable expertise in the
area of road safety and road transport, and the
committee felt that the work being undertaken in
research centres such as the Belgium Institute for Road
Safety would be valuable — and it was. The committee
travelled to the UK, Belgium, France, Portugal, Italy
and Sweden and met with 125 individuals from
77 departments within 53 organisations.
The Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee’s Report
on Overseas Evidence-Seeking Trip presents an account
of the discussions conducted with members of
parliaments and assemblies; representatives of
government departments; experts in relevant fields of
research including health, education and alcohol and
drug dependence; representatives of non-government
organisations and of the alcohol industry — such as
producers, retailers and proprietors of hotels,
restaurants and cafes — as well as representatives of
advertising self-regulatory organisations.
A great many documents were collected that will be
further examined and used as source material for the
preparation of the final reports. These have now been
catalogued for easy retrieval and reference.
I would like to thank and congratulate my fellow
committee members: the deputy chair, Robin Cooper;
Ian Maxfield; Kim Wells; Sang Nguyen; and Bill Sykes
for their hard work, insight, patience and good humour
during what was a very demanding schedule of
meetings and site visits.
I would also like to express the committee’s immense
appreciation of the work of our executive officer, Sandy
Cook, who accompanied and supported the committee
unstintingly from start to finish. Sandy Cook’s calm
management of the logistics and her grasp of the often
complex issues and data was invaluable to the success
of our work.
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Back home in Melbourne Pete Johnston, Emma White,
Sandi Jensen, James Rowe and Jamie Walfisch
provided the backup support — additional briefings and
expert advice whenever we needed it.
On behalf of the committee members I would like to
thank them for their great assistance. A discussion
paper on the inquiry into strategies to reduce harmful
alcohol consumption will be released shortly, and the
final report will be tabled in March 2005.
The final report of the inquiry into violence associated
with motor vehicle use will be tabled in the Parliament
in December.
Motion agreed to.

NOTICES OF MOTION
Notices of motion given.
Hon. J. G. HILTON having given notice of motion:
Hon. A. P. Olexander — On a point of order,
President, I draw your attention to a ruling made in the
other place yesterday, under identical circumstances, by
the Speaker. When motions identical to these were
moved by members of the lower house, she ruled that,
because the motions were worded identically and only
certain details in the motions were changed, they were
out of order. I draw her ruling to your attention and ask
you to rule similarly in this case.
Ms Carbines — On the point of order, President,
along with other government members we submitted
these motions to the papers office for consideration by
the clerks, and they have been formally lodged.
The PRESIDENT — Order! With respect to rulings
in the other house, on this occasion I do not believe
these motions fall into that category, and I do not
uphold the point of order. We will hear the motions. As
members would appreciate, these motions are not
recorded in Hansard but they will appear on the notice
paper.
Further notices of motion given.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Adjournment
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I move:
That notwithstanding any sitting of the Council on Friday,
17 September 2004, for the completion of the government
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business program, the Council, at its rising, adjourn until
Tuesday, 5 October 2004.

Motion agreed to.

MEMBERS STATEMENTS
Chisholm: federal Liberal candidate
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) — I
wish to put on the record my support and good wishes
for our Chisholm candidate, Stephen Hartney, who will
undoubtedly be a breath of fresh air for the staid, boring
and cloned current member out there, who has been
missing in action and has failed to make any impact on
Chisholm. What we are about to see with the defeat of
the sitting member at Chisholm on 9 October will be a
breath of fresh air. Stephen Hartney will be able to
represent fully and honestly his new electorate of
Chisholm. It is an electorate that has been sadly let
down by the sitting Labor member, who really has not
been seen and who is just there to fill a space for the
Labor government.
It is great that people will now have the opportunity to
force change through the federal seat of Chisholm.
Stephen Hartney will bring a breath of fresh air. He is
an individual who will enable the people of Chisholm
to exercise freedom of choice as opposed to having a
clone like the clones over there who could not make
sense with a particular motion. They follow each other
because they have not one iota of individuality.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Olympic Games: achievements
Ms MIKAKOS (Jika Jika) — I rise to congratulate
the Athens 2004 organising committee, the Greek
government and the Greek people for staging what is
universally acknowledged as quite magical and
unforgettable games. I certainly will not forget them.
Congratulations also to our amazing Australian athletes
for their achievements. Australians are well known as
sports fanatics, and they know how to appreciate the
greatest sporting event on earth, the Olympics.
The excitement of the very visible and noisy Aussie
supporters in Athens is a credit to the young Australians
who attended the games in spite of the doomsayers,
especially in the Australian media. I note that the New
York Times recently called on the Olympics to be
staged in Greece on a permanent basis. It is important
to reflect on the fact that Greece is the smallest nation,
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in economic and geographic terms, to host the modern
Olympics in their 108-year history, and for that reason
its achievement is quite remarkable. I can certainly
verify from my own experience that Greece provided
excellent new infrastructure, sporting facilities, security
and hospitality.
Like other members of this and the other house who
had the opportunity to experience the games through
the very generous hospitality of the Hellenic Parliament
I can say that it was a truly remarkable experience, and
I congratulate them on their efforts.

Casey Gardens Day Hospital: opening
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
On Saturday I had the pleasure to be with the federal
health minister, the Honourable Tony Abbott, and the
Liberal candidates for La Trobe and Holt, Jason Wood
and Paul Tiewes, for the official opening of the Casey
Gardens Day Hospital. Casey Gardens is a private
facility, the initiative of Bruce and Michelle Osborne. It
provides much-needed outpatient and day surgery
services in my electorate. This year the federal coalition
government will spend more than $40 billion on public
health and Medicare and has committed a further
$10 billion in the forward estimates. This is more than
the entire budget of the state of Victoria.
Following the opening I was pleased to hear from the
medical professionals of their support for the Howard
government’s approach to public health and Medicare.
In early August I was delighted that Tony Abbott
opened a new Medicare office at Fountain Gate to serve
the people in my electorate. On a more recent visit to
the electorate Minister Abbott announced that a further
Medicare office will be opened in Cranbourne to serve
the people in the southern part of the city of Casey.
These actions clearly demonstrate that the Howard
coalition government is committed to the provision of
public health services and to Medicare for the people of
south-east Melbourne.

Terrorism: government responses
Mr SOMYUREK (Eumemmerring) — I rise to
condemn the terrorist bombing of the Australian
Embassy in Jakarta last week. My condolences go to
the families and friends of those killed and injured as a
result of this attack. The bombing of the Australian
embassy was an act of aggression designed to
intimidate Australia and interfere with our election
campaign. The Spanish bombing during that country’s
recent elections and the newly elected Spanish
government’s subsequent decision to pull its troops out
of Iraq has led terrorists to believe they can dictate
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election results by intimidating Western democracies.
Australia must stand firm behind the principle of not
negotiating with terrorists of any sort on any issue — or
we will continue to be targets in the future.
I also take this opportunity to make the point that Islam
does not condone the killing of innocent individuals
and that these psychopaths are not representative of the
mainstream Muslim community in Australia or the rest
of the world. It should be remembered that the only acts
of international terrorism that have taken place on
Australian soil were down the road in South Yarra, the
bombing of the Turkish consulate in the late 1980s, and
before that the assassination of a Turkish diplomat in
Canberra. Ironically the perpetrators of these hideous
crimes were supposedly acting on behalf of a
predominantly Christian nation in the Caucasus.

Business: federal Labor policy
Hon. ANDREW BRIDESON (Waverley) — The
2004 national conference of the Australian Labor Party
spelt out the most radical antibusiness agenda. The
platform, which is binding on Mark Latham and his
caucus colleagues, adopted just about all demands
made by the most radical of unions. If Labor
implements that agenda, the Australian economy will
be seriously damaged.
Australia’s $800 billion economy has withstood the
Asian economic downturn, the SARS — severe acute
respiratory syndrome — virus and an extended drought
as well as the impact of September 11. Much of this
success has been due to the Howard government’s
industrial relations reforms — reforms which have been
opposed strongly by the ALP opposition. As a result of
these reforms industrial disputes are at their lowest
levels, productivity has grown strongly and business
can plan for the future with confidence.
Labor plans to undo the Howard government’s reforms.
If elected it will reintroduce a federal payroll tax and
increase the rights of union officials to enter businesses.
It will remove protection from secondary boycotts. It
will abolish junior rates of pay, limit casual
employment and return to the good old awards system.
It will make employee entitlements portable, treat
self-employed contractors as employees and give
government contracts to union-friendly firms only. In
this morning’s paper, Peter Costello, the best Treasurer
Australia has ever had, made mention of the fact that
Mark Latham will introduce the progressive
expenditure tax.
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Water: Manningham initiatives
Ms ARGONDIZZO (Templestowe) — On
2 September I had the pleasure of attending the launch
by the Minister for Water, John Thwaites, at the City of
Manningham of a new initiative to save our precious
resource, water. The new initiative involves the capture
and on-site use of rainwater. It is the result of
collaboration between the state government, the City of
Manningham and the Environment Protection
Authority.
The joint funding of the project facilitated the
production of an excellent booklet developed by the
City of Manningham. The booklet, entitled Capture
and On-site Use of Rainwater, is a how-to guide
designed to assist builders, developers and
householders to protect the environment and conserve
water through the capture and on-site use of rainwater.
The booklet will be a valuable resource in achieving the
state government’s objective of minimising demands
on our precious water resources. The City of
Manningham should be congratulated for its initiative
and foresight in developing this valuable resource
document. The booklet is written in plain English, easy
to understand and well illustrated. It provides many
easy-to-apply methods to capture and reuse rainwater
on site.
I would like to take this opportunity to congratulate the
City of Manningham officers responsible for the
production of this booklet, particularly the efforts of
Claude Cullino and his staff for the coordination and
production of the booklet. The launch of the booklet
was well attended by a range of interested parties and
hosted by Patricia Young, mayor of the City of
Manningham. This is yet another example of the state
government taking positive steps to assist in the
minimisation of demand on our precious water
resources.

Minister for Health: media statements
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — My matter
today concerns the undermining of health services in
country Victoria by the current Minister for Health in
the other place. Recently, in June, she made a series of
loose and very foolish statements when visiting
Portland. She warned on ABC radio:
... women who need an obstetrician will still need to go to
Warrnambool, Geelong or Melbourne for the service.

What she did not know is that in the town there were an
obstetrician and two good general practitioner
obstetricians who offered a very good service. What has
occurred since her statement is that Dr Fulvio Bencina,
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the only obstetrician-gynaecologist in Portland, has
since ceased practising in that town.
Hon. R. G. Mitchell interjected.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — What I think is stupid,
Mr Mitchell, is people like you who do not understand
that country health services deserve to be supported by
the most senior health official in this state.
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Davis will address
the Chair.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — My point is that the most
senior health official in the state, the Minister for
Health, should be supporting country health services,
not making foolish statements that may well have
contributed to that obstetrician leaving the town.
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order!
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — I do not know the full
circumstances but the fact is that the statement she
made must have weakened the support for that service.
The minister has since apologised in print in the
Portland Observer, where there was an apology to
Dr Fulvio Bencina. It is bizarre that a Minister for
Health who visited country Victoria had to apologise.

Roads: funding
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of the property that got this private driveway, this
special treatment, was none other than the member for
Corangamite, Stewart McArthur.

Rail: Daylesford celebration
Ms HADDEN (Ballarat) — On Sunday,
12 September, I celebrated with the Daylesford and
district community by travelling on a special train
which left Daylesford station at 1220 hours to celebrate
150 years of railways in Victoria. It was a great day.
The special train travelled from Daylesford to Musk,
whereupon we opened the Musk railway park on land
near the Musk railway station. We travelled in the
280 horsepower Walker 1951 railcar, which was part of
a passenger service which travelled between Melbourne
and Daylesford twice a day until it was withdrawn in
September 1977.
As I said, the event was greatly appreciated by the
community. There was free train travel during last
Sunday’s special celebrations. I congratulate the
Daylesford Spa Country Railway, which is a group of
volunteers. It is a non-profit association whose
members work very hard to maintain the trains for the
community, tourists and other visitors, and they have
done so for 23 years. They have reopened the line
between Daylesford and Bullarto at their own expense,
with little or no money coming from government or
council. They are now seeking funds to reopen the line
from Bullarto to Trentham, and I wish them all the best.

Hon. J. H. EREN (Geelong) — Many communities
in Victoria are desperately trying to get federal funding
to upgrade their roads. For example, I know that local
wineries in the federal seat of Corangamite have
lobbied governments for an upgrade of gravel roads
leading to major tourism facilities but have not received
federal government funding. I know that residents in
Barwon Heads had to pay anything up to $2500 just to
have a footpath put across their nature strips in order to
prevent tragedies that could occur for children walking
to school. There are many more examples such as that.

Hon. S. M. NGUYEN (Melbourne West) — I
would like to congratulate Adam Vella on winning a
bronze medal at the trapshooting events of the Olympic
Games in Athens. Adam was one of the earliest medal
winners and returned to Australia early to celebrate
with his family. The Australian shooting team head
coach, Mr Greg Chan, said:

I want to draw the attention of the house to the fact that
in the last 12 months the federal government spent
thousands of dollars under the Roads to Recovery
program on the re-sheeting of Meningoort Road. I point
out that this is a no-through road, with only one
property at the end of it. There are many roads in the
Corangamite electorate, some of which have fallen into
considerable disrepair and need desperate attention but
they were overlooked to run a road up to a single
property. The property owners made no contribution.
Thousands of dollars of public money was spent on a
private road with one house at the end of it. The owner

Adam is a self-employed plumber and used a lot of his
time to practise such things as being able to physically
drop his heart rate to a constant and balanced level.
Adam lives in Keilor, and I am sure not only the
western suburbs but the entire nation is very proud of
him. I commend him for his effort and suggest that his
achievement will be very encouraging for young people
who wish to follow in his footsteps. The Brimbank City
Council has organised a reception for him to celebrate
his achievement. I congratulate everyone who has
helped him, and I wish his family all the best for the
future.

Adam Vella

Adam is one of the best at the moment in Australia, and he
deserves it, and has worked extremely hard for it.
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James Hardie: asbestos compensation
Mr SMITH (Chelsea) — I wish to congratulate the
Victorian Trades Hall Council and all construction
unions, as well as other community groups including
local government, for successfully bringing enormous
public pressure on a company known as James Hardie
Products. This company has engaged in the most
shameful and deceitful act of bastardry that I have
witnessed or heard of in my time as a union official.
This company deliberately set about to distance itself
from its responsibilities to Australian workers and their
families. It is a disgrace. I call on all shareholders to
demand of the chairperson the removal of all those
responsible for this disgraceful decision immediately.

Kevin Verge
Hon. R. G. MITCHELL (Central Highlands) —
Last Saturday I was fortunate enough to go to the
reopening of the restored Kirwins Bridge and the
unveiling of the memorial to the late Kevin Verge,
Strathbogie councillor and local stalwart. I was joined
by Sue Verge and her family at the opening of this
fantastic memorial, which is in a beautiful place. It is a
fitting tribute to a man who was so well known and
who was so passionate about the Kirwins Bridge area
and Nagambie.
Also present was my colleague in the other place, the
member for Benalla, the candidates for the federal seat
of Indi, including the Labor candidate, John Williams,
and the former member for Benalla from the other
place, Denise Allen. Denise deserved the round of
applause from the crowd, because she worked
extremely hard to get the funding for restoration of the
310-metre timber bridge. It was fantastic that she had
worked hand in hand with Kevin to get this funding and
to see this 100-year-old bridge restored to its former
glory.

North Melbourne Primary School: arts festival
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — I would like to
congratulate the staff, students and parents of North
Melbourne Primary School on their initiative to
showcase the creative talents of the students of the
school and to hold an arts festival which has been
running over the past week. The festival has been
supported by the City of Melbourne, which has allowed
the North Melbourne Primary School to use the arts
house and excellent facilities of the North Melbourne
Town Hall.
Last Friday evening I participated in the opening of the
art exhibition at the town hall and was very impressed
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by the wide-ranging display of paintings, drawings and
multimedia artwork which showed lots of spontaneity
and demonstrated that the students of North Melbourne
Primary School have had lots of fun in their art classes
over the past year.
The most important feature of the art exhibition was
that every student in the school had a piece of art
exhibited — it was such an inclusive event. I think that
this is a very important way to go about gathering
pieces of an art exhibition for the community to view. I
commend the school for the value it places on the arts
and culture in their school program.

Silvan Province: federal Labor candidates
Hon. C. D. HIRSH (Silvan) — As all members here
would know, the workload and role of a candidate
during an election requires a lot of effort. Today,
however, I particularly want to congratulate and pay
tribute to the work of the Labor candidates in the outer
eastern region of Melbourne. The candidates, Susan
Davies in La Trobe, Peter Lynch in Deakin, Paul
Morgan in Aston and Tony Dib in Casey are a group of
very talented, hardworking and committed Labor
candidates who are likely, after the federal election on
9 October, to form a very important part of a Latham
federal government.
I want to commend their work and urge them to keep
going until the finish. By this stage of the campaign, as
we know, candidates are getting weary. The work
keeps going across parties as we know. I commend our
four candidates — Susan Davies, Peter Lynch, Paul
Morgan and Tony Dib — on their work and look
forward to election night when they will join a Labor
government.

STATEMENTS ON REPORTS AND PAPERS
The PRESIDENT — Order! The question is:
That reports and papers tabled in the Council be noted.

Auditor-General: public sector agencies —
special reviews and other studies
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I would like
to make a statement on the Auditor-General’s Report
on Public Sector Agencies — Results of Special
Reviews and Other Studies of August 2004. In so doing
I note in particular that this report deals with water in
Victoria and that in the audit process the
Auditor-General looked at water trading specifically.
Before I talk to his recommendations I want to make a
couple of observations.
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We heard just moments ago a trivialisation of the
parliamentary process by way of a series of notices of
motion given by various members of the government
backbench in relation to water matters. May I say that
the most important issue confronting public policy in
Australia at present — recognised by all parties in
Victoria and nationally — is the management of our
water resources. Put simply, for government members
to come in here and demean the parliamentary
processes in the way that I have just seen reflects poorly
on the seriousness of the government’s approach to this
issue.
It further raises with me, because of the nature of the
matters alluded to in those notices of motion, how the
government itself — I speak of the Treasurer in
particular — has deliberately misled the Victorian
community about arrangements in relation to funding
coming from national competition policy (NCP)
payments. We know as a matter of fact that the
agreement between the commonwealth and the states as
a consequence of NCP reforms expires at the end of the
financial year in 2006. Therefore I say to both the
members in this place and to the Treasurer that it is
simply demeaning of their vocation as members of
Parliament and members of the government that they
should so try to deceive the Victorian Parliament and,
just as importantly, the public by way of media
comment.
That leads me to my next observation. This week I have
seen the most appalling behaviour by the government
that I have witnessed in the five years I have had to
suffer watching the Bracks government operate in this
Parliament. Ministers of the Crown came in here to
make ministerial statements, and not only were they
uninterested in what they were doing but the members
of their own side were uninterested. They were
wandering around in the house; there was hardly
anybody in here; they were talking over the top of the
ministers who were reading their statements. The
content of those statements itself is something to be
examined. It is no wonder that this house is becoming a
rabble.
The approach and attitude of the government in using
ministerial statements as a forum to filibuster, to fill in
time because of its incompetence in managing its
legislative program goes beyond the pale. I have to say
that now I understand why it was longstanding policy
of the Australian Labor Party to abolish the Legislative
Council. The reason is that they have complete
contempt for this chamber.
It seems to me that the best thing Labor members in this
place could do is not turn up for work. If they are so
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disgusted with this place, if they hold it in such
contempt, they should not attend this house and further
demean it. This is a serious place to deal with serious
public policy issues, and it is absolutely appalling that
day after day backbenchers and ministers come into this
place and demean it in the way they do and have no
regard for any orderly process of debate.
Having said that, let me say that it is beyond contempt
that members of the government do not face up to the
reality that they have not met their obligations in regard
to public funding of important water projects. For
example, the government is not facing up to the cost
blow-out on the Eildon Dam. It is not facing up to the
funding commitment it is obliged to provide for the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Family and Community Development
Committee: after-hours and bulk-billing
general practitioners
Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — I desire to make a
statement on the report entitled Inquiry on the Impact
on the Victorian Community and Public Hospitals of
the Diminishing Access to After-Hours and Bulk-Billing
General Practitioners by the Family and Community
Development Committee. This is a very revealing
report that shows starkly some very important links that
have been consistently denied by members opposite
and, more importantly, by the Howard federal
government. It shows statistically some very clear links
between the bulk-billing rates, attendances to general
practitioners and presentations to emergency
departments in the state hospital system.
I take by way of example the links demonstrated in the
Mornington Peninsula division of general practice and
the Southern Health region. The Mornington Peninsula
division of general practice includes areas from Chelsea
and Frankston all the way down the Mornington
Peninsula. Interestingly it happens to cover three
federal seats — Dunkley, Flinders and Isaacs. The
figures in the report show that over the period from
1996 to 2003–04 the attendances to general
practitioners declined by 16 per cent in that region,
despite the fact that over the same period there was an
increase of 13 per cent in the population in the
Frankston local government area and nearly 27 per cent
in the Mornington Peninsula area.
So over the same time that we saw a growth in the
population of this area there was a decline in
attendances to general practitioners. There has also
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been a very stark decline in the bulk-billing rate. I
wonder whether there might be a link there!
Bulk-billing rates went down in Dunkley from 79.4 per
cent to 47.6 per cent. They also went down in Flinders,
from 71.5 per cent to 44.5 per cent. And they went
down in Isaacs from 85.5 per cent to 65.1 per cent.
Attendances are going down, bulk-billing rates are
going down, but what has happened to attendances at
emergency departments across the southern region?
The number has increased from about 106 000 to about
126 000 over the same period.
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The PRESIDENT — Order! On the point of order?
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — Yes, on the point of order,
it is — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member may not
debate the point of order. Does the member have
anything to add to the point of order?
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — I stand by the statement I
made, in the sense that it is accurate, but I will
withdraw, if that is necessary.

At the main hospital in Frankston in the seat of
Dunkley attendances at emergency departments went
up from about 30 000 to about 42 000 over the same
period. The people in these electorates need to be well
aware of this in advance of 9 October. What is clearly
demonstrated in this report is that under the Howard
federal government bulk-billing rates went down and
attendances to GPs went down in those areas. It has
been a cost shift to the state system, because people
who cannot attend a doctor’s surgery because they
cannot afford it have to attend the emergency
departments of our public hospitals.

The PRESIDENT — Order! I will rule on the point
of order raised by the Leader of the Government. He
takes offence and asks the honourable member to
withdraw.

The people of Flinders will have an opportunity on
9 October to vote for Simon Napthine and elect a Mark
Latham federal Labor government. In Dunkley the
voters will have an opportunity to vote for Helen
Constas and elect a Mark Latham federal government.
And in Isaacs they will have an opportunity to vote for
Ann Corcoran and elect a Latham Labor government.
They have the opportunity with this coming election to
turn the situation around and put in place a government
that will restore Medicare and put in the money and
resources that are needed to improve the bulk-billing
rates in this state and take the pressure off our public
hospitals.

Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — I withdraw. The point I
was making is that the Premier, the Minister for Health
and the federal Leader of the Labor Party have claimed
a link between declining bulk-billing and increased
attendances at emergency departments, but the fact is
that the evidence does not support that. Indeed the
evidence presented by Mr Viney for the southern region
of Melbourne shows very clearly — and the
Department of Human Services figures make it
absolutely crystal clear — that attendances of
categories 4 and 5 have declined from 62 110 in
1997–98 to 61 313 in 2003–04, and the percentage of
presentations at emergency departments has declined
from 56.7 per cent to 47 per cent. This is a net decline
in absolute terms but also in the ratio of patients. There
has been an increase in categories 1, 2 and 3, but they
are the sicker and more acute patients — that is, the
ones everyone agrees are not GP-style patients.

Family and Community Development
Committee: after-hours and bulk-billing
general practitioners
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — That was an
outrageous misreading in line with Mark Latham and
his lies, Steve Bracks and his lies and the Minister for
Health and her lies in this area.
Mr Lenders — On a point of order, President,
Mr Davis has impugned the reputation and name of the
Premier. I take offence at him referring to the Premier
telling lies, and I ask him to withdraw.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — The fact is that the
Premier has said one thing and the opposite is true.

Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — The point is that the
Premier — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The Leader of the
Government has taken offence at the words used by the
Honourable David Davis. I ask him to withdraw and
continue. Please stand up and do it.

Mr Viney interjected.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — I am just trying to argue
some facts with you, Mr Viney, and what I would
say — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Viney! Mr Davis
will address his remarks through the Chair.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS — It would be helpful in this
case if members of the government in this house and
members of the federal opposition were prepared to
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deal with the facts rather than simple assertions that are
not supported by evidence.
I contend that Bruce Billson and Greg Hunt, who will
defeat Simon Napthine, and Jeff Shelley, who in a
turn-up might well turn over the Labor candidate who is
the sitting member for Isaacs, are the people who would
best represent those areas of Melbourne and the
peninsula in the federal Parliament — and they would
represent their constituents very strongly on health
matters.
Bruce Billson, in particular, has certainly worked very
hard to advocate for health services in Frankston — he
has contacted me on a number of issues — as has
certainly Greg Hunt in the area. Mr Hilton will
remember that down at the Warley Hospital on Phillip
Island the Premier was not prepared to support an
emergency department at a community hospital on
Phillip Island. Greg Hunt was prepared to support that
community hospital and there were federal grants to
support that hospital, but there was no extra state
government money for emergency departments at that
community hospital in the Flinders electorate.
I make the point that the Premier, in an outrageous
statement on Channel 9, flicked away the Warley
Hospital on Phillip Island as a so-called private
hospital. It is not a private hospital; it is a community
hospital funded by community subscriptions and by
community fundraising — and not properly supported
by the Bracks government.
I commend Greg Hunt and Bruce Billson for their
support of health services. The fact about this inquiry
and Mr Viney’s comments is that the evidence
presented to the inquiry in the end by the Department of
Human Services made it very clear that there is no
established link between declining GP bulk-billing and
the number of attendances at emergency
departments — and I know this government wants to
force people away from emergency departments.

Auditor-General: public sector agencies —
special reviews and other studies
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — I desire to take
note of the Auditor-General’s Report on Public Sector
Agencies — Results of Special Reviews and Other
Studies tabled in August 2004 and make particular note
of the two special reviews that are reported in this
publication.
The first relates to water trading in Victoria. The Bracks
government is leading a revolution in attitudes and
behaviour in regard to water use in this state. The water

185

reforms have been well received by the public at every
level and in every corner of this state, and there is a new
understanding of the importance of careful use of
precious water resources. The Auditor-General has
looked in detail at water trading in Victoria and has
remarked that it is a relatively new and complex
activity and that it occurs in only a few places in the
world. Water trading and water rights is part of the
water reform package introduced by the Bracks Labor
government.
The Auditor-General makes the comment that water
trading for increasingly large amounts of money
introduces significant and increasing risks in this area.
He makes a finding that the industry-wide governance
arrangements need to be improved to take that into
account.
But I am very pleased to see that the Auditor-General,
in making comments and recommendations as a result
of this audit, acknowledges that they are broadly
consistent with the thrust of the action plan already
arising out of a wide-ranging review of the water
industry that the Bracks government has already
undertaken. The Auditor-General urges the government
to take his comments further into account in
implementing the action plan that the Bracks
government has already embarked upon. That is a very
pleasing endorsement by the Auditor-General of not
only the policy but the action to implement water
reform across this state.
The other special review in the report I would like to
make comment on is the review into management of
procurement and accounts payable. This is an
extraordinarily important review. It sounds very
mundane and boring, but it looks at whether or not
adequate controls are in place in Victoria with
purchasing functions in public sector agencies, and
procurement and payments of accounts comply with the
application of legislative requirements.
What the Auditor-General is putting under scrutiny
here, of course, is the $10 700 million — or
$10.7 billion — spent on goods and services by the
Victorian general government sector in 2003–04. Of
course that is extraordinarily significant for both
government and industry, as is the way in which these
processes are undertaken and administered. Even issues
such as the timeliness of payments was drawn to the
attention of the house this week by the Minister for
Small Business in terms of the importance for small
business of making sure payments do not languish on a
desk somewhere but get to those who supply goods and
services and who need that cash flow to enable them to
keep their business running.
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This is an important area of interest for the
Auditor-General and for the state government. The
work of the Victorian Government Purchasing Board,
which was established in 1995 to put good procurement
frameworks in place and to monitor compliance with
policies and ministerial directions, comes out very well
in the conclusions of the Auditor-General, which deem
that the requirements of the VGPB are highly effective
and should be considered to apply more broadly to
other agencies.

Auditor-General: public sector agencies —
special reviews and financial statement audits
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) — I
wish to make a range of statements on reports that have
been presented before the house. The first is on the
Auditor-General’s Report on Public Sector Agencies —
Results of Special Reviews and Financial Statement
Audits for Agencies with 2003 Balance Dates Other
Than 30 June. Fundamentally this is a good report; it
was tabled in the Parliament in the last week of the last
sitting, so I thought it was important that we continue to
put on the record some of the issues.
The interesting part about this document is that the
Auditor-General has put forward a number of concerns
about providing audit opinions on the financial
statements of public sector agencies. In particular I
draw the attention of the house to the reality that the
Auditor-General said that a further eight audit opinions
were qualified, and he lists those in appendix A. If you
go to appendix A you see that most of those appear
within the education and training regime. Some which
drew my attention included the RMIT union, under
which it states the reason for qualification of financial
statements as being:
Inability to obtain all the information and explanations
required to form an opinion on certain balances.

It continues with other organisations — RMIT
University, Swinburne University of Technology, the
University of Melbourne, the University of Ballarat, the
Victorian College of the Arts and so on. I thought it
important to acknowledge and put on the record some
of the issues. The auditor has gone through a range of
other areas which I will not have time to cover, because
I wish to go into other matters.

Auditor-General: public sector agencies —
special reviews and other studies
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) —
The second part I wish to refer to is the
Auditor-General’s Report on Public Sector Agencies —
Results of Special Reviews and Other Studies of August
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2004, and in particular section 3.3 at page 137, which is
headed ‘Managing offenders on community corrections
orders — interim report.’ This section refers to
offenders placed under supervision by corrections
officers. They are not placed on custodial sentences but
are supervised, in the broader sense, by the community.
The minister responsible is the two-and-a-half star
minister, the Minister for Corrections in the other place.
He got the lowest number of stars, just for the record, as
reported in the Herald Sun today; and it is reflected in
this report. It states, with great fanfare, that in 2000 the
department received $42.3 million as part of its
corrections long-term strategy, and a key aspect of the
strategy was to be a focus on individual case
management so as to reduce reoffending.
When I read that focus I thought I had best go back for
clarification to the previous relevant Auditor-General’s
report entitled Addressing the Needs of Victorian
Prisoners dated November 2003. Sure enough, as
reflected in figure 2C on page 18 of that 2003 report,
the recidivism rate — prisoners returning to the
corrections system within two years of release or the
order completion in 1996–97 — was 33.3 per cent. Yet
when we move into the Bracks government’s era we
see that that figure ballooned out to 42.9 per cent in
1999–2000, 44.3 per cent in 2000–2001 and 42.9 per
cent in 2001–2002. In other words nearly half of those
completing the orders are now reoffending and ending
up back in the corrections system.
For that reason the Auditor-General has said, under
‘Conclusion’ on the last page of his 2004 report:
The department has made significant progress in the
redevelopment of community corrections. Key initiatives
which will affect the way offenders are managed have not yet
been developed.

It is another example of the government dragging its
heels, and it is no wonder that the minister only got
two-and-a-half stars in the Herald Sun’s rating.

Family and Community Development
Committee: after-hours and bulk-billing
general practitioners
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) —
The third one I would like to talk about is the Family
and Community Development Committee’s report.
Mr Viney’s diatribe added nothing to the debate. It was
a spray about some pre-election rhetoric. If he had had
the time to read the minority report which was
comprehensively put together by the Honourable David
Davis and the honourable members for Caulfield and
Shepparton in the other place, he would have
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understood that this was a political witch-hunt. There
was gagged debate, and they would not take evidence.
The whole thing was a sham and a waste of taxpayer’s
money.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.

Family and Community Development
Committee: after-hours and bulk-billing
general practitioners
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) — I
was pleased to see the report on the inquiry into the
impact on Victorian communities and public hospitals
of the diminishing access to after-hours and bulk-billing
general practitioners.
First of all I congratulate those members of the
committee and particularly the Chair, Bob Smith, for
this excellent report. If we are being honest — unlike
Mr Davis — we all know that bulk-billing has severely
diminished over the years of this current federal Liberal
government.
In fact if one looks back to 1996 the average rate across
Australia for bulk-billing was 80 per cent, and that has
significantly reduced. According to the report there has
been a decline in after-hours and bulk-billing GPs, and
a subsequent increase in emergency department
presentations.
The committee found that the bulk-billing rate across
Melbourne had fallen to 70.9 per cent last December.
Of course in rural Victoria the situation is much worse.
We do not only have to look at those rural and regional
areas to see the extent of the problem. In my electorate
of Melbourne West we have the Werribee Mercy
Hospital in Wyndham. It has found that 65 per cent of
patients who present themselves to the hospital are
primary-care patients. The Mercy Hospital has had to
allocate some of the space that would normally be used
for emergency patients to doctors seeing patients who
would normally present to a GP.
There are limited after-hours GP services and a very
limited ability for people to be bulk-billed, which
means there is limited ability for people to obtain
medical care and medical treatment when they need it.
So when families are ill or parents have a sick child and
there are no available appointments with a doctor — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA — You try and get an
appointment with a doctor in a rural or regional area
when you have the flu or a heavy cold or a sick child.
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See how long you have to wait to get in to see a GP —
whether it is one of those rare bulk-billing GPs who are
as rare as hen’s teeth in rural and regional Victoria or
someone who does not bulk-bill. Try and get an
appointment and see how long you have to wait!
Sometimes you have to wait as long as two weeks, so
what do parents and families do when they are sick?
They make the decision that they will not bother going
to see the doctor. They will wait and see how it goes.
Often people do not get better. They get worse and they
end up in the accident and emergency centre — much
sicker, suffering far more complications than if they
had been able to get to a doctor when they first got the
signs and symptoms of the illness.
What is this about? Why are people suffering more?
Why are they not being treated early in an illness,
preventing the illness or infection spreading more
critically? The thing that is stopping that is quite
simply — —
Hon. Richard Dalla-Riva — I feel ill!
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA — You should feel ill,
because let me tell you that Australians and Victorians
are feeling a lot sicker under the current federal
government, because they do not have access to
bulk-billing GPs, they do not have access to adequate
medical treatment, and this report clearly demonstrates
that. It has extensively taken evidence and clearly
shows that people are suffering because of the lack of
bulk-billing.

Auditor-General: public sector agencies —
special reviews and other studies
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — I want to
make some comments on the Auditor-General’s Report
on Public Sector Agencies — Results of Special
Reviews and Other Studies, of August 2004, with
particular regard to the Auditor-General’s report on
water trading.
Unlike Ms Romanes I have some concerns about the
recommendations that the Auditor-General makes in
this report with regard to water trading. They are the
sorts of recommendations that I sometimes call ‘shiny
bum’ recommendations. They are made by people such
as auditors, who come from the city to the country,
troop around the place for a while, think they
understand the circumstances and situation, and then
make recommendations which I do not believe portray
a full and meaningful understanding of the situation.
If one looks at a couple of the recommendations in this
report they certainly fit into that category. As has
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already been noted, water trading is a reasonably recent
innovation in this state. It came in during the term of
the previous Kennett government. I might say it was
attended by a good deal of angst for some irrigators
who had harboured deep concerns about the concept of
allowing farmers to trade water, particularly on a
permanent basis. A good deal of that concern still
exists, which I will deal with on another occasion.
It is fair to say that water trading has been an
extraordinarily beneficial innovation, particularly
during the current extended and prolonged drought we
have been suffering from, especially in northern
Victoria. Without the ability to trade water many
farmers would have been in even more diabolical
trouble over the last year or two than they were.
It needs to be noted that trading occurs on two bases.
One is temporary trading seasonally, which is running
in the Goulburn-Murray system at about a quarter of a
million megalitres a year. It is done in one of three
ways: either by private treaty, where the buyer and the
seller identify each other by one means or another and
come to an agreement; or by engaging water brokers —
in other words, agents, much like real estate agents; or
by using computer technology through a program
called Watermove. I think Watermove is a magnificent
and transparent arrangement. If honourable members
go to the computers at the end of the house and key in
www.watermove.com.au they will see the trading that
would have taken place about 20 minutes ago, as it
occurs every Thursday, and they would have seen the
price that it makes.
The Auditor-General recommends that a separate
organisation be set up to conduct water trading, but he
does not say who will pay for it. The inference is that it
will be the irrigators. He acknowledges in the report
that it will be costly. Unless we can point to some
glaring deficiencies in the current system, why would
we impose yet another cost on struggling irrigators,
who in my area have already been facing up to 45 per
cent in water cuts over the past two years? Yes, one
early case of fraud was identified, but that to me proves
that the system is working. Someone tried to cook the
books, they were found out and they are now in the
cooler.
A second recommendation the Auditor-General makes
is that there should be more regular reading of water
meters, particularly towards the end of the season. He
does not say in the report whether he means all water
meters are to be read or only those where an irrigator is
proposing to sell some water. I do not know whether
the person who prepared this report has any idea of the
cost of going out and reading a water meter. It might
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mean a drive of 100 to 150 kilometres. It might mean
getting out and opening and shutting six gates. The
onus should be on the seller, who has the responsibility
to ensure that he has the water remaining to be sold.
The irrigator has to know, because he is capable of
reading the meter. You do not have to be a genius to
read a water meter. It is not noted in the report whether,
if it is to be necessary to read meters, particularly if it is
especially for sales, that will be a charge borne by all
irrigators at large or will be a charge on the seller. If it is
a charge on the seller, in the example I have given it
could perhaps make the sale uneconomic. This report
needs more work.

Melbourne University Private: report 2003
Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — It gives me
great pleasure to speak on the Melbourne University
Private annual report of 2003. In July 2003 Melbourne
University achieved a significant milestone in its
history when the Minister for Education and Training,
Lynne Kosky, renewed its licence and Melbourne
University Private continued as Victoria’s 10th and
Australia’s 40th university. Melbourne University
Private is the only university in Australia that is limited
by shares.
It has been stipulated that the University of Melbourne
must retain at least a 50 per cent share in Melbourne
University Private until 2008. Melbourne University
Private prides itself on, and indeed holds itself out as,
being able to respond quickly to the needs of its clients
and customise the courses it offers.
An example of this was the awarding of a contract to
provide executive management and leadership services
to Petronas, which is Malaysia’s largest company, and
Melbourne University Private’s ability to customise a
specific program was a major factor in its success in
that contract.
The ability to customise programs was also evident in
Melbourne University Private’s developing a corporate
finance program for Transurban, a graduate diploma in
surgical anatomy for the Royal Australasian College of
Surgeons and a graduate diploma in women’s health. A
graduate certificate in e-crime investigation was also
developed in collaboration with the major fraud squad
of Victoria Police.
I would like to quote from the report regarding
comments made by the Chief Commissioner of Police,
Christine Nixon, who is reported as saying:
This innovative e-crime investigation course offers a
definitive opportunity for the private sector, regulatory bodies
and law enforcement agencies to build a greater
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understanding of electronic crime investigation and
management. Victoria Police is committed to providing all
Victorians with a more safe and secure on-line environment. I
would like to congratulate everyone involved in the
Melbourne University Private graduate certificate in e-crime
investigation course — it is informative and useful and I
recommend it to everyone involved with computers.

Melbourne University now has 17 successful graduate
award programs tailored for the needs of the corporate
and government sectors, and it has twice won the
Governor of Victoria’s education export award.
The university also has other activities which include
English language skills courses in Auckland,
Edinburgh, Vancouver, Muscat and Singapore, and it
has also been innovative in developing graduate
programs in international development from graduate
certificates to PhDs. The vehicle for education delivery
for these programs is distance education. This enables
students to remain in their home locations whilst
completing these programs.
Students are thus able to work in South America,
Africa, Asia and the Pacific whilst maintaining their
course of study. The university is also a major provider
of contract management services to the Australian Aid
and Development Agency and other multinational
agencies such as the Asian Development Bank and the
World Bank.
The university also had a ventures division, which was
set up, funded and developed by Melbourne University
Private and was transferred to the University of
Melbourne late in 2003. This division formed and
managed seven new start-up companies and generated
approximately $10 million from investment income.
Melbourne University Private is the first of a new
model in Australian education. The university assesses
what is required and then draws in the required
expertise. It is a genuinely client-driven organisation.
The year 2003 was a milestone for the university, and I
would like to wish it every success.

Auditor-General: public sector agencies —
special reviews and other studies
Mr PULLEN (Higinbotham) — I would like to
make a few comments on the Auditor-General’s Report
on Public Sector Agencies — Results of Special
Reviews and Other Studies. I shall concentrate on two
special reviews — water trading in Victoria and
management of procurement and accounts payable. I
congratulate Ms Romanes and Mr Baxter on their
contributions in relation to the comments in the report
on water trading in Victoria, but I cannot do the same
for the Leader of the Opposition, because he is not in
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the chamber at the moment. He only spoke on the
report for about 30 seconds, and the rest of the time he
abused the government, so I shall return to some reality
with what we are supposed to be doing.
I shall concentrate on the management of procurement
and accounts payable. As the report says:
The purchase of, and payment for, goods and services are
core activities of all public sector agencies. They are also
major points of contact between government and business,
with very significant financial implications for both.

They assessed how well the selected agencies manage
their procurements and accounts payable activities
including their compliance with established
administrative and legislative requirements. They also
examined the role that the Victorian Government
Purchasing Board played in establishing the public
sector procurement policies and requirements and
oversighting public sector procurement more generally.
While they identified a number of improved
opportunities, they concluded that the management of
procurement and accounts payable activities were
adequate, with the agencies subject to review generally,
so that was good to hear.
I want to concentrate mainly on the payment of
accounts. The report states:
In relation to the payment of accounts, many instances were
identified where agencies did not complete purchase orders
prior to the acquisition of goods. The approval of orders after
the acquisitions increased the risk associated with the
management of commitments
Agencies met supplier terms in the majority of cases;
however, the level of non-compliance with terms was still
significant.

I will not go through all the recommendations in the
report, but recommendations were made on a way to
improve the efficiency of public sector purchasing
through the greater use of cross-government purchasing
agreements, improved procedures to ensure that
supplier payment terms are met, greater use of
electronic purchasing and payment processes and the
development of appropriate performance management
regimes.
When I read through the report I was a bit surprised to
see that in this day and age only 57 per cent of accounts
are paid using an electronic system, whereas 40 per
cent are still being made by cheque. Some suppliers
might not want to be paid directly into their bank
accounts, but as far as I am concerned they are nearly as
far behind with the Internet as I am, because with the
banking system nowadays they get their money within
24 hours, so it is about time they looked at that. I
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noticed that the other payment systems used were Bpay
and the corporate card — about 3 per cent.
On Tuesday, Mr Atkinson asked the Minister for Small
Business a question in relation to that, and in her reply
the minister said the government has listened to small
business in relation to paying in time for contracts
valued at less than $3 million, and that is important
because there must be so many suppliers, particularly
from small businesses, submitting accounts to
government. They have to be paid within 30 days or the
government will pay penalty interest. I do not want to
see the government paying penalty interest, because
that would be poor accounting management. Small
business is the greatest asset this state has, and it is
important that small business is paid on time. I trust we
will not fall outside the time of 30 days for the payment
of those accounts. It always amazes me why people
allow 30 days. I reckon government should pay as soon
as it gets the bill.
Question agreed to.

MAJOR CRIME LEGISLATION (OFFICE
OF POLICE INTEGRITY) BILL
Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech, except for
statement under section 85(5) of the Constitution
Act, 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.
This bill is the first instalment of the government’s package of
major crime bills to combat organised crime and police
corruption. The package will ensure that Victorian law
enforcement agencies have unprecedented powers to detect,
investigate, resolve and prevent organised crime and
corruption.
The bill establishes a new Office of Police Integrity, which
will be headed by a director. It provides for the director and
members of staff of the office to exercise a range of covert
investigative powers. A second bill, the Major Crime (Special
Investigations Monitor) Bill, will complement this bill by
establishing the Special Investigations Monitor to oversee the
use of these powers. Later in the sitting, additional legislation
will be introduced giving Victoria Police coercive questioning
powers to aid in the fight against organised crime. That bill
will contain a number of safeguards relating to the
authorisation and appropriate use of these extraordinary
powers. The final part of the major crime package will
strengthen the civil confiscation scheme to attack the profit
motive that underpins organised crime.
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Having outlined the major crime legislative package I turn
now to the bill before the house.
In his second interim Ceja report, the Ombudsman noted that
there is room for community pride in the majority of police.
However, he also noted that there is a hard core of police who
have impugned the integrity of the majority and that they
must be dealt with decisively.
Victorians’ confidence in the integrity of Victoria Police is
critical to the organisation’s effectiveness in protecting the
community. The additional anticorruption measures contained
in this bill aim to maintain and bolster Victorians’ confidence
in their police officers by arming the Office of Police Integrity
with more powerful investigative tools to combat corruption
and tackle misconduct. Increasing the likelihood of detection
through these measures together with the government’s
accompanying investment in additional investigators will also
assist to deter corruption and remove the unwarranted
suspicion that such conduct casts over the majority of our
honest, hardworking police men and women.
Until earlier this year, the deputy ombudsman (police
complaints) had some powers to investigate police corruption,
but could only exercise those powers if a complaint had been
made to him. In autumn the government introduced the
Ombudsman Legislation (Police Ombudsman) Act 2004 to
replace the position of deputy ombudsman (police
complaints) with the police ombudsman. That act enables the
police ombudsman to initiate investigations on his or her
‘own motion’. It is no longer necessary for a complaint to
have been received for him to take action. The act also gave
the police ombudsman powers that are comparable to those
that can be exercised by a royal commission. In particular, the
police ombudsman can obtain search warrants, can require
people to provide information and can demand answers from
witnesses.
This bill makes a series of further reforms.
Establishment of the Office of Police Integrity
First, it establishes a new Office of Police Integrity, which
will be headed by a director. The provisions establishing the
director and the office will be inserted into the Police
Regulation Act 1958, alongside the existing provisions
dealing with the relevant functions and powers.
The government has decided that the person who is appointed
as Victorian Ombudsman should also be appointed as the
director, police integrity. However, the director will employ
his own staff and will have an office that is separate to that of
the Ombudsman.
His functions will be clearly delineated and independent from
those of the Ombudsman. This separation is important given
the nature of the covert investigative powers the bill will
extend to the director and designated members of staff of the
office.
The director will have the discretion to advise the minister
and the Chief Commissioner of Police of any investigation he
is undertaking, rather than being required to do so, as is
currently the case.
Access to covert powers
The director will have all of the powers that the police
ombudsman had. In addition, he will be granted a range of
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new covert powers. These powers go well beyond the powers
that can be exercised by a royal commission. The powers
relate to the use of:
surveillance devices;
assumed identities;
controlled operations; and
telecommunications interception.
Surveillance devices
The Surveillance Devices Act 1999 enables law enforcement
officers to apply to the courts for a warrant to use electronic
surveillance devices in the course of their investigations.
The bill will amend that act to include the Office of Police
Integrity as a law enforcement agency, and enable
investigators with the appropriately obtained authority to use
surveillance devices in their investigations.
Members may recall that during the autumn sittings,
Parliament passed the Surveillance Devices (Amendment)
Act 2004, to give effect to recommendations regarding the
implementation of a national investigative powers scheme.
That act requires action by the commonwealth before it can
commence. Because there may be some delay before this
occurs, this bill contains separate amendments to both the
Surveillance Devices Act 1999 and Surveillance Devices
(Amendment) Act 2004. This will ensure that the Office of
Police Integrity can obtain surveillance device warrants as
soon as possible.
Assumed identities
The Crimes (Assumed Identities) Act 2004 enables law
enforcement officers (and in some circumstances, authorised
civilians) to acquire and use assumed identities in order to
investigate offences or to gather criminal intelligence. For
example, an undercover police officer may acquire a driver
licence in a false name in order to associate with suspects.
This bill will amend that act to include the Office of Police
Integrity as a law enforcement agency, and enables
investigators from that office to assume identities.
Controlled operations
The Crimes (Controlled Operations) Act 2004 enables certain
senior law enforcement officers to authorise other law
enforcement officers (or, in some circumstances, civilians) to
commit offences as part of an investigation. For example, that
act permits an assistant commissioner of Victoria Police to
authorise an undercover member of the police force to
participate in drug trafficking in order to obtain evidence
against suspected criminals.
This bill will amend that act to include the Office of Police
Integrity as a law enforcement agency, so that the director can
authorise his investigators to also conduct such operations.
Interception of telecommunications
The commonwealth Parliament has legislative power with
regard to the interception of telephone conversations and
other telecommunications.
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To date, the commonwealth government has refused to
consider amending the relevant commonwealth legislation,
the Telecommunications (Interception) Act 1979, so that the
Office of Police Integrity can use this powerful and proven
investigative technology.
However, this bill amends the Victorian Telecommunications
(Interception) (State Provisions) Act 1988 to establish a
record-keeping and reporting regime in relation to the
interception of telecommunications by the Office of Police
Integrity in accordance with the requirements of the
commonwealth act. These amendments also create an
independent monitoring, inspecting and reporting regime,
which will ensure that satisfactory safeguards are maintained
to protect individual privacy and addresses the
commonwealth government’s premature objections to the
office being granted telecommunication interception powers.
Oversight of the Office of Police Integrity
The Surveillance Devices (Amendment) Act 2004, the
Crimes (Controlled Operations) Act 2004 and the
Telecommunications (Interception) (State Provisions) Act
1988 all require that law enforcement agencies which
exercise powers under those acts be overseen by an
independent body.
In relation to Victoria Police, that body is the Victorian
Ombudsman. In relation to the Australian Crime
Commission, that body is the Commonwealth Ombudsman.
The government has decided that the person who is appointed
as Victorian Ombudsman should also be appointed as the
director, police integrity.
It would not be appropriate for the Victorian Ombudsman to
be responsible for overseeing himself (in his capacity as
director, police integrity) when the director and the office
exercise powers under the three acts just mentioned.
Accordingly, this bill provides that the oversight body for the
Office of Police Integrity will be the new statutory position of
special investigations monitor. That position is established by
the Major Crime (Special Investigations Monitor) Bill, which
is also being introduced this session. In relation to the Office
of Police Integrity, the special investigations monitor will
exercise the oversight requirements that apply to law
enforcement agencies under those acts.

Section 85 statement read pursuant to sessional
orders:
Section 85
I also wish to make a statement under section 85 of the
Constitution Act 1975 of the reasons for altering or varying
that section pursuant to this bill in relation to the Police
Regulation Act 1958.
Clause 5 of the bill will insert a new section 129A(3) into the
Police Regulation Act 1958. It will provide that it is the
intention of section 86J of the Police Regulation Act as
amended by clause 4 of the bill to alter or vary section 85 of
the Constitution Act.
Section 86J currently limits the liability of the police
ombudsman and the capacity of any person to bring
proceedings against the police ombudsman to those acts that
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are done in bad faith. It also limits the scope of orders that
may be made by a court in relation to the police ombudsman
and prohibits the police ombudsman from being called to give
evidence.
The bill will make consequential amendments to section 86J
by replacing references to the police ombudsman with
references to the director, police integrity. It also includes
reference to the staff of the Office of Police Integrity and
those engaged by the director who have taken an oath or
affirmation under section 102D. As the director will be
performing the current functions of the police ombudsman,
the protection afforded to the police ombudsman under the
current law should also be provided to the director. Staff and
persons and bodies assisting the director in performing his
functions should also be covered by those protections. The
director’s investigations may otherwise be thwarted by
numerous legal challenges and proceedings on grounds other
than allegations of bad faith.
I also wish to make a statement under section 85 of the
Constitution Act 1975 of the reasons for altering or varying
that section pursuant to this bill in relation to the
Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001.
Clause 31 of the bill will insert a new section 110(3) into the
Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001. It will provide that it is
the intention of section 107 of the Whistleblowers Protection
Act 2001, as amended by clause 30 of the bill, to alter or vary
section 85 of the constitution. Section 107 of the
Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001 currently provides for
the protection of the police ombudsman in relation to legal
proceedings in a similar manner to that of the Police
Regulation Act 1958. The bill will make consequential
amendments to the Whistleblowers Protection Act 2001 by
replacing references to the police ombudsman with references
to the director, police integrity. It will also include reference
to the staff of the Office of Police Integrity and those engaged
who have taken an oath or affirmation under section 102D of
the Police Regulation Act 1958.
The amended section 107 also continues the current immunity
for the Ombudsman, officers of the Ombudsman and the
Chief Commissioner of Police. As these bodies will be
continuing to perform their current functions, it is necessary
that the protection afforded to them under the current law
continues. Similarly, the director, police integrity, will be
performing the current functions of the police ombudsman
and the protection afforded to the police ombudsman under
the current law should also be provided to the director. Staff
and persons and bodies assisting the director in performing
his functions should also be covered by these protections. The
director’s investigations may otherwise be thwarted by
numerous legal challenges and proceedings on grounds other
than allegations of bad faith.
Conclusion
This bill significantly expands the powers available to combat
police corruption in Victoria.
It is another important step in this government’s commitment
to providing a safer Victoria, and to ensuring that Victoria
Police maintains the highest standards of integrity and
professionalism.
I commend the bill to the house.

Thursday, 16 September 2004

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

EVIDENCE (WITNESS IDENTITY
PROTECTION) BILL
Second reading
Ordered that second-reading speech, except for
statement under section 85(5) of the Constitution
Act, 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.
This bill is part of the government’s major crime and
terrorism package which implements model laws developed
as part of a national initiative to tackle cross-border criminal
activity. Organised criminal networks such as drug cartels can
move freely across the country, but police are often hampered
in investigating cross-border crime because the laws on police
investigations vary across Australia.
Recognising the need for a nationally coordinated approach to
law enforcement, commonwealth, state and territory leaders
met in 2002 for a summit on terrorism and multijurisdictional
crime. At that summit, the Premier committed to introduce
model laws for a consistent national set of powers for
criminal investigations that cross state and territory borders.
These model laws were to cover controlled operations,
surveillance devices, assumed identities and witness identity
protection, and were to enable relevant authorities or warrants
issued in one jurisdiction to be recognised as valid in other
participating jurisdictions.
The model laws were developed by a national joint working
group established by the Standing Committee of
Attorneys-General and the Australasian Police Ministers
Council. Victoria has played a leading role in this national
initiative.
In February 2003 the joint working group released a
discussion paper on the proposed model laws. After receiving
submissions from across Australia, the joint working group
revised the model laws and published them in November
2003 in the Cross-Border Investigative Powers for Law
Enforcement report.
In the autumn 2004 sittings, the Victorian Parliament passed
the first three bills of the major crime and terrorism package:
the Crimes (Assumed Identities) Act 2004; the Crimes
(Controlled Operations) Act 2004; and the Surveillance
Devices (Amendment) Act 2004.
This bill is the final part of the major crime and terrorism
package and implements the model laws relating to witness
identity protection.
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Witness identity protection is a process that enables
undercover operatives to give evidence in court without
disclosing their true name or address. This is important
because undercover operatives can have their lives placed in
danger, or their personal safety threatened, if their names or
addresses are revealed. This bill introduces a statutory regime
to protect undercover operatives’ identities in court, and the
circumstances in which this may occur.
Application to cross-border situations
Currently, the law on protecting the identity of undercover
operative witnesses varies between jurisdictions across
Australia. This means that when undercover police operatives
are involved in a complex cross-border investigation, there is
no consistent approach to how their identities will be
protected if the matter goes to court.
As a result, the joint working group developed model
provisions to establish a consistent national approach to
witness identity protection. These provisions detail the
process for issuing ‘witness identity protection certificates’,
and the effect of these certificates in court proceedings.
Victorian common law currently recognises that a judge or
magistrate has a discretion to allow a witness to give evidence
without revealing their true identity in appropriate
circumstances. This judicial discretion, based on the doctrine
of ‘public interest immunity’, allows the court to rule that
identifying information about the witness is immune from
disclosure on public interest grounds. This approach works
well. Accordingly, the common law will be retained for
purely local situations. As a result, the bill will only apply to
cross-border situations.
A cross-border situation arises where:
a Victorian operative, working undercover under
Victorian law, is giving evidence in another jurisdiction;
or
a witness from interstate, working undercover under the
law of another jurisdiction, is giving evidence in
Victoria.
The bill amends the Evidence Act 1958 to state when a
‘witness identity protection certificate’ may be issued to a
Victorian undercover operative, and when certificates issued
in other jurisdictions will be recognised in Victoria.
Issuing witness identity protection certificates in Victoria
The bill allows senior officers in Victoria Police and the
Australian Crime Commission to issue a witness identity
protection certificate to an undercover operative if they are
required to give evidence in an interstate proceeding. A
certificate can only be issued if disclosing the real name or
address of the operative will endanger their or somebody
else’s safety, or jeopardise an investigation.
The bill requires the certificate to include information that is
relevant to the credibility of evidence given by the operative.
This is important because it allows affected parties to the
proceedings, including the accused in criminal trials, to
challenge the credibility of the witness without disclosing
their identity. Types of information recorded on the certificate
include aliases, prior convictions or findings of guilt,
outstanding charges, findings of professional misconduct,
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outstanding allegations of professional misconduct, and false
representations.
To assist senior officers of Victoria Police and the Australian
Crime Commission to prepare the certificate, the bill requires
the operative involved to make a statutory declaration on
matters such as prior convictions, findings of guilt and
findings of professional misconduct. This declaration will not
be publicly released, but may be used for perjury or police
disciplinary proceedings.
The bill creates two offences to protect the identity of a
Victorian operative who has been granted a witness identity
protection certificate in Victoria.
The first will apply where a person knows or is reckless as to
whether a certificate has been issued, and intentionally,
knowingly or recklessly does something that leads to the
disclosure of the operative’s identity. This offence carries a
maximum penalty of two years imprisonment.
The second offence applies to the more serious situation
where the person intends to endanger the health or safety of
an operative, or prejudice the effective conduct of an
investigation; or where they knowingly or recklessly do so.
This offence carries a maximum penalty of 10 years
imprisonment.
These offences, and the penalties attached, are intended to
protect the health and safety of operatives, and assist the
effective conduct of undercover operations.
Recognition of witness identity protection certificates
issued in other jurisdictions
Witness identity protection certificates issued in other
jurisdictions will be able to be recognised in Victoria.
Under the bill, a witness identity protection certificate must be
filed with the relevant court, and given to other parties to the
proceeding, before the operative gives evidence. The
operative may then give evidence under an assumed or court
name, and cannot be asked questions, or be required to
answer questions or make statements, that disclose their true
identity.
The court may also make any order it considers necessary to
protect the witness’s identity, with any intentional, knowing
or reckless contravention of that order attracting a maximum
penalty of two years imprisonment.
As with certificates issued within Victoria, the bill provides
for offences in relation to disclosure of the identity of
operatives issued with certificates in other jurisdictions.
Certificates issued in other jurisdictions will also record
information that is relevant to the credibility of evidence
given by the operative. This information will allow parties
affected by the proceedings, including the accused in criminal
trials, to challenge the witness’s credibility without the need
to disclose their identity. However, in some situations there
may be no way to test a witness’s credibility without
disclosure.
In these situations the bill provides that a party may apply to
the court for leave to ask a witness questions or require a
witness to answer questions or make statements that may
reveal their true identity. Such an application is heard in the
absence of any jury and, unless otherwise decided by the
court, in a closed court.
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The court may only grant leave to ask the question if there is
evidence that would substantially call into question the
witness’s credibility. It must also be impractical to test the
witness’s credibility without disclosing their identity and must
be in the interests of justice to do so.
The bill provides the court with the power to make
suppression orders regarding these applications and any
evidence that arises from them. Under the bill a breach of a
suppression order attracts a maximum penalty of two years
imprisonment.
Another safeguard provided by the bill is the power of a
presiding officer to require an interstate operative to disclose
their true identity to the presiding officer. This is important,
because it allows the presiding officer to determine whether a
conflict of interest or question of bias exists. This is intended
to avoid potential miscarriages of justice and the need to abort
trials already under way.
Requirement to report to Parliament
The bill has an important accountability mechanism. The
chief executive officer of Victoria Police and of the
Australian Crime Commission must each prepare an annual
report concerning witness identity protection certificates
issued by their respective agencies. These reports outline the
number of certificates issued, the grounds on which they were
issued and whether any certificates were cancelled. The report
must be provided to the Attorney-General as soon as possible
following the end of each financial year.
The Attorney-General will then present this report to
Parliament within 15 sitting days of receiving it.
Mutual recognition
The bill will commence upon proclamation. However, it will
not have a practical effect until other jurisdictions introduce
their own legislation based on the model provisions. The bill
allows for these laws to be prescribed as ‘corresponding laws’
for the purposes of witness identity protection. When another
jurisdiction also prescribes the Victorian legislation, the
witness identity protection certificates issued in each
jurisdiction will be recognised by the other.
The model laws on witness identity protection will eventually
be implemented by all states and territories. This will create a
scheme that ensures undercover operatives in cross-border
situations will be covered by the same witness identity
protection provisions anywhere in Australia.

Section 85 statement read pursuant to sessional
orders:
Statement under section 85(5) of the Constitution
Act 1975
I wish to make a statement under section 85(5) of the
Constitution Act 1975 as to the reasons why section 42BE(1),
as inserted by clause 3, alters or varies section 85 of that act
by limiting the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court.
Clause 4 inserts a new section 151A of the Evidence
Act 1958, which states that it is the intention of
section 42BE(1) to alter or vary section 85 of the Constitution
Act 1975.
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Section 42BE(1) provides that a decision to issue a witness
identity certificate is final and cannot be appealed against,
reviewed, called into question, quashed or invalidated in any
court. It is the intention of section 42BE(1) to limit the
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court so that the decision by a
chief or senior officer of a law enforcement agency to issue a
witness identity protection certificate is not reviewable by the
courts.
The reason for the limitation of the Supreme Court’s
jurisdiction is that, given the decision to issue a certificate is
based on highly sensitive operational information, the
decision could not be reviewed without disclosing this
information. This would defeat the purpose of the witness
identity protection scheme.
By introducing the final bill in the major crime and terrorism
package, the Bracks government is reaffirming its
commitment to ensuring that impediments to the effective
investigation of serious and organised criminal activity are
removed
I commend the bill to the house.

Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips — On a point of order,
Acting President, there is a paragraph that the minister
has not read in his statement on the section 85.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — On the point of order,
Acting President, I just want to clarify which paragraph
the honourable member is referring to.
Hon. G. K. Rich-Phillips — The paragraph at the
end.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — I am happy to read that
into Hansard, Acting President. I am not entirely sure if
it needs to be read out, but I will read it into the record
if the honourable member feels it needs to be included.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Smith) —
Order! The minister is only required to read the
section 85 statement.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — My understanding is that
it is not necessarily part of the section 85 statement, but
I will read it in just as a precaution to ensure that we
have everything relating to the section 85 incorporated
into the second-reading speech.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Smith) —
Order! The minister may continue.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — By introducing the final
bill in the major crime and terrorism package, the
Bracks government is reaffirming its commitment to
ensuring that impediments to the effective investigation
of serious and organised criminal activity are removed.
I commend the bill to the house.
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Debate adjourned for Hon. RICHARD
DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) on motion of
Hon. Andrea Coote.
Debate adjourned until next day.

WATER INDUSTRY (ENVIRONMENTAL
CONTRIBUTIONS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed from 15 September; motion of
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government).
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — This bill
is a dog. The Nationals have no compunction
whatsoever in opposing this legislation. I put that on the
record straight up, forthwith. It is a new tax coming in
on Victorians, a tax which is neither transparent nor
equitable, and it will turn out to be counterproductive.
What is more, it is the Bracks government hypocrisy
unbounded. There is no doubt about that. It simply
reeks of hypocrisy. We read in the papers today that
this government is coming up for its fifth
anniversary — what a great job it says it has done —
that is, according to its own judgment! Frankly, I have
noted since this government came to office that this has
been the most hypocritical government I have ever been
unfortunate enough to serve under in my 30 years in
this Parliament. We all remember how this government,
when in opposition, went on about the former
government’s very good and equitable catchment
management authority levy.
Hon. J. H. Eren — Oh, that was a levy, not a tax?
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — If Mr Eren wants to call it
a tax, I am happy to call it a tax, because it was a very
equitable impost on the people of Victoria at that time.
But not if you listen to Labor members at the time who
went around the state of Victoria taking a populist
stance and saying they would get rid of it if they were
elected to government. They did not anticipate at the
time that they were going to be elected and that they
would have to honour their promise! They completely
overlooked the fact of that levy and that they should
have been giving the Kennett government credit for
grasping the nettle in terms of environmental
management in this state. It was the Kennett
government which set up catchment management
authorities and which took that sensible perspective,
when you think back on it, of managing the
environment in this state on a catchment basis.
I remember going to meeting after meeting over the
years and listening to a man whom I now consider one
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of the wisest men I ever met but who at the time I did
not appreciate — he was Mr Ernest Jackson, commonly
known as Watershed Jackson. Through a number of
organisations with which he was associated such as the
Victorian Irrigators Research and Promotion
Organisation and a foundation that he set up, Watershed
promoted that we should be managing our water
resources and our land management on a catchment
basis.
The Kennett government adopted that policy and
established the catchment management authorities
(CMAs). I have three of them in the electorate that I
have the honour to represent: They are the North East
Catchment Management Authority, the
Goulburn-Broken Catchment Management Authority
and part of the North Central Catchment Management
Authority. Those authorities, made up of a diverse
range of mainly local people, with landholders having
substantial input into the membership of the board,
were given the wherewithal to be masters of their own
destiny. They were given the capacity to raise a levy
which was set locally, was locally spent and for which
the priorities were decided locally. It was widely
accepted by most people.
Yes, I acknowledge there are one or two around the
place who I would bet are regretting it now, especially a
lady at Cohuna who protested. But by and large it was
widely accepted as a viable impost on landholders
because they could see the results that it was delivering
in their own districts. And it was not open ended; it was
capped. Significant landowners paid more than other
people but not an unlimited amount. Some very good
work was getting under way with the funds that were
being generated by that catchment management levy.
And of course it was transparent; we all knew what we
were paying. It was a line item on our local government
rates bill. Council acted as a collecting agency. It sent
out the rate notices with a line item which said
‘catchment management authority levy, $222’ or
whatever it happened to be for that rate notice. It was
based on the value of the property and it was therefore
equitable.
What have we got now? We have a situation where
Labor members and Labor candidates campaigned
around the countryside, saying that this CMA levy was
somehow iniquitous, inequitable and unfair. They were
going to take it off. Melbourne people were not paying
it. They were forgetting and overlooking that anyone
who has been living in Melbourne has been paying a
drainage and parks levy for years and years, which in
itself was raising millions of dollars, and that this was
somewhat akin to that. What have they done?
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Hypocrisy again — they have re-introduced what is in
fact a CMA levy.
Why am I not applauding that if I liked the previous
one? I do not like it because it is not transparent. We are
not going to know how much each of us is paying. It is
just going to be mixed up on our water bill, not
identified. It is going to be set by government. This bill
sets out the initial levy but from then on after the first
four years it is going to be set at the whim of a minister
with no local input and no assessment of what the
priorities are in a particular CMA district. We are not
going to have any input locally on how it is spent.
Mr Stoney said last night how he thinks it is going to be
spent, and I have to agree with him. Presumably this is
going to be built up by this government which is so
good at spin-doctoring. It will accumulate much of this
money until we get near the election and then we will
see grants made all around the place in an attempt to
garner Green votes on projects which may not
necessarily be the best value for money when it comes
to looking after our waterways and husbanding our
finite water resources.
In this bill, the definitions as to how the money can be
spent are so wide that you could drive a horse and dray
through them. It will enable this government to spend
the tax that it gathers — and it is running into hundreds
of millions of dollars as we know — on any project that
it likes as it runs up to the 2006 election and so long as
it can attach a water brand to it. It does not take much
imagination to make expenditure somehow or other
related to water. I warn my constituents and the people
of country Victoria who are going to be slugged with
this new tax that they are not likely to see value for
money. They will see it used as a pork-barrelling
mechanism in places where it suits the government at
the time.
It is not equitable either. The former levy at least bore
some relationship to capacity to pay and some
resemblance to the value of the particular property. The
CMA set it taking into account the range of
circumstances that might have applied in that particular
part of Victoria. But in this case some people are going
to pay through the nose while some are not going to pay
much at all. For example, those who draw their water
from the Grampians water authority supplies are
already on a very high per-kilolitre charge, and we all
know why. Water is not abundant over there and there
are high distribution costs.
Those people are going to be paying a very significant
addition to their already very expensive water. Yet for
some others, for example some diverters from
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unregulated streams who are not paying a particularly
high fee for their entitlements, the percentage
presumably is not going to amount to very much. There
is an inequity there. What about somebody living in
Brighton in a million-dollar house? I do not know —
they might have a water bill of $1000 per year. Under
this proposal they will pay $50.
What about a struggling farmer? By coincidence,
today — 16 September — is the day that
Goulburn-Murray Water rates are due. I have just been
talking on the telephone this morning to one irrigator
who today paid a cheque for $42 000 for his water.
When this proposed new tax of 2 per cent comes into
operation he will be paying $840 on his water charge. Is
that equitable? Is the $1 million house — a nice
house — producing anything for the good of the nation
in terms of the wealth of the nation, our exports? No, it
is not. Is the farmer who is paying 15 times as much
contributing to the economy of the nation through
wealth production? Yes, he is. Where is the equity in
that?
Do the people in the $1 million house reuse any water?
No. Does the farmer reuse water? Yes — it goes into
his recycling dam and around the system again. What
happens to the stormwater from the $1 million house? It
all runs out into the street and Port Phillip Bay. What
happens to rainfall on the farms? A lot of it is captured
and reused. What about sewerage? It is treated, of
course, but it still runs out through the outfall into the
sea. What about the farmer? Is he discharging any
noxious substances? In most cases, absolutely not.
Where is the equity in the people in the $1 million
house paying $50 a year and a farmer paying anything
up to $1000 a year? I say again: this bill is a dog.
Is the owner of the $1 million house improving the
environment? Is he out there tree planting? One or two
owners of such houses are probably members of
Landcare somewhere and they might plant a few trees,
but farmers are planting millions of trees. Where is the
equity there? What about natural gas? People in the
$1 million house have the heaters on half the winter,
using the finite resource of natural gas. Is the farmer
using natural gas? No, he is not connected. Where is the
equity there? Why is he paying so much more as an
environmental levy than the owner of a $1 million
house in Brighton? Again I say this legislation is not
equitable.
I have dealt with the fact that there will be little local
input into where the tax will be spent. There is
provision for little local input into the rate that will be
set beyond the four years prescribed in the bill. Neither
the bill nor the second-reading speech makes any
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acknowledgment whatsoever of the progress that has
been made in environmental management in this state.
We are all being hit with a big stick by this bill. That is
what it is, the typical Labor policy, philosophy or
ideology: hit them around the head with a big stick; do
not try to work with people, just put a tax on them. That
will be counterproductive, because it will sap the
willingness of people to actually work for the
improvement, protection and enhancement of our
environment. We are risking losing momentum with all
the good work that has been done in the past 15 or
20 years. People are just going to think, ‘We try to do
the right thing. What do we get? We just cop another
tax’, and it is an unfair tax in its application.
It is certainly an absolute slap in the face for the
irrigators in the state of Victoria. Currently we are still
in drought, although if you took note of the media you
would think that the drought was long over just because
a week or two ago the bitumen here in Melbourne got
wet. I inform the house that this has been the driest
three-year period in the Murray–Darling Basin in the
111 years that records have been maintained. Yes, we
have had some temporary respite due to the good rain
that we got last week. It so happens that at 6.00 p.m.
last night Goulburn-Murray Water announced an
update of its water allocations. In the Goulburn system
still only 68 per cent of water right will be available this
year, coming on top of last year when only 57 per cent
was available. In the Murray system, fortunately, we
have crept up to 100 per cent. In the Loddon system
they are on only 68 per cent of licence volume. The
poor old Campaspe system now has an allocation of
5 per cent, up from nil — zilch. How can we say that
we are not still suffering from a drought regime when
we have the Campaspe system on only 5 per cent of
entitlement?
Yet you hear people — and we heard it from members
in the debate in the other house on Tuesday — saying,
‘Oh, well, people have to pay more for water. Farmers
have to pay more for water. They use 72 per cent of the
water; they have to pay’. I ask them to talk to some of
my irrigators who have had their water charges go up
45 per cent in two years, and that does not include this
tax, which will presumably add an even greater
percentage. I also ask people who allege that irrigators
use 72 per cent of water in this state: who is the end
user? It is not the farmer, in reality. It is the people who
go into the supermarket — into Coles and
Woolworths — and buy a litre of milk, a kilo of lamb
chops or a nice fresh iceberg lettuce who are the end
users in this state. We are all the end users. It is not the
irrigators. It is time that some city commentators and
city politicians stopped casting aspersions on irrigators
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and stopped alleging that they are using the bulk of the
water and, worse still, that they are wasting it.
An interesting statistic that we should never allow
ourselves to forget is that about 65 per cent of the
production of this nation — not just Victoria, but this
nation of Australia — is produced off half a percent of
the landmass of Australia, that is, the irrigation areas of
Australia. They are the great wealth generators of this
nation. They are the great producers of export income
for this nation. They are the people who enable city
residents to drive Toorak tractors, having imported
them from Germany and elsewhere.
We should never allow the people to forget the value
that irrigation has brought to this nation. We should
never forget the great visionaries of this nation who
brought irrigation to this nation — Alfred Deakin, in
the first instance, who was a member of this
Parliament; Sir John G. B. McDonald, a Country Party
Premier, who built big Eildon; and others. Let us
acknowledge the fact that irrigation underpins the great
economy we have in Victoria and Australia.
I want to deal for a moment with the white paper. I
agree with Mr Stoney’s remark last night that the white
paper has some merit. There are no two ways about
that. It is a good document in many respects. It is
unfortunate that the government has used the white
paper as a cover to slap on this new tax. That is really
what it is. The white paper promotes that there ought to
be an environmental levy, and the government has used
that as a cover to introduce this legislation to bring in a
totally inequitable tax. Because there is insufficient
accountability in the legislation to know where money
is derived from and where it is going, it will simply
enable the government to build up a pork-barrelling war
chest.
I hear too much doom and gloom in the cities about the
state of the rivers in this nation and in particular the
Murray River. We hear that the Murray River is dying.
The dark green elements of our community have
convinced those in the leafy suburbs of Melbourne and
Sydney that the Murray River is in diabolical trouble. It
is not. I listened to and read the speeches in the other
place on Tuesday. I have to agree with the honourable
member for Macedon when she said that some of the
contributions in the other place would make you cringe.
She is absolutely right. They certainly made me cringe
with their lack of understanding, inaccuracies and
shallowness.
I want to place on record that whilst I do not think we
have done near enough yet for the environment, and I
am prepared to do much more, we should take pride in
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the fact that we are the first generation to hand the
Murray River on to our successors in a better condition
than it was in when we inherited it from our
predecessors. You would not think this was the case if
you listened to all the doom and gloom you read in the
newspapers or hear on the radio or that is talked about
by some members of Parliament. Salinity readings at
Morgan, for example, are now down to where they
were at the time of the Second World War. Why?
Because we are managing the river much better. Our
irrigation techniques have improved so much. We are
doing a lot better than we used to, and that ought to be
acknowledged.
I also want to really stress that the answer to improving
the health of the Murray River is not in tipping water
down it; it is not in just saying, ‘There is not enough
water, so let a lot more run down and out to sea’. Yes,
we have under the Living Murray arrangement, an
agreement for 500 gigalitres. We have not worked out
where it is going to come from yet, but a lot of it can be
obtained from better management techniques and better
running of the system.
Hon. B. W. Bishop — It will be tough to get.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — It will be tough to get,
Mr Bishop, but I think we can manage 500 gigalitres.
Yes, it will have an economic impact in northern
Victoria and elsewhere, but that has to be borne
because we all acknowledge that the river has been hard
done by in the past, and, yes, some more work needs to
be done. We have, however, the alternative Prime
Minister of this country running around the place
saying that he is going to return 1500 gigalitres to the
river.
Hon. B. W. Bishop — He is in Mildura now.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — He is in Mildura now
saying exactly that, Mr Bishop tells me. Some people
say that returning 500 gigalitres is one thing and that
returning 1500 gigalitres, being three times as much,
would mean that the effect or the economic impact
would therefore be three times as great. I say that is not
logical. It is not a linear progression here, it is an
exponential progression. We might manage
500 gigalitres, as I have said, but we will not manage
1500 gigalitres. That amount would completely
decimate the irrigation areas of northern Victoria and
consequently undermine the economy of this state for
the reasons I have previously enumerated.
Worse still, of course, the Greens are out there in
fairyland suggesting that it should be 3000 gigalitres! If
they are serious about that, they really mean that they
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are going to close down irrigation in northern Victoria,
because that would be the effect. Do they seriously
believe the standards of living of the people of
Melbourne can be sustained if we do not have an
irrigation industry?
Hon. B. W. Bishop — Or do they care, Mr Baxter?
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — Maybe they do not care.
There is no doubt that what we need to do, rather than
simply tipping water into the river and letting it run out
to sea, is to manage it better. We have to make sure that
our wetlands, the lungs of the river, are properly
managed. We have to have a wetting and drying
process. For too long we have either cut off the
wetlands or have allowed them to be permanently wet.
We sit here and we listen to speeches ad nauseam, most
of which go over your head. We go to seminars and
conferences and the like. Sometimes in one’s career a
speech rings a bell. It changes your view. That is how
parliaments should work. We ought to be a vehicle for
an exchange of ideas, and we ought to be able to
influence people on occasions. I was influenced as a
result of a presentation from Dr Terry Hillman on one
particular occasion. He is now retired — or acting as a
consultant perhaps. He was originally with the
Murray-Darling Freshwater Institute in Albury. He
explained in the most graphic terms how the wetting
and drying of the wetlands are vital to the health of the
river. He explained that this enabled the food chain to
regenerate, which of course feeds fish, birds and
animals.
It is the same old story, I suppose, that everything is
connected to everything else. That is where our
predecessors went wrong for so long, but we now have
the knowledge and are applying it. That is why I say
that the river is in a much better condition than it was a
few years ago and is improving with every week that
goes by. We can now work with natural floods by using
the environmental water that has already been put aside.
I was on the Public Works Committee in the 1970s
which set aside some environmental water out of
Dartmouth for the Murray River.
The year 2000 was a case in point: we were able to top
up a modest, natural flood coming down the Murray,
mainly generated by excess flows from the King,
Kiewa and Ovens rivers to flood Barmah Forest. That
was a reasonably high flood, and it triggered an
immense bird breeding season. It demonstrated how
you can work with natural conditions by using
environmental water and get a tremendously positive,
beneficial result. That was done in 2000. I am quite sure
it can be done again. Barmah Forest is currently
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undergoing a minor flood through entirely natural
conditions because of the heavy rains which have
occurred in the King and Ovens valleys.
I know of Banrock Station in Waikerie in South
Australia, which has done some extraordinarily good
work in management of wetlands by drying them out,
restoring them and now operating them under natural
conditions. Everyone who buys a bottle of Banrock
wine is contributing to that work, and I suggest to
anyone who is down in the lower reaches of the Murray
that they visit Banrock Station and see for themselves
the evidence on the ground of what is being done with
the knowledge we have.
I also want to make the point that there is an
extraordinary amount of goodwill out there for the
Murray River. It is not as if it is a new-found goodwill;
it has been there for years among most people who are
closely associated with the river. Last week I attended
the 60th annual conference of the Murray Darling
Association in Renmark, South Australia. The
association was formed in Yarrawonga in 1944 as the
Murray Valley Development League. It is both
interesting and instructive that despite the rigours of the
Second World War there were enough people interested
from one end of the river — from Goolwa to Biggara
and beyond — that they would establish an
organisation that particularly promoted the health and
the progress of the river.
I was very pleased indeed to be attending that
conference. About 120 or 130 people were there, and
interestingly Mr Springborg, the Leader of the
Opposition and Leader of The Nationals in Queensland,
attended — an indication, I thought, that perhaps
Queensland at long last is beginning to acknowledge
that a fair slab of its territory is in the Murray–Darling
Basin and they need to be closely involved. It was
attended also by Karlene Maywald from South
Australia and John Hill, a minister in the South
Australian government. From Victoria it was attended
by the members for Swan Hill and Benambra in another
place and me.
The glaring omission — why am I surprised? I suppose
I should not be — was that despite the invitations
no-one from the Victorian Labor government was
there. You would have thought with the white paper out
and if the government were as interested in the Murray
River as it professes to be, that it might have sent a
representative to the conference. I might say its
colleagues in New South Wales were just as bad,
because there were no Labor members from the New
South Wales government there either.

199

We had 120 passionate advocates for the Murray. As I
said, it was the 60th conference, so there was nothing
new about it; I went to my first Murray Darling
conference in 1972 at Murray Bridge. I think these
people are often unrecognised for the tremendous
amount of work they have done in promoting the health
of the Murray River over those long years, and long
may they continue. The organisation has extended its
reach and now includes many people from the upper
reaches of the Darling from Bourke and further north.
Hon. B. W. Bishop interjected.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER — As Mr Bishop reminds
me, Cr Brian Grogan of the Rural City of Mildura is the
chairman of that organisation.
In talking about the way irrigators have acknowledged
the environment, I want to mention the way they have
accepted the white paper and in particular the water
sales proposal, commonly known as the 80-20 deal.
They are not all happy with it, and neither am I. It needs
more moulding and trimming up around the edges, and
it needs to be turned into a better deal; but it is an
indication that irrigators are not clinging to every drop
of water, which is the impression you often get if you
listen to some of the city commentators. Here are
irrigators acknowledging that they are prepared to forgo
some of their traditional use, and I applaud that. I think
that is a win-win situation for everyone all round.
However, the deal certainly needs more work. The
$100 million compensation so-called, which has come
as part of a package for giving up 20 per cent of the
sales pool — is a nice big sum of money, I
suppose. But what is it composed of? Is it genuine
compensation to irrigators for giving something up or is
it not? I do not think it is, because $30 million of it is
for work done on the spillway at Lake Eildon. I do not
think irrigators should be paying for that at all.
The work being done at Lake Eildon is not because the
dam is unsafe per se; it is being done because standards
have increased world wide. Someone has decided we
need to have Lake Eildon to such a condition and
strength as to withstand and pass through a flood of the
magnitude that certainly has not occurred in Australia
since Governor Phillip sailed into Port Jackson in 1788
and may not occur for 10 000 years anyway. Of course
it might occur next year, who is to know? But this is
dealing with a circumstance which is very remote
indeed; and I think it ought to be paid for by the
community at large not by the irrigators. Certainly had
it not gone out of office the previous government had
every intention I am sure of doing that work at
community expense. As with all these projects, we now
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have a situation where the cost has blown out by
$22.5 million. I want to know whether the irrigators
will be lumbered with that as well. Perhaps this
environmental tax might be used to pay for that —
maybe that is justified.
The sum also includes $14 million for the deferral of
the 2 per cent environmental levy to 2007 or 2008. That
is not compensation at all. That is simply an
acknowledgment that irrigators have gone through an
unprecedented drought. This is the first period in
history that Goulburn irrigators have received a
subwater right — last year and this year — so the
$14 million for deferring the environmental tax for a
year or two really and truly should not be considered to
be compensation.
Some other money is there for infrastructure provision
and reconfiguration. Yes, that is valuable, but as part of
the white paper it goes to the issue of reconfiguration,
which might lead to stranded assets with some areas
going out of irrigation use. I do not see why the money
that is required for that sort of restructuring should be
being paid for by irrigators out of this so-called
compensation package. I call on the government to
review that particular aspect of it, because I have noted
we have already had very substantial water price rises
over the last couple of years.
The system is run by what is known as the renewals
annuity. In principle that is a wise and good way of
accounting, I suppose. It means you build up a reserve
to fix worn out infrastructure as it needs to be done in
the future. The problem is that in the eyes of many
irrigators they are being unfairly lumbered. We have
had some pretty big meetings about it in recent
times. We had a big meeting in Numurka early in
August and another meeting last week in Shepparton
and others. They believe they are being charged to
maintain and fix the system for its past use, its present
use and its future use. They reckon they are paying all
round. If you look at the graphs, you see that that is
exactly what the current situation is. I do not believe
that is fair.
I believe that when Goulburn-Murray Water was
corporatised out of the old Rural Water Commission
and Rural Water Corporation insufficient attention was
given to bringing the system up to scratch before it was
corporatised. They inherited a run-down asset, and they
were not given sufficient cash to bring it up to speed.
They have had a dreadful time since season-wise, with
lower than normal water allocation. Debts are being
incurred simply because the volume of water is not
there to be sold, and it is becoming a double jeopardy
thing. The debt is getting larger, the pricing mechanism
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to build up the renewals reserve is going up at a very
steep rate and they can see water prices are going to be
become unsustainable in the next five years unless
something is done to reverse it. I say government will
have to make, one way or another, a capital injection to
bring the infrastructure up to the sorts of standards the
community and the government are demanding the way
they want the system now managed.
That is the key to it. If we want a healthy system, if we
want to save water, and if we want to deliver more to
the river system we have to have an irrigation system
that is capable of doing that. It is unfair to require the
irrigators to pay for that when the community has
decided that it wants the whole show to be run on a
much different basis to what was intended when it was
built. I call on the government to assist the irrigators in
getting the system up to a reasonable condition. From
then on the irrigators will accept that they need to pay
for its operation and maintenance into the future.
I was going to deal with water trading, but my time is
running out. I dealt with it during the time for
members’ statements earlier in the day’s proceedings,
but I will say there is some concern with permanent
trading. It is leading to a bit of a patchwork around the
Katandra area in particular where some people are
selling their water permanently and resorting to dryland
farms. That ought to be their right, I acknowledge that,
but I am not sure they are doing it as willing sellers.
Sometimes the banks have a bit of influence on this.
Instead of saying, ‘We are not advancing you any more
money. You will have to sell the farm’, they are now
taking the easy way out by saying, ‘Sell the water and
repay the debt’.
That is all very nice, but the farmer is then left with a
dryland farm that is clearly non-viable. A little more
work needs to be done on that, because some farmers
are being put under undue pressure to cash in their
water in order to rescue them from their financiers
without their getting proper advice and without the
financiers being fair to them as clients in terms of their
future arrangements.
I had also intended to deal at some length with the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. There is no doubt that the
government is now hoist on its own petard. For so long
now it has been running this line that the feds were not
going to cough up. Mr Bishop and I never had any
doubt at all that, once the business case had been
developed and it had all been tested, the federal
government would come to the party with its one-third.
But what did the state government try to do? Yes, it put
some dough on the table a year or two ago — well
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before it was required, and it knew that; it was simply a
political ploy.

confronting our state this decade — that is, securing our
water supplies for now and into the future.

It then thought it would pull a bit of a stunt at the
Grampians a couple of months ago and upped it to
$125 million. Then the Premier tried to get out of it on
the basis that that was the one-quarter contribution
necessary, overlooking the fact that the expectation was
there would be one-third from each of the state, the
commonwealth and the locals. Now with the
commonwealth announcement we have got the
government running around — we heard this morning
in this place the notices of motion which were
demeaning of the Parliament. They were meaningless
notices of motion. They referred to an agreement being
reneged on without producing any signed agreement at
all, because there is no signed agreement beyond 2006.
It is time the Bracks Labor government came clean. It
has made a meal of the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline for
years now.

The provision of sustainable water supplies is critical to
Victoria. It underpins our economy, it is fundamental to
our daily lives, no matter where we live or work, and it
plays a very important part in our sense of our
wellbeing as we enjoy the natural beauty of our rivers
and lakes. But we know, having experienced eight long
years of drought — and we are not out of the
drought yet — that we can no longer take our water
supply for granted and that many of the ways in which
we manage water in our state are unsustainable and
jeopardise the present and future security of our water
supply.

Now is the time for it to drop the politics, put its money
in and let the project start. The community, not only
locally but in the cities as well, sees the piping of the
Wimmera–Mallee line as one of the best endeavours to
save water in this country. The citizens of the state are
sick to death of the politics of it, and what this
government has been attempting to do this week in
criticising the federal government is going to be very
counterproductive and will come back to bite it.
Finally, I return to the bill. As I have made very clear, I
am not opposed to members of the community at large
making a contribution to the environmental wellbeing
of the state — that is, our rivers and the like. But I am
opposed to any sort of new tax being introduced in the
way this one is being introduced. It is inequitable, it is
not transparent, we do not how it is going to be spent,
we do not know what accountability there will be, we
do not know what priorities are going to be set and,
going on the past record of this government, it is likely
to be syphoned off into feel-good projects rather than
into projects that will really deliver what the
community is crying out for.
We should reject this legislation, send the government
back to the drawing board and say, ‘Yes, we are
prepared to accept some sort of an impost in the future,
but it needs to be fair, equitable and transparent’ — all
the things that this bill is patently not.
Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — I am delighted to
speak in support of the Water Industry (Environmental
Contributions) Bill this afternoon. In doing so I want to
say that I am very proud to be a member of the Bracks
government as it tackles one of the major issues

We know one-third of the rivers in this state are highly
stressed and in poor or very poor condition, and we
know that the CSIRO has advised us with its climate
change predictions that Victoria will see more and more
dry and hot days throughout the summer and that the
drought we are experiencing now may become the
norm.
We also know that our population is growing at a rapid
rate, and we expect an extra 1 million people in
metropolitan Melbourne by 2030. So the message is
clear: we need to reform the way we manage our water
supplies, and every Victorian, no matter where they live
or work, has a role to play in managing our water
supply sustainably.
I was interested in Mr Baxter’s metaphor at the start of
his contribution, where he declared this bill a dog. I
thank him for reminding me of the old adage that you
cannot teach an old dog new tricks, because Mr Baxter,
having been in this place for 30 years, still does not get
it. He does not get it; he does not understand, and his
contribution this morning has clearly indicated that. He
does not understand that we in Victoria need to reform
the way we manage our water supplies. I am very
disappointed and think that after 30 years it is probably
about time we retired the old dog and gave him a good
retirement. Maybe the people of Victoria will make that
decision for him at the next election.
Recently the Minister for Water in the other place
released the Bracks government’s comprehensive
action plan to secure our water supplies for the next
50 years — the white paper called Our Water Our
Future. The action plan is the result of an
extraordinarily consultative process following the
release of the green paper last year. We had some
670 submissions to the green paper, and forums were
held around the state. I attended the one that was held in
my electorate of Geelong Province. There was huge
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public interest. It is ridiculous for Mr Baxter to say the
government is imposing this reform on Victorians
without consulting them; that is certainly not the case.
I also know that a forum on water was held by the
Liberal Party in my electorate. Have a guess how many
people turned up? Apart from Mr Vogels opposite, who
was part of the forum, and the member for Benambra in
the other place, Mr Plowman, have a guess how many
people turned up? Fifty? No, too high. Twenty? No, too
high. Ten? No, too high. About three people were there
who were not members of the local Liberal Party
branch. We know, because we sent one of our people
along to check on what they were saying. The Liberal
Party is absolutely absent on water reform. It has
nothing relevant to say to the Victorian people, as
demonstrated by the interest my constituents showed in
its water forum.
The Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill
is the first on our legislative program to implement the
reforms outlined in the white paper Our Water Our
Future. Chapter 6 of the white paper commences with
the basic principle that water pricing should support the
sustainable management of the resource that we use.
The bill before us proposes arrangements for the
introduction of an environmental levy on water
authorities for the next four years. Urban water
authorities will be required to pay an amount equivalent
to 5 per cent of their existing reserves from 1 October
this year as an environmental contribution. Rural water
authorities will be required to pay an amount equating
to 2 per cent of their existing reserves from 1 July next
year. And Goulburn-Murray Water, to which
Mr Baxter referred, will not be paying any contribution
until 1 July 2007, in recognition of the sales deal the
irrigators have struck with Goulburn-Murray Water,
which has certainly been applauded by the Victorian
Farmers Federation (VFF).
The environmental contribution that water authorities
will make will raise about $225 million over the next
four years. Importantly, every cent raised by this levy
will be used to improve the environmental health of
Victoria’s waterways and to provide the sustainable
management of our water systems. The funds will be
directed to five key areas: firstly, to the national
commitments to improving the health of the River
Murray and its Victorian tributaries; secondly, to
protecting and repairing our water sources; thirdly, to
recycling and urban water projects; fourthly, to
improving the Water Smart Farms initiative and
sustainable irrigation; and lastly, to water security for
our cities, farms and the environment.
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My electorate of Geelong Province is in the
Corangamite catchment. On 23 June this year the
Minister for Water released a press release explaining
how the Corangamite catchment would benefit from its
share of the environmental contribution that will be
raised from the water levies. Some of the benefits that
will be delivered in the catchment in my region are:
stabilising the health of the Barwon and Moorabool
rivers by limiting water extraction; improving
environmental flows in the Barwon and Gellibrand
rivers; investigating beneficial use of sewage biosolids;
a $5 million extension across the state for the Water
Smart Farms program; an $8 million extension of the
sustainable irrigation and land management program; a
more flexible water market; a new public water
register; protection from water barons; and an extension
of the Smart Water Fund to regional Victoria. I know
that news has been extremely well received by the
Corangamite Catchment Management Authority, as I
meet with it on a regular basis. So we will receive
much-needed funds to improve the health of the
waterways in our catchment.
Following the release of the white paper there were
many articles in the media across the state about the
benefits of the environmental levy that will come about
as a result of the passage of this bill. In the Age on
Thursday, 24 June, Melissa Fyfe says in an article
headed ‘The environment scores some major victories’:
Yesterday, environment and water minister John Thwaites
managed something not often seen in modern politics:
widespread satisfaction with sweeping reforms.
The farmers were (mostly) happy. The green groups were
happy. The social welfare lobby was happy — even though
the reforms meant higher water prices for the average home.

The Ballarat Courier of the same day, 24 June, on
page 4 has an article from Karen McCann headed ‘Bills
to rise 5 per cent’ in which she reported:
Central Highlands Water chairman John Barnes applauded
the comprehensive range of initiatives unveiled as part of the
state government’s Our Water Our Future policy yesterday.
Mr Barnes also backed the water price hike.
‘We have been paying far too little for water for far too long’,
he said.
‘And we haven’t properly costed in the impact on the
environment and this is an attempt to redress the balance.’

The Ballarat Courier on the same day in the editorial
headlined ‘Water price hike would ultimately benefit
everyone’ reports:
Water, this nation’s most precious resource, can no longer be
taken for granted — or taken at will.
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Some might argue that increasing the price of water and
permanently restricting its use are tough measures, but tough
measures are needed to ensure supply of that precious
resource into the future.

Then the Warrnambool Standard of the same day, at
page 5, has an article by Andrew Thomson headed
‘Water levy a boon for region’s rivers’, which states:
South-west rivers are expected to have up to three times the
amount of money spent on them as collected in the region
through a new conservation water use levy.

So it is good news across the state as a result of the
Bracks government’s policies. But do not just listen to
us; you would expect us to say that — here we have
regional press throughout the state applauding the
Bracks government for its initiatives.
The $225 million to be raised over the next four years
from the environmental contributions of regional and
rural water authorities will be well spent on the
environment — every cent. The minister will report on
the expenditure of these environmental funds raised
from water authorities every year. This report will be
included in the annual report of the Department of
Sustainability and Environment for the respective
financial year. The process of collection and
expenditure of these environmental contributions is
therefore responsible and transparent.
Victorians have clearly demonstrated that they support
the water reform agenda being implemented by the
Bracks government. This bill will benefit the health of
Victoria’s catchments and work to improve our stressed
rivers. It will play a substantial part in securing our
water supply for the next 50 years.
This is in stark contrast to the announcement by the
federal government earlier this week. In a
smoke-and-mirrors and cruel trick played on the
Australian people it had the gall to announce a
supposed $2 billion injection of funds to the states for
water infrastructure projects. That sounds absolutely
fantastic — until you look at the small print, see the
sleight of hand and understand that this is not new
money at all. It is at the expense of national competition
policy payments to each state. In the case of Victoria it
means we will lose $200 million of funding every year.
What a cruel hoax is being meted out to the Victorian
people by the Prime Minister, Mr Howard.
But Victorians are not that silly. They are awake to
Howard’s water tricks. No-one in this state is deceived
by this miserable cut. There is no need to remove
$200 million from the Victorian budget every year to
fund water infrastructure projects. If the federal
government were really serious about conserving water
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and upgrading water infrastructure projects it would
fund them from the supposed $5 billion surplus that
Treasurer Costello announced last week.
The people of the Wimmera have been totally let down
over the last two years by the National Party, or the
VicNats or whatever they call themselves this week, on
the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. They have been totally
let down by the federal Howard Liberal government,
and the people will show how they feel towards them at
the ballot box in a few weeks time.
I am very proud to speak on behalf of the government
in support of the Water Industry (Environmental
Contributions) Bill. It is the first piece of legislation to
implement our water reforms across the state. I
congratulate the Minister for Environment in the other
place for his leadership in taking on this huge issue and
ensuring that we are able to secure our water supply for
the next 50 years, but I also congratulate Victoria’s
people for working with our government and showing
that they are prepared to play their part, no matter
where they live or work, in conserving our water supply
for the next 50 years. I commend the bill to the house
and wish it a speedy passage.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
I am pleased to join the debate on this important issue. I
listened with great interest to the contribution by
Mr Stoney last night and Mr Baxter this morning. I also
listened to Mr Baxter’s contribution on the
Auditor-General’s report, when he spoke about water
trading. He used the term — and I am sure he will
correct me if I am wrong — ‘shiny bum’
recommendations. I cannot help but think that that is
the nature of the contribution we have heard from
Ms Carbines, who speaks on this debate with authority
as the parliamentary secretary for the environment, and
I will come back to that later.
There is no doubt that this issue will be the key issue in
this country in the 21st century. Despite the government
having released its white paper on water Securing Our
Water Future Together — Our Water Our Future it
seems to me that there is still an incoherence and
contradiction in the government’s approach to the
management of water in this state.
We have, as all Victorians would know, a very severe
drought in this state, yet at the same time as the
government, with its slavish adherence to the dark
green environmental movement, is flushing fresh water
down the Snowy and out into Bass Strait, northern
Victoria is experiencing a severe drought.
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The government is introducing its Melbourne 2030
policy — calling for an extra 1 million people to be
accommodated in Melbourne by 2030 — and at the
same time the Premier, with his spectacular television
advertising campaign, is flying around over dams in a
chartered helicopter, saying, ‘We cannot build a new
dam; we will accommodate an extra million people in
Melbourne but will not even consider looking at a new
dam’.
It seems to me that we have these inconsistencies in the
directions in which the government is trying to head,
and as a state and a nation we need to have a full and
frank debate on how we proceed with the issue of our
water resources.
It is time to put aside the sacred cows of the dark green
environmental movement and consider all the options
to address this important issue. With that in mind I was
disappointed in the second-reading speech by the
Minister for Environment in the other place because it
is big on rhetoric and light on detail as to what the
government is attempting to achieve with the bill and
its policy direction on water.
This bill simply rips $225 million out of the water
authorities between now and 2008, and pays it into a
slush fund. The legislation makes it clear that it goes
into consolidated revenue, and the way that is spent is
not clear.
I was very concerned to hear Ms Carbines’s remarks.
She speaks in this debate with authority as the
parliamentary secretary for the environment, but she
has now left the chamber, and we have only three
government members present — one minister and two
backbenchers — on what is supposed to be a very
important debate about our most important resource.
In her contribution Ms Carbines said the funds
collected under this legislation would be used for the
environmental health of our water resources and to
improve management of our water resources. I am
deeply concerned that Ms Carbines says that is the
reason for which these funds are to be collected,
because that is completely at odds with what the
legislation says. Proposed section 194, to be inserted
into the Water Industry Act, states — —
Hon. E. G. Stoney — Acting President, I direct your
attention to the state of the house. It is a government
bill, and there are hardly any government members
here.
Quorum formed.
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Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS — As I said before
the break, the purposes that Ms Carbines said the funds
will be used for are at odds with what the legislation
says in proposed section 194, which will be inserted
into the Water Industry Act. It states:
Each environmental contribution paid by a water supply
authority under this part is collected for the purposes of
funding initiatives that seek to:
(a) promote the sustainable management of water; or
(b) address adverse water-related environmental impacts.

This is at odds with what the parliamentary secretary
said in her contribution 10 minutes ago, so how can this
Parliament, indeed the Victorian community, have any
confidence in how this slush fund of $225 million will
be spent when we have the legislation at odds with
what the parliamentary secretary is saying?
There is nothing in the provision to be inserted into the
Water Industry Act that actually requires these funds to
be spent in the way the act outlines, and there is no
doubt in my mind that as we approach the 2006 election
we will see the funds used in a way which benefits the
government politically, such as the campaign we had
on reducing domestic water consumption where the
Premier, in a chartered helicopter, was flying over dams
talking about water use. That is how this money will be
used, and I say to honourable members that
$225 million will buy a lot of television advertising
time for a Premier and a lot of helicopter charters.
It is not unreasonable for the house and the Victorian
community to be concerned about the way in which
these funds will be used, given that the legislation is so
vague as to the purpose for which they should be used
and given that the parliamentary secretary’s own
comments on the use of these funds are at odds with
what the legislation says.
Apart from the issue of how the funds will be used, I
am concerned about where the funds will come from,
because the legislation specifies through a schedule at
the back of the bill amounts that each of the 22 water
authorities will be required to pay this year and for the
next three years from their operating revenues. This is
not a dividend payment that the authorities have to
make to the government; it is the top of the line, the
first thing the authorities will have to pay before they
pay any other operating expenses.
Without regard to the individual circumstances of the
water authorities the government is dictating that a total
of $225 million will be taken off the top line of these
authorities, which means it will have to flow through
directly to water consumers associated with those
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individual authorities. It undermines the independence
of the water authorities and their boards, because they
now have a dictate from government that they must
effectively collect this tax for government by passing it
on to their consumers. It does not give them the
flexibility as directors of statutory bodies to operate
those bodies in the best interests of those water
authorities. It is the dead hand of government imposing
its will in a direct financial impact on the 22 water
authorities. I do not think that is a good precedent.
Even more concerning is that the schedule in the bill
expires in 2008, and beyond 2008 it will be at the
minister’s discretion to set a percentage of revenue that
is to be raised through this water levy. That means the
individual circumstances of the government at the time
may be allowed to dictate the percentage rate the
minister chooses to set, having little regard for the
circumstances and the capacity of the individual
authorities to pay.
The legislation is setting a bad precedent by allowing a
minister to strip funds from the 22 water authorities at
will, again undermining their independence and the
authority of their boards. It is clear that the legislation is
a grab for cash by the government and does not
constrain the government as to how it spends the
money. Therefore the potential is there for abuse. If the
government were serious about using these funds for
environmental purposes, then it would have no
difficulty requiring each of the individual boards to
undertake their own initiatives. But to strip the funds
and pay them into consolidated revenue to be used as
the government sees fit and then ask the people of
Victoria to trust the government on how these funds are
used is not good enough. As a member of the
opposition I have real concerns about what the
government will do with these funds from 2008 and
beyond.
Hon. B. W. BISHOP (North Western) — I rise on
behalf of The Nationals to speak on the Water Industry
(Environmental Contributions) Bill. I thought to
myself, ‘Contributions?’. Is it a contribution or is it a
tax? As the debate unfolds today we will clearly see
that it is a tax. Obviously The Nationals will be
opposing the bill. I listened with interest to the
contribution of Ms Carbines. I must say the way she
challenged a person who has been well versed in the
water industry for many years sparked some of the
comments I will be making. I thought her contribution
in water terms was shallow; it lacked practicality and
showed that she did not have any feel for the subject.
She did not take into account the history of water. It
clearly showed no understanding of the subject. For
Ms Carbines to challenge my colleague Bill Baxter on
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this issue was absolutely amazing. During debates in
this place all I can say is, ‘Thank goodness for people
like Bill Baxter. He has an understanding of the history
and knows the subject inside out so that he can stand up
for people in country Victoria’.
I assume government members have read the bill, but
sometimes by their interjections I wonder whether that
is so. If they have read it, as we on this side have, they
would see that it is totally inequitable. It is sneaky, it
hides things, it is not accountable and it is a grab for
money. The member may say that they are my views.
May be they are, but they are not only my views. I shall
read a letter from the Sunraysia Irrigators Council, a
good organisation that sprang up to represent irrigators
in that area. It is making a good fist of it. The letter is
written to me from the chairman of that council, Danny
Lee. It states:
The Sunraysia Irrigators Council (SIC) would like to bring to
your attention the proposed environmental levy raised in the
recent government white paper. This levy intends to impose a
2 per cent charge on the total revenue of rural water
authorities, and a 5 per cent charge on the total revenue of
urban authorities. Both these charges are to be based on the
2002–03 revenue figures.
SIC is opposed to any extra levy, environment or other, being
added to an already struggling irrigation sector.
If irrigators are not successful in having this levy totally
scrapped, then we wish to point out that the way that it is
structured, it is totally inequitable and unfair. SIC offers the
reasons for that statement.
Because of the nature of the varying charges that irrigators
have in each region and district, some irrigators will be
paying a disproportionate amount compared to others. For
example in the Red Cliffs irrigation district, where in
2002–03 the charge for a megalitre of water was
approximately $115, this would attract a levy of $2.30 per
megalitre. A private diverter irrigator in the same region, and
administered by the same water authority, who was paying
approximately $10 per megalitre would attract a levy of only
$0.20 per megalitre.
If this levy is supposed to assist the environment, then SIC
assumes that each megalitre extracted from the river has an
equal impact on that environment. So to expect some users to
pay over 10 times more to fix the same problem is simply not
fair or acceptable.
SIC asks for your support in having this unfair levy dismissed
completely. If a compromise has to be reached, then SIC
suggests a flat rate for every megalitre extracted from the
river, the same for everybody. This means that those who use
more, and so have a big impact on the environment, pay
more. And those who use less, having less of an impact, pay
less.

That typifies the resistance and concern shown by
irrigators across the state. The irrigators we represent
are world-class operators. Their operations in relation to
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the use of water are magnificent. They have scoured the
world for the latest technology.
Hon. Andrea Coote — At Boundary Bend!
Hon. B. W. BISHOP — Boundary Bend is a good
example, but there are many other examples visible
across the state. The new technology does not come
cheap. It takes a lot of money to put it in, but it works
particularly well and certainly improves the
environment at the cost of the irrigator. The irrigators
are also extremely good, world-class in fact, at growing
products for the utilisation of people throughout
Australia and for the world markets.
It is important to note that our irrigators are market
driven; they do not just produce stuff and hope it will
be sold, they produce for the markets and they
understand how those markets work. When I talk to the
irrigators, they say that if this bill goes through, and
these are the words that they have been using, ‘This
will be a tax on irrigators so governments like the
Bracks government can buy water back from us’ —
and that is probably pretty true if you think about it.
Obviously it will be collected by the water authorities,
and we have already been through the percentages. Will
it be a line item? No, it will not be. I wonder how
people will know? It will be very difficult. It is taken
off the top and is virtually unseen. Will it be in the
annual reports? It will take some chasing down even if
it is. So, there is no accountability; and as other
speakers have said, we do not have any real control
particularly from a community viewpoint.
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attended meetings in their hundreds to talk about their
future and to make their points.
I remember the Wentworth group — and some people
thought the Wentworth group was so named because it
met at the junction of the rivers. Let me tell you that
that is not so. It was named because it met at the
Wentworth Hotel in Sydney. That is where it made its
rules. Where is the Wentworth group now? At last the
community has focused on that issue and it has put
some pressure and accountability in there. As we have
said before today, looking at 500 gigalitres in relation to
the Living Murray will take some finding and some
producing to do that tranche in relation to the Living
Murray.
My office in Mildura has informed me that the
alternative Prime Minister has been there today. I guess
he had his future minister, Peter Garrett, with him, and
that would have sent shivers down the spine of many of
the people in Mildura. It is not very smart for
Mr Latham and Mr Garrett to go to Mildura, if they are
promoting their future water policy, which is
1500 gigalitres of water that would be taken from we
do not know where, but we suspect from irrigators, and
tipped down the Murray. It needs more than just tipping
water down the Murray to ensure that the river is
sustainable into the future. As Mr Baxter said, if that is
not bad enough, their mates the Greens want
3000 gigalitres. It is beyond belief, particularly when
there is no science and no evidence. As we all know,
the salinity levels now are far better than they have
been for many years.

I clearly remember the catchment management
authority levy which generated a fair bit of heat. But it
was very focused, and there was no doubt in the
community’s mind what that levy was for. When it
settled down our communities understood that it was
for the environment, and they took a real interest in
that. The Labor Party absolutely buried it politically. If
my memory is right, it was collected by the
municipalities because they had the processes to do
that. The money was returned to the relevant catchment
management authority and spent locally under strong
advice from the community because those
organisations are made up of community members.

Looking at the proposed environmental contribution
shows that they are not small numbers. The Nationals
members had a look at it, and we believe that
$1.2 billion has gone into the government’s coffers
from our water authorities over that time. We believe
these contributions have gone into consolidated
revenue; certainly not much has gone back to the water
authorities themselves. Some years ago the government
trumpeted that $20 million was to be spent in the
Mildura area, but we have not yet seen a zack of that
$20 million: we do not know where it is. It is typical of
the Labor Party’s spin doctors; they announce things
35 times but it is really difficult to get the money.

As I see this, and it is very unclear, if this bill goes
through, the community will not get a say in this at all,
and we in the National Party strongly support our
community having a say. When I think about
communities having a say — and Mr Baxter brought it
up in the Living Murray debate — our communities
probably got off to a bit of a slow start in that debate,
but by Jove, they rose to the occasion later on, and they

As I understand it, if this bill is passed it will collect
about $44 million in the first year, about $60 million in
the second year, about $60 million in the third year, and
a bit more than that — we reckon about $61 million —
in the fourth year. That is a fair swag of money when
you add it up to the $1.2 billion already tipped into
consolidated revenue from our water authorities around
Victoria.
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When I thought about the politics of this, I moved to
consider the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline, which is a
great project — and due to the shortness of time I am
going to have to constrain my remarks. The Bracks
government played absolute politics with it. It milked
everything out of it that it could. It grandstanded down
at the Grampians but only came up with $125 million,
which is one-quarter of the cost of the project. The true
model used from the past is one-third from the state,
one-third from the federal government and one-third
from the community.
The state government tried to cut its contribution back
to one-quarter which would have put enormous
pressure on the future sustainability of that project.
Then after careful assessment the federal government
came up with the right figure of one-third —
$167 million — and that is the way it should go. So we
all call on the state government to come up to par and
do what it ought to do and produce its one-third.
Mr Pullen interjected.
Hon. B. W. BISHOP — Thank you for the
interjection, Mr Pullen, I am delighted that you
interjected in that way. We saw this absolute nonsense
in the Parliament today of people being lead like
puppets on a string. They were probably just given a
piece of paper and told to stand up here and read out
what was nonsense. I hope we get a chance to debate
them.
But let us go to the true story on the national
competition policy money. Mr Pullen would know that
there are no agreements after 2005–06. Those
agreements will be in place up until that time. The
Productivity Commission is currently conducting an
inquiry into the future of the National Competition
Council, and its report will be considered by the
Council of Australian Governments in September 2005.
What wonderful spin doctors! The truth of the matter is
that it grabs the money and sticks it into consolidated
revenue when the true intent was to have it assist
industries that have been deregulated or have come
under competitive pressure to see them through in the
future. The spin doctors have had a red-hot go, but they
have been caught, and the true story will come out in
the fullness of time.
Our Victorian communities did not need this hidden
tax. It is not equitable, it has no focus or ownership and
takes responsibility off the government. It will have a
wonderfully huge slush fund as we run up to the next
election and I will lay odds that it will use it very
effectively. There are no plans and no community
involvement, and I urge the house to reject this bill.
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Hon. J. G. HILTON (Western Port) — It gives me
tremendous pleasure to speak on this bill today and to
follow the contribution of my colleague Ms Carbines,
who, as usual, gave a marvellous presentation of the
government’s intentions in the purpose of the bill.
This bill is one of a series of bills which clearly
demonstrates the government’s absolute commitment to
maintaining and conserving our water resources. Water
is a finite resource — —
Hon. B. W. Bishop — It sure is!
Hon. J. G. HILTON — Thank you, Mr Bishop; it
sure is. That is why this government is bringing
forward these measures. It recognises that it is a finite
resource, and it has to be managed as a finite resource.
We have had eight years of drought in this state, and
even though as Mr Baxter said, when the tarmac gets
wet in Melbourne people think the drought is over, I am
sure Mr McQuilten would agree that it certainly is not.
There are still severe water restrictions in Victoria,
whilst at the same time Melbourne residents use
1 million litres of drinkable water every day. At that
rate our water resources will begin to run out in about
15 years time.
This particular bill will raise $225 million over four
years which will be hypothecated to water projects that
will enhance our ability to protect our valuable water
resources. We have heard in this debate that it is a slush
fund, that ‘We do not know where the money is going
to’; ‘What proof have we got that it will be used
properly?’; ‘Will it be in the annual reports?’.
Hon. B. W. Bishop interjected.
Hon. J. G. HILTON — If Mr Bishop will please let
me finish I will tell him. I will answer his questions.
Mr Baxter and, I think, Mr Bishop were talking about
whether it would appear in the annual reports. The
minister will be required to prepare a report within three
months after the end of each financial year which sets
out details of all expenditure of all money paid as
environmental contributions by water authorities in that
financial year. This report will be included in the annual
report of operations of the Department of Sustainability
and Environment for that financial year. That annual
report — as I am sure Mr Baxter would know better
than anybody else in this house — will be subject to the
audits of the Auditor-General. That is the protection;
that is the transparency.
This bill will see an increased charge of approximately
5 per cent to users in urban areas and 2 per cent in rural
areas. Rural areas will be exempt until July 2005. If
Armageddon is happening because of this charge and
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people are so concerned that this charge is going to
have such a major impact on the rural industry, I will
quote that great supporter of the Labor Party, the
Weekly Times:
Victorian farmers are leading a strong recovery in rural
optimism around Australia ...
...
Only 16 per cent were pessimistic, half the number in the
previous survey.

That was in yesterday’s edition, on page 29.
This 5 per cent increase in the charge for urban areas
would be an additional average cost of $24 for the
average household. Obviously, customers have the
option to reduce their water bills by using less water.
This is part of the strategy. We try to increase the value
of water so that its cost more accurately reflects its
value to the state, then people have the option of
reducing their consumption if they wish.
In my work on the Environment and Natural Resources
Committee, which has a current reference about
encouraging water and energy conservation, I have
heard of many low-cost initiatives to reduce water
usage, and the government has supported many
educational initiatives by such organisations as the
CERES environmental park, which is continuously
promoting the saving of water and energy — for
example, by sustainable schools.
The government is also introducing a system of block
tariffs which reward water conservation. This will
apply to domestic users in Melbourne from October
2004, and outside Melbourne new pricing structures
will be developed in consultation with rural
communities. The rationale behind these new tariff
structures will be to charge a tariff for what is
considered to be an average, normal, essential domestic
usage, with an increased tariff for usage considered
non-essential. If people wish to be profligate with
water, they still can be, and if the people who inhabit
the $1 million homes, which Mr Baxter referred to, in
Toorak and Brighton and other places, wish to use more
water, then that is their entitlement, but they are going
to be charged and that is only right and proper.
It is an integral part of this bill that this revenue will be
used exclusively for water projects, including the
improvement of the health of our rivers, increasing the
recycling and re-use of water, the upgrade of irrigation
systems and also increasing the security of water
resources. As I mentioned earlier, the fact that this
money will be used in this way can actually be tested
by reference to the annual report of the Department of
Sustainability and Environment which is audited by the
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Auditor-General. Victorians recognise the importance
of water resources and have embraced water
conservation initiatives, including the imposition of
stage 2 water restrictions and the high uptake of water
rebates for conservation devices — for example, water
tanks.
Finally, I would like to contrast the approach of the
Bracks Labor government with that of the federal
Liberal-National government. The federal government
has absolutely no interest in the environment. It pays
lip-service to the environment. Any government which
refuses to sign the Kyoto agreement and which refuses
to increase targets for renewable energy has no
credibility in environmental issues. The federal
government’s so-called initiative on water announced
this week epitomises its approach to public policy. It is
a sham and a stunt. The cost of the proposed program is
$2 billion.
An honourable member — Where is the money
coming from?
Hon. J. G. HILTON — It is coming from the state.
It is taking the state’s money, which the state could use
for hospitals, schools and community services, to try
and fool the electorate. The federal government is
trying to make a political point through a political stunt.
I have absolutely no doubt that on 9 October people
will see this for what it is.
Before I finish I would like to make a couple of
comments on Mr Baxter’s contribution. Mr Baxter is
not in the chamber. I think Ms Carbines was criticised
for not being in the chamber, yet Mr Baxter after
making his contribution has also gone away, which is a
pity. I understood Mr Baxter to say that irrigators
should not be charged for water because they use the
water in producing export income.
Hon. B. W. Bishop — On a point of order,
President, Mr Baxter did not say that. He made the
point that irrigators should not be paying the full costs
for reclaiming and work on the Eildon Dam. I do not
believe he made those comments.
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Hon. Andrew
Brideson) — Order! There is no point of order. The
member is attempting to debate the point.
Hon. J. G. HILTON — Thank you, Acting
President. If that logic applies, surely it would mean
that users of electricity who use that resource for
creating export income, such as Toyota, Holden and
Ford, should not have to pay either the full charge for
the electricity or pay any charge depending on the
argument Mr Baxter was making. Obviously that is

WATER INDUSTRY (ENVIRONMENTAL CONTRIBUTIONS) BILL
Thursday, 16 September 2004

COUNCIL

purely fallacious, and I am sure he did not expect to be
interpreted in that way. But irrigators do need to pay for
the water they use. It is a finite resource. It is a cost to
the business, just like anybody else who runs a business
has to pay the cost of business.
In conclusion I would like to reiterate the point that the
government is demonstrating its commitment to dealing
with an issue which has been acknowledged in this
chamber as probably the most important issue which
will be facing Victorians and Australians into the next
century. It is interesting that the Liberal Party is not
going to oppose this bill. If members of the opposition
follow their colleagues in the lower house, they will be
voting in favour of it. They also acknowledged that this
bill is doing something which has not been done before,
which is recognising the importance of water and
dealing with an issue that has not been dealt with for
many, many years — not until this government came to
power. I would certainly like to congratulate the
Minister for Water in another place, John Thwaites, for
his foresight, his initiative and his commitment, and I
recommend the bill to the house.
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) — There is
no doubt that this is a new tax. This is a raid on the
economy of Victoria. It is an absolute sham to call it a
contribution. It is a levy; let us not mince words about
it. It is a required payment by the consumers of water in
Victoria. There is no point in trying to dress it up as
some smart new invention of the Labor Party. It is a
simple, old-style tax and cannot be called anything else.
The state government has already received from the
industry an estimated $1.2 billion — that is
$1200 million — and now it is proposing to put on
water consumers in the metropolitan areas of the state a
5 per cent levy. It is amazing how the Labor Party
never learnt economics. It is not able to understand
economics, because this is going to be inflationary. It is
going to have in the metropolitan areas of the state a
5 per cent inflationary cost added to the cost of
production. That is a significant amount.
There are small, medium and large businesses in this
state that use large amounts of water. If they are in the
metropolitan area, they are going to have to pay a
5 per cent inflation-driving tax on that business input.
In his very sincere presentation Mr Hilton said it is just
a cost of business or whatever. But that is not so. It is
really a cost on business, and it is inflationary.
This economy cannot stand an inflationary pressure of
this kind when this input to business and consumption
goes right across the economy. Not only does it go right
across the economy, it does not go evenly across the
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economy. It will hit certain producers much harder than
others. In South Eastern Province I have many efficient,
concerned and very valuable primary producers. The
horticultural industry, the vegetable growing industry,
and the dairy industry will be very hard hit. Whether it
is 2 per cent, 5 per cent or some percentage yet to be
determined by a future Treasurer does not matter. We
are talking about inflation, and we are talking a
damaging input to our economy. This government is
trying to dress it up as some warm, fuzzy, kind sort of
environmental contribution. It may be called that by the
Labor Party, but I call it an inflationary tax attacking
the basic economy of this state.
It does not matter that the Labor Party may say that it is
paid by the consumers of water, it is paid by business, it
is paid by the irrigators, it is paid by this and that; it is
paid by everybody, because the irrigators produce fruit,
vegetables, flowers and other very valuable
commodities and those commodities enter the
distribution chain and the price equations and turn up at
the shops and the supermarkets. Who will pay? You
will pay if you live in Victoria. It is an impost and a tax
and it is being deviously presented to the people of
Victoria as an environmental contribution. That it is
not.
Now, 11 November is a date which many Labor Party
members will recall. It is a special day. It is a day on
which many Australians considered they got their
freedom back in the past. But 11 November 1999 was a
very interesting day indeed. In the other house on
11 November 1999 — a past Parliament, not the
current one — the member for Ballarat East asked a
question of the Premier:
I ask the Premier what action the government will take to
deliver on its election pledge to abolish the unfair catchment
management authority tax on Victorians in regional and rural
Victoria.

At that time, 11 November 1999, the Premier in his
reply thanked the member for Ballarat East for the
question and in part of his answer at page 353 of
Hansard states:
One reason the former government is now in opposition is
partly due to the flawed and stupid catchment management
authority tax arrangement.

Then, on page 354 of Hansard, in a continuation of that
reply the Premier stated a figure of $10 million as the
amount of money that the government was providing
for catchment works. The Premier went on:
The allocation will come from general taxation and not from
a double tax introduced by the retiring Leader of the National
Party.
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The whole emphasis of that was that the incoming
government, the present government, was so good that
it was taking that evil $10 million tax off the people of
Victoria.
Let us look at the numbers. If the catchment
management authority tax was so evil, a double tax and
so poor at $10 million, what is this government going to
do? In the first year alone this new tax will be
$44 million — four times what the Premier said was an
evil amount. The second year it will be $60 million; the
third year, $60 million; and the fourth, approximately
$61 million. We have an acceptance in the
government’s known numbers that in four years,
$225 million will be milked out of the people of
Victoria, when $10 million was considered gross,
inequitable and having to go as recently as 1999.
Members of the government are engaging in a very
sophisticated sham in trying to delude themselves —
and that is the worst thing about it.
Hon. J. H. Eren — At least we’re sophisticated!
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN — It is a sophisticated sham.
If the government is really serious about helping the
water supply and economy of Victoria, it would
recognise the benefits of the Howard government’s
election 2004 policy document Securing Australia’s
Water Future. In that $2 billion announcement there are
national and also state initiatives that are very valuable
for Victoria, and the Gunnamatta outfall gets a specific
mention. If the state government had the courage, will
and intelligence it would go to the federal government
and say, ‘Hey, this is great. We would like a slice of
that $2 billion, please, because you mentioned
Gunnamatta as a very valuable source of funds. We
would like to be part of that’.
I do not think the government will do that. I will be
very surprised if the government does because every
day the Gunnamatta outfall puts an estimated
420 million litres of grey water into Bass Strait out of
my electorate. That 420 million litres of grey water
could be recycled back into the Victorian economy if
the state government had the wit and the will to think
about the value of that huge amount of water and that
great asset that is being wasted. As I speak millions of
litres of grey water are flowing out to Bass Strait
unnecessarily.
Another thing that also disappoints me about the
attitude and insincerity of the state government is its
shameful approach in trying to sell off about 60 per cent
of the approximately 2500 acres of Devilbend Reserve.
The Devilbend Reservoir on the Mornington Peninsula
has valuable potable water. It can be used in the future
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as it has been in the past — for water reticulation,
drinking and domestic use. The state government has
still not ruled out selling the land around that water
reservoir for private domestic housing. It is seeking to
make a cheap, fast buck. That is not acceptable to
constituents in my electorate. It should not be
acceptable to anyone in the metropolitan area or
anybody in the state of Victoria because that Crown
land and that valuable large resource of drinkable water
should be protected for the future. There is no mention
of that in the state government’s plans. The government
wants to flog it off for real estate and make a fast dollar.
As I said, that is unacceptable. That land should be kept
in 100 per cent public ownership for the future, to
protect the use of that valuable large water supply for
future use in the area.
The federal government’s initiatives in the policy
statement made a few days ago will really put the state
government to the acid test as to whether it is genuine.
It is not. This is a naked grab for dollars. This is a
greedy grab for cash by the highest taxing, biggest
spending and most intrusive government that we have
ever had. This is the Bracks socialist government nanny
state. It is the highest taxing and most greedy
government we have ever seen in the state of Victoria.
Not only that, but members of the government are
irresponsible about the economy of Victoria. They do
not care about the economy of Victoria. They will put
inflationary pressures on our primary producers — our
vegetable growers and other horticultural products
producers and our dairy farmers — where we have a
world competitive industry. They do not care. They will
jump up those costs so that they can spend that
revenue — unreported, unassigned and almost invisibly
recorded — on their warm, fuzzy nanny state inspectors
and for other uses.
Sitting suspended 1.00 p.m. until 2.02 p.m.
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
National competition policy: payments
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — I direct my
question to the Minister for Local Government. The
minister claimed that local councils would lose funding
from the local government improvement incentive
program under the federal government’s national
competition policy program. As this program ends on
30 June 2006 under the Bracks government’s agenda, is
this claim a total lie, as there was no guarantee that this
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government was going to continue the program beyond
2006?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
welcome the member raising this issue, so that it is not
only being raised on this side of the house. Sixteen
million dollars is going to be stripped from all
79 councils across Victoria. The Howard government
has done this without consultation of any sort with local
or state government. As well as this $16 million, there
is the total amount of $200 million which will be
stripped from the state, including a lot of funding to
schools, hospitals and police — all of the services
which communities expect their state government to
provide directly and to provide through local
government.
The federal Treasurer, in case the member opposite has
not caught up with this, has acknowledged that in the
contingency fund in the federal budget beyond 2005–06
these amounts have been included out to the extent of
the forward estimates. These amounts have been
included in the state budget because we thought we
could rely on the federal government to keep its word;
but we were wrong, weren’t we! It was all a pack of lies
from the federal government, not only in terms of its
undertakings through Council of Australian
Governments to the premiers and treasurers in relation
to water but also in relation to state and local
government in Victoria. It is an utter disgrace that the
Howard government has done this in a footnote — in a
footnote! — to a policy document it released earlier this
week without having the decency to provide any advice
to the state government or to councils across the length
and breadth of Victoria. The Bracks government will
continue to stand up for local government in this state.
Those members opposite who wish to raise this issue
need to make up their minds. Are they Liberals first, or
Victorians first? We know the answer to that, don’t we?
They are Victorians second and Liberals first.
Supplementary question
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — Given the
present Council of Australian Governments review and
Productivity Commission inquiry into national
competition policy programs post-2006, I assume that
the Minister for Local Government has received a
guarantee from the federal Labor leader, Mark Latham,
that this program will continue beyond 2006, or is this
just another fabrication?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
look forward to a change of government on 9 October. I
look forward to working with a federal Labor
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government led by Mark Latham with the state
government in the interests of delivering services to the
Victorian community including local government.

Football: government assistance
Ms ARGONDIZZO (Templestowe) — My
question is addressed to the Minister for Sport and
Recreation. With the Bracks government getting on
with the job of sustaining Victoria’s famous sporting
culture and with than less than 10 days to go until the
Australian Football League Grand Final, I ask the
minister what action has been taken to ensure that
Australian Rules football is as strong at the local level
as it is at the elite level.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I thank the honourable member for her
keen interest in grassroots sports participation. As I
mentioned in my ministerial statement a few days ago,
the success of elite sport is based on the foundation of
grassroots participation. There is no better reflection of
that than in Australian Rules football in Victoria. Since
coming to office we as a government have contributed
more than $25 million to football projects and
initiatives at grassroots level. It is also worth
appreciating that while in the order of $25 million has
been contributed to football projects, that also reflects
the substantial contribution to community groups,
sporting groups and sports that share the same facilities
as football clubs, whether they be cricket, netball or
tennis clubs.
We support the development of grassroots Australian
Rules football in a number of ways. We do that through
our association with Football Victoria. Since 2000 we
have contributed over $10 million through our
community facility grants program, funding a number
of football facilities throughout Victoria. Importantly it
is worth considering that, of that $10 million
contributed to community facilities for football, 73 per
cent — over $7 million — has gone towards
rural-based football facility projects. This is in addition
to the $1 million we have contributed to football
grounds impacted upon by drought.
We have also contributed funds towards greater
participation of women in football. We have provided
$173 000 to the Victorian Football Development
Foundation for planning and conducting junior football
competitions for girls. Only this season I had the
pleasure of launching a pilot competition for 14 to
16-year-old females in the city of Casey. This is a great
initiative that I expect will expand over time.
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As well as that, and in partnership with the Victorian
Office of Multicultural Affairs and Football Victoria,
the government provided $25 000 towards an education
program called Bouncing Racism out of Sport. The
government has also contributed $13.5 million to the
redevelopment of Kardinia Park in Geelong, which will
not only be great for the football fraternity in the region
but will also provide a sports house opportunity for
local groups and greater investment in broader
community sport outputs in that region. This is on top
of the $77 million contributed to the Melbourne Cricket
Ground redevelopment as part of the initiative for the
Commonwealth Games.
It is worth appreciating that not only is football
culturally significant in this state — we have seen that
through a number of initiatives as well as the level of
investment and the support shown by members of this
chamber — but in the lead-up to the grand final next
week it is important to understand, as I am sure all
members of this chamber do, that the cultural
significance of football in our community, particularly
in regional Victoria, should not be underestimated and
is not underestimated by this government.

Local government: adverse possession claims
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — Councils across
Victoria have been seeking protection from claims of
adverse possession from individuals who have
occupied council land. I ask the Minister for Local
Government why she does not support the Municipal
Association of Victoria proposals for protecting all
community land controlled by councils.
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
welcome the member’s question. This is a matter about
which there will be ample opportunity for debate in the
house when legislation comes before it during this
session of Parliament. What I can indicate to the
member today is that this government, unlike the
former Liberal–National government, is acting to give
council land the same protection from adverse
possession as Crown land.
We are proud that, unlike a whole series of former
governments, we are acting to address this problem,
which councils have been raising for many years. The
legislation which I will bring into Parliament this
session will deal with those issues, and we will have
plenty of opportunity to debate them.
Supplementary question
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — Is it not true that
the government’s proposal to deal with this problem
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will unnecessarily cost councils millions of dollars they
do not have? Is it not also the case that this proposal
does not protect for the community the reserves and
laneway roads created by subdivision or land which has
been vested in a council by way of government
gazettal?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
No, those statements are not correct. But as I say, there
will be ample opportunity to debate these matters when
the legislation is before the house. The hypocrisy of the
member opposite being concerned about costs to
councils when he is a member of a party that will be
stripping $16 million out of councils every year, forcing
them to cut services, to sell off assets and to reduce
employment is quite extraordinary.

Information and communications technology:
purchasing strategy
Hon. J. H. EREN (Geelong) — My question is to
the Minister for Information and Communication
Technology. Telecommunication services, especially
broadband, are vital for the government to do business.
Further underlining how the Bracks government is
getting on with the job, what is being done to ensure
that these telecommunication services are provided in
an efficient and effective manner?
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Information
and Communication Technology) — I thank the
honourable member for his question, and a good
question it is, too, because we as a government need to
spend our money effectively and efficiently to provide
the best possible service.
The Victorian government spends around $170 million
annually on telecommunication services, and we have a
growing demand for broadband and better use of this
technology. With this in mind the government saw a
need to develop a competitive, strategic and
coordinated purchasing system to ensure that it could
meet its telecommunication needs at the lowest possible
cost now and into the future. That is why we developed
the telecommunications purchasing and management
strategy, known in the chamber as TPAMS.
Under TPAMS we will purchase mobile, fixed voice
and data services. The government’s stated objective
was to lower costs by $73 million over five years and to
achieve an investment of $40 million over five years in
telecommunications infrastructure. In September last
year we tendered out $62 million of the government’s
annual mobile, fixed voice and data spend, and I am
pleased to announce that this process for tranche 1 has
now concluded, that Telstra has been awarded the
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mobile and data service in tranche 1 and that Optus is
the successful tenderer for the fixed voice service.
With regard to our objectives, for the first tranche of
business alone we will lower telecommunication costs
by around $100 million over the next five years, which
will be reinvested into improved telecommunication
services. The process will also deliver around
$60 million worth of telecommunication infrastructure
to the state over the next two years.
In the first tranche of business we have exceeded the
proposed outcomes for the entire TPAMS project, and
because we have taken the time to develop the smartest,
most competitive and most efficient strategic
procurement model we will be able to deliver similar
results in the future. Because this is also a strategic
management system, we will be able to better manage
our use and spend and better identify government’s
future needs in telecommunications. This is a great
example of how the Bracks government delivers
economically and strategically for all Victorians.

Environment: emission trading
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — My question
without notice today is directed to the Minister for
Energy Industries, who is also the Minister for
Resources. When does the Victorian government intend
to introduce an emission trading scheme, and what
form will it take?
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I welcome the question from the
honourable member. Global warming is an issue which
affects the entire community: it affects Victoria, and it
affects the rest of Australia and the world. So it is
appropriate for governments — certainly it is
something that my government is doing — to pursue
solutions and find ways in which they can play a part in
reducing emissions that are potentially damaging to the
planet.
For those honourable members who may not have
thought about this issue, I will give some factual
information. I know there are people who will claim
that global warming is not occurring. However, let me
give the house one example. It is well known that up to
the point of the industrial revolution, which is
sometimes referred to as the pre-industrial revolution,
levels of CO2 in the atmosphere averaged somewhere
around 270 parts per million. That was consistent over
a period of something like 15 000 years.
Hon. Bill Forwood interjected.
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Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — Mr Forwood
wants to extend it out for 25 years.
Hon. Bill Forwood interjected.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS — I am pleased the
member is talking to people, because he is one of the
few members in the opposition who is interested in this
issue. I hope he can bring himself to the position of
taking some of his colleagues along with him for a
policy which addresses it.
For between 15 000 and 25 000 years this planet had
carbon in the atmosphere at the level of 270 or
280 parts per million. The amount we now have is
380 parts per million, and it is projected to be 450 parts
per million within the next 20 years, rising to 550 parts
per million within 30 years. If there is a do-nothing
scenario, within 40 years it will exceed 1000 parts per
million. That is the challenge for the whole world.
I am proud to be part of a government that is prepared
to take a politically courageous position — that is, the
position of saying, ‘We are not going to just stand back
and do nothing. We are going to investigate the policy
options, of which a carbon trading system is one. We
are not going to allow Victoria to sit back and not be
part of this debate’. That is why I commissioned the
Allens report — to begin the process of debate — and
that is why we helped to establish the interjurisdictional
group to investigate this, of which every jurisdiction in
Australia, except one, is a part. Which jurisdiction does
not want to know and is not a part of it? The federal
government! I am very pleased to be able to inform the
house that we will continue to try to resolve this
important issue for the people of Victoria and the rest of
the world.
Supplementary question
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — I note the
minister indicated that he is considering options in
respect of this particular issue, so in respect of those
options I ask the minister whether he is prepared today
to rule out ever introducing a carbon tax under a Labor
government.
Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — I know the honourable member wants to
involve himself in scaremongering in relation to these
issues. That is why he goes around using the term
‘carbon tax’ as opposed to what he should be talking
about and what the National Party should be talking
about — that is, a carbon trading system. One is a
market-based system, which seeks to reduce emissions
by having a trading system for emission outputs. It is
not a tax. A carbon tax is a completely different
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concept — one which this government is not
investigating and is not intending to introduce.

Consumer affairs: inspectors
Mr SCHEFFER (Monash) — My question is
directed to the Minister for Consumer Affairs. Can the
minister outline for the house how the Bracks
government is getting on with the job and give an
update on the Shepparton consumer inspection visits?
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Consumer Affairs) —
I thank Mr Scheffer for his question and am delighted
to outline to the house the ongoing work being done by
the 30 consumer affairs inspectors, which, as I pointed
out earlier this week, were in Shepparton. The reason
for this is that we in government have a good approach
to consumer affairs in Victoria, and we reach out to
communities. We do three things, as I am sure the
house has heard me say before. Firstly, we aim to
educate and empower consumers, which is very
important. Secondly, we aim to assist disadvantaged
consumers and have a new model for reaching out.
Thirdly, we make markets work. Part of making
markets work is ensuring that the rogue traders are dealt
with, which, through the enforcement and compliance
system out there, ensures that the fair traders are
protected. That is why 30 inspectors have been in
Shepparton during this week.
Hon. B. N. Atkinson interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Whenever I talk about this issue,
Mr Atkinson interjects and suggests that doing this is
inappropriate because somehow or other we are picking
on business! On the contrary, by having inspectors in
Shepparton we are firstly, protecting consumers, and
secondly, protecting honest traders. So if you have
rogue department stores in towns like Shepparton, you
can put warning notices on them. If you have petrol
stations that short-sell on petrol, you can have the
bowsers reconfigured or licences endangered.
Further, if there are things like — and I have alerted
this house before to some of the issues — dangerous
products that threaten children, our inspectors can
actually go into shops and withdraw them. Today 1300
dangerous toys were taken out of shops in Shepparton,
which is 1300 less chances of children being injured in
Shepparton. Some of these are toys that we have
seen — —
Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT — Order! If Mr Davis or
Mr Atkinson want to ask a question, they should talk to

Thursday, 16 September 2004

their leader and get on the list; otherwise they should
desist from interjecting.
Hon. Bill Forwood — Who runs our questions?
The PRESIDENT — Order! I rest my case.
Mr Atkinson will desist from interjecting, or I will have
to name him.
Mr LENDERS — In addition to these compliance
areas are areas like motor car traders — and my friend
Mr Pullen has done a lot of very good work in regional
Victoria with motor car traders. Inspectors have gone to
a number of motor car traders to check that they are
complying with the law. Tragically, in some cases they
are not. We have had credit providers who were not
fully complying with the truth-in-lending disclosure
requirements, particularly relating to comparative rates,
and they have had it drawn to their attention.
The purpose of this exercise is that firstly we identify
and we warn if it is clearly an omission or something
that has been a clear mistake, but where it is a clear
practice of defying the law we prosecute, and we throw
the full force of the law behind Consumer Affairs
Victoria for this. The importance of this, though, is that
without all these forms the government needs to go out
into communities — —
Hon. B. N. Atkinson interjected.
Mr LENDERS — Mr Atkinson asks what towns
are next. Clearly spot compliance is an activity — the
Australian Taxation Office does not do it, and nor does
Consumer Affairs Victoria — where you do not
announce to the world where your compliance
inspectors are going.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr LENDERS — Clearly you will not do that. The
significance of this is that we are out there and vigilant.
Mr Scheffer asked me about Shepparton, but I allude to
the fact that even today we have confiscated
300 dangerous toys at the show. On the first day of the
show there are dangerous toys out there.
So Consumer Affairs Victoria is vigilant. It can only be
vigilant if the government is committed to consumer
affairs, putting resources into consumer affairs,
reaching out to all of Victoria and being focused on
consumer affairs, not like our predecessors — slashing,
burning, not caring, cutting services and letting
consumers fend for themselves.
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Aged care: funding
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — I direct my
question without notice to the Honourable Gavin
Jennings, Minister for Aged Care. I refer to his letter to
the federal minister for aged care of 26 May 2004, in
which he said, and I quote:
The purpose of this letter is to request that you agree to the
direct payment of the announced one-off grants —

to aged care facilities —
directly to the Department of Human Resources so as to
ensure that the available funds are fully utilised for ongoing
strategic investment within Victoria’s public sector.

The federal minister denied that request as being in
direct contravention of the Aged Care Act 1997. Did
the Bracks government write to the state-run aged care
facilities and direct them to set aside these funds?
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — I reckon the Parliament of Victoria would be
very grateful for the opportunity for us to continue to
talk about the way in which aged care services are
provided and should be provided in this state and the
best way forward for us to make sure that we reduce the
discrepancy between the commonwealth’s own
benchmark for residential aged care and the level of
service provided to the people of Victoria. I remind the
house, as I reminded it yesterday, that Victoria is
3244 beds short of the commonwealth benchmark.
Let us go back to May and the story in May. The day
after the federal budget came out I stood up in this place
and said that the opportunity for the commonwealth
government to allocate funds to the state of Victoria to
provide for increasing operational beds had been lost
because the commonwealth government chose to throw
out, in the last financial month of the last financial year
of 2003–04, $513 million across the country — not in
the name of increasing operational beds or of ensuring
that there is sufficient growth within the sector, but on
the basis of a sop to the sector saying, ‘We are
allocating money, whether or not you are in a facility
that needs that money or you have delivered on fire
safety improvements’, which is the ostensible reason
the commonwealth government gave for allocating that
money. There was no correlation with the policy intent
of delivering improved operational beds.
Now — surprise, surprise! — I took the opportunity on
behalf of the state of Victoria to ask the commonwealth
to allocate this money in a way which would maximise
the effectiveness of this allocation.
Honourable members interjecting.

215

Mr GAVIN JENNINGS — Absolutely. In fact, it
was incumbent upon me as a representative of the
Victorian government and representing the interests of
the Victorian community — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS — As a government it
invested in every single facility in the Victorian public
sector to ensure that the fire safety provision had
already been provided for and that we use this money in
the most effective fashion. So yes indeed, I did write to
the federal minister to say, ‘Let’s use this money in the
interests of Victorians, as a part of the Australian
community, to make sure that we use this money most
effectively’.
Yes, I have written to providers through the Department
of Human Services — to all providers in the public
sector in Victoria — to say, ‘Let’s together look at the
way in which we can most effectively use this level of
investment that has not been allocated effectively and
efficiently by the commonwealth government’. I have
come in here on three or four occasions and referred to
this matter. On no occasion have I shirked from
acknowledging that, yes, I am seeking on behalf of the
Victorian public sector to ensure that we maximise the
degree of effectiveness and increase the level of
residential aged care in Victoria. I have not shirked
from it once. I will not shirk from it at any point in
time, because the commonwealth government
continues to be negligent in the way that it administers
aged care in this country.
Despite the fact that the Herald Sun does not recognise
that, I will keep on coming into this place and at every
opportunity when the member gets to her feet and asks
me a question about residential aged care will clearly
convey the whole story — that is, that the
commonwealth government is deficient in meeting its
obligation to improve the quality of life for older people
in Victoria.
Supplementary question
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — On a
supplementary question, has the Bracks government
told these aged care facilities what to do with those
funds or has it stolen the money from the vulnerable
elderly of Victoria?
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS (Minister for Aged
Care) — As the member knows from a conversation we
had after question time yesterday — —
Hon. Bill Forwood interjected.
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Mr GAVIN JENNINGS — I am sure the member
will be happy to — —
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr GAVIN JENNINGS — This is not a trade
secret. The member and I did have a conversation about
this very matter. I just indicated that there had been an
article generated in the Herald Sun to say that the
money had been pilfered in the way that the member is
suggesting. But indeed, funnily enough, out of all the
people in Victoria only one citizen wrote a letter to me
and accused the Bracks government of trying to pilfer
this money. The vast majority of Victorians know that
the Bracks government stands up consistently for the
wellbeing of Victorian citizens. Indeed after I wrote
back to this one correspondent she subsequently wrote
to me and apologised, saying, ‘If I want to believe the
Herald Sun or you, I will believe you’.
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country areas. On that basis the Central Highlands
Regional Library Corporation, in Mr Mitchell’s
electorate, covering six regional councils will receive
the maximum amount for a non-metropolitan library
service of $110 000 this year.

Libraries: funding

The Book Bonanza is providing this additional support
to local government. At the same time, in contrast, the
federal coalition has announced this week its
outrageous plans to strip national competition policy
payments from the states and at least $16 million from
our local councils across Victoria. The federal
Nationals and Liberals should face the music and tell
Victoria’s councils which services they expect them to
cut to make up for the loss of funding. Do they expect
councils, for example, to cut library services? If that is
so we will see this extra $5 million from the Bracks
government immediately wiped out by these cuts from
the federal coalition. If the federal Liberals and
Nationals have their way, we will see these funds
stripped away.

Hon. R. G. MITCHELL (Central Highlands) —
My question is addressed to the Minister for Local
Government. Can the minister inform the house of how
the Bracks government has been getting on with the job
in strengthening the provision of books and other
resources in one of our great public institutions,
Victoria’s public libraries?

Those opposite need to make up their minds about
where they stand on these questions. But then, I think
we know where they actually stand, don’t we? They are
Liberals first and Victorians second, so councils should
not hold their breath waiting for the opposition to stand
up for them in the face of these savage cuts from the
federal coalition.

Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
thank the member for his question and for his interest in
this government’s continuing commitment to Victoria’s
public libraries. This year the Bracks government has
allocated almost $29 million for libraries — a record
amount and a significant achievement in its five years
in office. Our commitment to libraries is not only to the
bricks and mortar through our highly successful Living
Libraries program, but also to the books and other
materials that make them such a great resource for the
whole Victorian community. That is why the Bracks
government has recently delivered on yet another
election commitment, with $1.5 million being made
available this financial year under the Book Bonanza
program. The first round of the Book Bonanza will be
shared between the 79 Victorian councils and the states,
to library services catering to users with print
disabilities, and overall it will provide $5 million over
the next three years to help boost the quantity and
quality of books and other resources available through
our public libraries in Victoria.

Grand prix: government support

As part of the Bracks government’s commitment to
regional Victoria, each of the 19 country-based library
services will receive an additional sum of $5000,
recognising the additional costs borne by councils in

Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) — I direct
my question to the Minister for Sport and Recreation.
Both the Australian Motorcycle Grand Prix held at
Phillip Island and the Australian Formula One Grand
Prix held at Albert Park are important economic
contributors to the Victorian economy and provide
valuable high-level international exposure for Victoria.
In view of the doubts raised as to the future financial
support provided by the state government regarding
these important motor sport gatherings, as reported on
7 September 2004 in the Sentinel Times newspaper,
will the state government confirm that continuing
support so as to avoid massive economic damage to the
economy of Phillip Island and the state?
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — I thank the honourable member for his
question. It is worth appreciating that in coming to
government the Melbourne Major Events Corporation
became the Victorian Major Events Company. It is
worth appreciating that fact because we ensured that the
major events focus was not just on Melbourne, and we
know that the government prior to us was a
Melbourne-focused government, so we appreciated the
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need to broaden the investment right across Victoria,
growing the whole of the state.
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Environment: carbon sequestration

We have been getting on with that job. What we have
seen is continuing investment in major events around
rural and regional Victoria. So the member should feel
very confident that we will continue this support for
those events that are making such substantial inroads
not only in sporting terms across Victoria but in
substantial economic terms as well.

Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — My question is directed to
the Minister for Energy Industries. With the Bracks
government getting on with the job and ensuring our
ministers are consulting with key stakeholders to ensure
greater outcomes for Victoria, I ask whether the
minister can outline the latest developments from the
second meeting of the carbon sequestration leadership
forum in Melbourne this week.

They may be economic benefits in and around Phillip
Island, economic benefits in and around the Mildura
region based on the world ballooning championships or
in and around Bendigo, Ballarat and Geelong based on
the rollout of their events, or whether they are the world
surf lifesaving championships in 2006 down along the
Surf Coast or Bendigo’s involvement in the
Commonwealth Youth Games or the Deaflympics
Games that will be shared between Melbourne and all
of Victoria later this year.

Hon. T. C. THEOPHANOUS (Minister for Energy
Industries) — Indeed I was pleased to co-host the
second carbon sequestration leadership forum in
Melbourne this week. The first one was held in
Washington. It is a worldwide event and a major
international forum in which representatives of over
16 countries, major international companies and other
stakeholder organisations — including Greenpeace —
come together to discuss carbon sequestration.

Members should rest assured that our major events
investment will spread right across Victoria to ensure
that we continue to grow the whole of the state and
continue to invest in all Victorians.
Supplementary question

For those who have not heard of the term, ‘carbon
sequestration’, or geosequestration as it is sometimes
referred to, is the process of injecting carbon dioxide
deep into underground reserves rather than allowing it
to continue to build up in the atmosphere and in the air.

Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) — Has the
state government given any ultimatums to the
organisers of either the Australian Motorcycle Grand
Prix or the Australian Formula One Grand Prix, or
anyone else, that unless the losses are covered, the state
government will walk away from backing these events?

I made the point at that meeting that the technology is
unlikely to advance very far in the short term. It is a
medium-term strategy for new power stations rather
than for existing ones, and we cannot afford to forget
about other types of technology that we need to pursue
at the same time, including carbon drying technology,
gasification technology, supercritical boilers and so on.
We need to pursue a multifaceted approach.

Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — Again I welcome the member’s interest
in this particular matter and all those matters related to
major events. We will continue to ensure that our major
event focus is not just Melbourne-centric but that it
extends throughout all the regions, and we will continue
to work with all of those partners that deliver these
events.

But of course the big problem for industry in pursuing,
say, geosequestration is getting a competitive
environment in place which would allow a power
station to run with geosequestration, which did not
pollute the atmosphere and at the same time making it
competitive with another power station sitting next to it
which does not have that technology and those
additional costs.

The member might have appreciated that only recently
Ron Walker and Lindsay Fox were featured on one of
the back pages of the Age announcing the added
investment in those facilities down at Phillip Island. I
know that men of that calibre, experience and business
acumen would not go out and publicly make those
investments unless they felt confident of the state
government’s support not only for all events but for
events at Phillip Island in particular.

Increasingly the industry is starting to realise that there
will be no investment in these new technologies that
reduce emissions unless at the same time there is a price
signal of some sort. That price signal should come in
the form of a carbon trading scheme. I am not the only
one who is saying that. Members may have noticed
today in the Australian that the Energy Retailers
Association, which represents the major retailers of
electricity and energy in this country, has put out its
own statement in which it is demanding a single
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national greenhouse gas reduction standard. The
Australian article states:
... the ERAA recommends a market-based carbon price signal
in the interests of efficiency — pointing out that this is
necessary to rank emission reduction options in order of least
cost over time.

The industry is saying it, the retailers are saying it and
the states are saying it. The Victorian government is
acting to try to bring it about. The only obstacle in the
path of bringing in this important technology and
investment to the state is a federal government that will
not be the federal government in a very short period.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I have
answers to the following questions on notice: 1528,
1534, 1535, 1558, 1721, 1727–35, 1749, 1790, 1813,
1815, 1816, 1818, 1821, 1831, 1832, 1839–42,
1852–56, 1858–61, 1864, 1869, 1872–74, 1977, 2060,
2064, 2094–96, 2100, 2101, 2106, 2115, 2287–89,
2292, 2296, 2297, 2300, 2305, 2327, 2337, 2347,
2519–21, 2524, 2528, 2529, 2532, 2537, 2556, 2557,
2559, 2564, 2764, 2769, 2792, 2998, 3003, 3025, 3032,
3045, 3051, 3232, 3237, 3246, 3256, 3259, 3260, 3293,
3301, 3327, 3337, 3338, 3348, 3384, 3387, 3400.
Hon. G. K. RICH-PHILLIPS (Eumemmerring) —
I seek an exclamation from the Minister for Small
Business for answers to questions 1488, 1489, 1490,
1491, 1492, 1493, 1494, 1497 and 1498, which were
placed on notice on 30 March this year to various
ministers. It is now more than five months since they
were placed on notice. I wrote to the minister on
11 June, which is now more than three months ago and
have not had a response. I seek an explanation from the
minister as to when those answers will be provided.
Hon. M. R. THOMSON (Minister for Small
Business) — I was unaware until now that a letter had
been written, so I will check that. I will certainly chase
up questions on notice from the relevant ministers.

WATER INDUSTRY (ENVIRONMENTAL
CONTRIBUTIONS) BILL
Second reading
Debate resumed.
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) — Prior to
the luncheon break I was saying that the federal
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government has made a significant and positive
contribution to the environment throughout our nation
which gives us an opportunity for substantial increases
in environmental conservation circumstances in
Victoria, and the policy announcement that has been
made is excellent. It allows the state if it wishes — and
I certainly hope it does — to cooperate under the
funding arrangements as announced so that the
Gunnamatta outfall, with its estimated 420 million litres
a day of grey water, can be turned into a state asset and
used productively.
As I said earlier, the bill is nothing other than an
undisguised tax grab. The opposition strongly supports
the sentiment of contributions and investment in
improving our environment and conservation programs
and infrastructure, but this is a clever sophisticated tax
grab that is not being honestly presented to the people
of Victoria. Anybody who uses water in the
metropolitan area will have a disguised 5 per cent state
tax in their water bill, and large users of water can
expect a significant inflationary increase in their cost
base, because water is widely used, as we know, for
horticulture, dairying and other industrial purposes as
well as agricultural pursuits.
The track record of the government in conserving water
is not that good, particularly in my electorate. On the
Mornington Peninsula the Devilbend Reservoir, a huge
area of potable, safe drinking water, which has been
part of Melbourne’s water reticulation assets for a long
time, should be protected for the future instead of being
under threat from the state government’s plans which
have not been rescinded to potentially sell off that land
to the extent of 60 per cent of 2500 acres. That would
be appalling, because that would pollute the potable
water which shows that the state government is in
danger of becoming water vandals. That is what it
would be if that land at Devilbend is sold. I strongly
resent the potential sale of that land.
This is nothing but a tax grab to provide approximately
$225 million over the next four years from the people
of Victoria. There will be very little accounting for the
expenditure. It is a slush fund and a secret tax grab that
does not deserve support.
Hon. S. M. NGUYEN (Melbourne West) — I rise
in support of the Water Industry (Environmental
Contributions) Bill. It was disappointing to hear what
the previous speaker said on the bill. The government is
trying to get its act together. We need to restructure the
water industry to make it more workable for all
Victorians. The government must ensure that funding is
available to provide water to all Victorians. Water
restrictions have been introduced over the last few
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years, and most Victorians are working with the
government to look after that water supply and to use it
much better in the interests of everyone. People now
use less water and use it wisely, because they know we
need water not only to improve river flows but to
increase water recycling.
People in the old days wasted a lot of water because it
was plentiful. It is a different case today, because there
is much less water in our rivers and reservoirs. Last
autumn we all prayed for rain but did not get enough so
we must do more in the form of water restrictions to
look after the interests of businesses, farmers and those
who use water. The government has introduced a water
study. The federal government is now using the excuse
to tax more. It wants to get some funding. The package
will provide $225 million to improve our rivers,
increase water recycling, introduce smarter water
pricing, upgrade irrigation systems and increase the
security of water entitlements. But the money has to
come from somewhere, and the government has to raise
the money.
The second-reading speech is about six pages in length
and is a very comprehensive action plan. Last year the
opposition’s spokesman on water told the Herald Sun
that a 5 per cent environment levy to protect our water
resources ‘was acceptable’. So this is the acceptable
scheme to protect our environment. The water will help
Victoria in the long term. We are talking about a
50-year plan to help future generations and to secure
water. Victoria’s population is growing as more people
come here from interstate and overseas, and there is a
huge need for water. We would like to see water used
more efficiently.
For the first four-year period, the water-related
initiatives will span five key headings including
national commitments to improve the health of the
River Murray and its Victorian tributaries; protecting
and repairing our water sources; recycling and urban
water projects; water smart farms and sustainable
irrigation; and water security for our cities, farms and
the environment. The government’s message is very
clear to Victorians. We cannot deny that water is an
important issue. Opposition members are always trying
to turn issues in a negative way. They ignore people’s
need to use water better. In conclusion, I support the
bill.
Hon. ANDREA COOTE (Monash) — As we have
heard from previous speakers, the Liberal Party does
not oppose this bill, although later in this debate the
Honourable Graeme Stoney will bring in amendments,
and I urge the house to support them. They have been
well thought through, are very responsible and make
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sense of the bill, which, as others have said, is in fact a
tax. The amendments will make the bill transparent and
will also make the government accountable. The
government is so concerned about this bill because it
does not want to be accountable. I remind the
chamber — and indeed the public of Victoria — that
this government promised to be open and transparent. I
am not certain that it has been; we are increasingly
seeing that, and this bill is a very good example of that
because this is a tax — there is nothing surer.
We have some major concerns about the bill. It
effectively creates a slush fund to be spent at the
minister’s discretion. There is no direction for water
authorities as to how the environmental levy will be
collected from their customers, and after discussing
with them how they plan to charge their customers,
invariably they have said that they will add 5 per cent to
their bills and not make it recognisable as an
environmental contribution. We have heard other
members go into that in greater detail today.
There is no advisory body to advise us where these
funds are best allocated or to oversee the expenditure of
the funds. What has happened here is in huge contrast
to what the responsible Liberal federal government is
doing. Just this week the Prime Minister came up with
a very responsible policy and took to the people a
$2 billion fund to secure the future of Australia’s water.
This is a responsible, open, transparent and accountable
government. The federal government is setting the way
with water into the future in this country.
I would like to announce to the house what this water
fund will do. It has been designed to bring forward
projects that improve the river flows, desalinate water
for use in coastal cities and towns, recycle and reuse
storm water and grey water, provide more efficient
storage facilities such as underground aquifers, provide
alternatives to ocean outfalls and the better
management of sewerage in our coastal cities and our
towns, lead to improvements in irrigation infrastructure,
develop water-efficient housing design and encourage
on-farm water use efficiency improvements.
The federal government has an excellent track record
on water. It has been consistent in its approach to
looking at this issue which is of grave concern to all of
us in this country. In his contribution the
Honourable Geoff Hilton said how important it is for
water into the future, and both Mr Hilton and I are on
the Environment and Natural Resources Committee
which is looking into how households can be more
sustainable in energy use and with water as well. We
have looked at examples, both here in Australia and
overseas, and it is pleasing to note that we are very
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aware of water conservation in Australia, and
particularly in Victoria. The committee’s report hopes
to develop some recommendations that the government
and Victorians can use in the future.
Let us look at the highlights of the federal
government’s achievements in this area. The coalition
has done a number of things over its years in
government. It has created, implemented and funded a
national strategic plan to improve Australia’s water
quality and conserve water in our cities, regions, coasts
and oceans. It has created a nationwide partnership with
state and territory governments to reverse the trends in
salinity and improve water quality through the
$1.4 billion national action plan for salinity and water
quality.
Other things that affect us more directly here in Victoria
include the federal government’s commitment to
restore environmental health in the River Murray and
the Murray–Darling Basin, and I will come back to that
in a moment. It has allocated an additional $600 million
for the Natural Heritage Trust to address environmental
problems in the Murray–Darling Basin. It has also
developed a program to restore coastal wetlands in reef
catchments — although that is probably more to help
Queenslanders. It has released the south-eastern
regional marine plans, covering 2 million square
kilometres of oceans around Victoria, Tasmania,
eastern South Australia, southern New South Wales
and the subAntarctic Macquarie Island. So we can see
the diversity, the interest and the depth with which the
federal government is approaching this water issue.
I would like to go back to the Murray River. Mention
has been made today of how little those of us who have
city constituencies know about water and irrigation.
However, I should explain to the house — and I would
like it to be noted — that I have a pecuniary interest in
an olive grove called Boundary Bend up on the Murray
River. I am very proud to say that Boundary Bend
olives have been recognised world wide as being of the
very best in quality in Australia, and indeed they have
won prizes in Italy. This is a relatively new grove on
the Murray which I visit on a regular basis.
I listen to the locals and to what they say about the
Murray. They are vehemently opposed to what some of
the supposed scientists and experts are saying about the
death of the Murray. Many of the old-timers up there,
and people who are well-acquainted with the Murray
River, know and understand that this river is in fact
rejuvenated. The water is clearer and its quality is better
than it has ever been. It is imperative that we get
balance into this argument and do not go into the
hysterics that the federal Leader of the Opposition,
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Mark Latham, is leading us to. It is important that we
understand exactly what is happening. We must know
the people who can back us up with exact evidence.
I turn now to water usage, and the use of water at
Boundary Bend. It is extremely interesting to see how
modern technology can aid irrigation. An enormous
amount of research has been done by two young
people, Rob McGavin and Paul Riordan, who
established Boundary Bend. They travelled the world
and looked at world best practice on irrigation. They
looked into irrigation in Israel and Argentina and came
back to implement their findings up on the Murray in
Victoria. They are now seen to be the leaders in their
field.
They pump water out of the Murray; there is no doubt
about that, but they are very responsible about it. The
grove was planted so that there is an underground water
system that operates by solar power on each row
individually. The grove covers in the vicinity of
1500 hectares of land, making it the largest producer of
olives in this country. These olives are grown in rows
and if a row is under stress and needs additional water,
the solar-operated computer service says, ‘This row
needs some additional water or fertiliser’. The
computer is told by solar power what a particular row
needs and the computer-operated system sends the
water and the fertiliser down the pipes from the river
into that row. Instead of flooding the entire grove with
overhead sprays, with wastage and evaporation of
water, we in fact have a very efficient, high-tech,
modern, user-friendly, water-efficient system. The
grove is growing exceedingly well and surpassing all
expectations.
However, it was interesting to see how new technology
has moved such a long way from the irrigation practices
of the past, when the flooding irrigation system caused
very heavy water usage by flooding the fields for cattle
to graze on. People are looking at these practices and
seeing what they can do to make certain that we use our
water better in this state, and go from strength to
strength making certain that Victoria is a leader in the
field. Recently Boundary Bend opened an
olive-pressing plant. It was opened by the famous and
highly recommended Stefano de Pietri from the Grand
Hotel, whom I must congratulate in this house for
having just won the Best Country Restaurant of the
Year award in Victoria.
Here we have world best practice in Victoria. We have
an excellent opportunity to put Victoria on the map
with water usage that is going to be looked at and
envied by other parts of the world. That is happening on
our very doorstep. It is important that we as politicians
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understand these industries and support them in doing
the very best they can. If we look back to the federal
coalition government and the program that the Prime
Minister is about to implement with his $2 billion fund
to secure Australia’s water future, we can see it is going
to be industries such as that at Boundary Bend and a
number of others who take their water from the
Murray–Darling system that are going to make us as
Victorians exceedingly proud in the future.
I am certain the federal government will have an
opportunity to implement this excellent program, and
that all of us as Australians will be able to feel
confident that the water in this country, and indeed in
this state, will be well looked after well into the future.
We do not need another hidden tax. The state
government should take a leaf out of the federal
government’s book and have a close look at
transparency and accountability. It is about time it did.
Mr VINEY (Chelsea) — I wish to make only a brief
contribution to this Water Industry (Environmental
Contributions) Bill, which sets out and provides for the
environmental contributions to be paid for by water
authorities. In doing so, I make the observation that
protecting our water quality and our water in Victoria
has been a key platform of the Bracks Labor
government. I also take this opportunity to respond to
some of the comments of Mr Bowden earlier in this
debate in relation to Devilbend Reservoir.
It is true that the Devilbend Reservoir has been the
subject of some considerable community consultations
and considerations about its future by the Bracks
government. But what is absolutely untrue is any
proposal to sell off the Devilbend Reservoir. It is
important that the long-term management of this
important water asset and resource is managed properly
for the conservation values that it has in the local
community. I want to put on the record that the
suggestion that this government is considering selling
off that reservoir is absolutely untrue. It is important for
our long-term future. What is important is that we have
a decent management plan for that future. I commend
the bill to the house.
Hon. J. A. VOGELS (Western) — I join the debate
on the Water Industry (Environmental Contributions)
Bill. This bill amends the Water Industry Act 1994 to
provide for environmental contributions to be paid by
water authorities.
Let us have no misunderstanding. This is just a new tax
which will be charged at 5 per cent to urban water
authorities and 2 per cent to rural water authorities. Let
us also remember that the Bracks government already
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strips over $1 billion a year out of our water authorities
into consolidated revenue. This new tax will be up to
another $225 million that the water authorities will have
to pay over four years. This is a tax because obviously
if the water authorities have to pay 5 per cent extra to
the government, they will just put it straight on to their
consumers. Probably it will be more than 5 per cent
because to collect the money and send it off to the
government will cost money. So it will be like
6 per cent to cover the costs of collecting it on behalf of
the government.
Customers will obviously blame the water authorities
for this new tax, because I do not think anywhere in the
bill it will show that 5 per cent of this money has to go
off to the Bracks government. So they will cop the
blame, and the Bracks government will reap the
benefits. There are enormous differences in the cost of
water across the state. For example, in certain areas
they pay $10 a megalitre for water. At 2 per cent for
farmers, that is 20 cents a megalitre. In other areas they
pay up to $1000 a megalitre for water. That means
those users will be paying $20 a megalitre. There is a
huge discrepancy there.
In my electorate of Western Province all the people
who live in towns like Warrnambool, Portland,
Hamilton, Horsham, Stawell, Ararat, Maryborough,
Carlisle, Camperdown, Mortlake, Port Fairy, Terang,
Casterton, Coleraine and Edenhope and the dozens of
other smaller communities in Western Province will be
paying this extra 5 per cent or 2 per cent for their water.
The hospitals in these towns, the schools, nursing
homes, recreation reserves and football clubs will also
have to find the extra 5 per cent to pay their water bills.
Farmers using water authority water will pay twice.
They will pay 2 per cent for the initial use of the water
and then as their product goes to the abattoir or to the
local factories or wherever it is going to have value
added. Those abattoirs or factories will have to pay an
extra 5 per cent. So they are actually getting a double
hit.
Quite a few speakers before me have mentioned
catchment management authority (CMA) levies. We all
know that in the Kennett era the CMA levies were
brought in, and that there was a lot of anger about that
especially in rural Victoria which is mostly where they
were based. However, the CMA levies were collected
locally and spent on local projects. The people on the
CMA committees were also locals, so you knew where
the money was going. Contrast that with this
legislation, where the $225 million that will be
collected will be centralised into a fund or a bank
account in Melbourne with no guarantees of where it
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will go. It says it will be spent on the environment, but
nobody knows where, how, which or why. I would
suggest it will probably be spent in Labor marginal
seats in rural Victoria.

future. The other side says, ‘Oh, it was our money in
the first place, blah blah blah’. It is clearly understood
that the agreement about national competition policy
money going to the states runs out in June 2006.

During the Kennett years a lot of money was spent in
the Western District, and I assume in the rest of
Victoria, by water authorities fixing up their water
supplies or sewerage systems. A good example of
Bracks government interference in this roll-out that did
a lot of damage was in the township of Peterborough.
During the Kennett era, the townships that South West
Water looks after — Terang, Mortlake, Cobden, Port
Campbell, Port Fairy, Timboon and Allansford — all
had new water systems and new sewerage schemes put
into place.

At present a review of what will happen after 2006 is
taking place under the Council of Australian
Governments and the Productivity Commission. There
is no agreement on what will happen after 2006. The
Minister for Local Government has said that the money
has been stripped from local councils. She has sent a
media release to all councils across Victoria, telling
them how much they will lose.

In 2000 Peterborough was on the list. Peterborough, a
small town on the Southern Ocean, is near Curdies
Inlet, which runs into the ocean. It is a beautiful town
but it is not sewered. That is a disgrace in this day and
age. In 2000 this project would have cost $2 million.
Labor won the election, so what did it do? It stopped
the projects to sewer small communities until it had
another look at them. In the 2001 budget, forward
estimates projected that $3.6 million was to be spent on
sewerage schemes in Peterborough. In 2002 the money
was no longer in the forward estimates. It had
disappeared. In the past week the authorities have been
told that the cost of sewering Peterborough will be
$6.1 million. So it has gone up three-fold in those five
years, and still there is no sewerage scheme.
I remind the people of Peterborough of the Bracks
Labor Party’s Water for the Future policy. The people
of Peterborough are obviously very concerned about
the cost of this scheme which has gone from $2 million
to $3.6 million, and now it is up to $6.1 million. Who is
going to foot the bill? The Labor Party has this policy,
and I can assure the people of Peterborough that it says
in the policy that nobody will have to pay more than
$800 up front for the capital cost of the scheme. So if
this policy is not changed, then even if the scheme costs
$10 million or $20 million nobody should have to pay
more than $800. But I also say to the people of
Peterborough, ‘Do not hold your breath’. I believe the
project is not going ahead at this stage. I think there are
some changes on the way, so they will have to make a
substantial contribution towards their sewerage scheme.
We heard a few people speaking before about a major
release from the federal government to establish a
$2 billion fund to secure Australia’s water future. I find
hypocrisy coming from the other side when the federal
government is laughed at for saying it is putting up
$2 billion worth of money to secure Australia’s water

First, they will not lose 1 cent in the next two years
because that is how long the agreement is in place.
Nobody knows what will happen after 2006 because
there is no contract. If the minister knows about a
contract that the Bracks government will sign with a
Latham government, if that is the new federal
government, that following 2006 the payments will
keep coming in exactly as they did before, she knows
more than those of us on this side of the house. I know
that such a contract does not exist. It is a furphy. It is
not correct to be writing to councils telling them that
they will lose out because at this stage they have not
lost one single cent.
The Prime Minister’s release of the policy document on
the $2 billion fund, Securing Australia’s Water Future,
is good news for Australia. The money will be spent on
improving river flows; to desalinate water for use in
coastal cities and towns — maybe we need to look at
that; to recycle and use stormwater and grey water —
that is obviously one of ways that we must head into the
future, instead of letting all that grey water pour out into
the ocean or wherever it goes and is just wasted; and to
provide more efficient storage facilities such as
underground aquifers. I am surprised that we have not
done that more in the past.
For example, we are sending natural gas from
Gippsland into the Western District and pumping it into
aquifers so that it can be used later. In the Western
District there is a beautiful aquifer known as the
Newlingrook aquifer. Beautiful fresh water spews into
the bottom of the ocean and is completely wasted.
Some work that has been done on that shows that
90 000 megalitres could be tapped out of it without
interfering with anything. There would still be plenty of
the water going into the ocean and the salt water would
not interfere with the aquifer.
South-West Water has pipelines that cross that spring
which is pouring out into the ocean and the Nullawarre
aquifer, which is drying up. It may be possible, with a
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bit of research — and hopefully some of this money
could go to things like that — that the aquifer could be
replenished in the winter months when the water is not
being used, so that in the summer the water could be
used by the city of Warrnambool or farmers in the
district. There is plenty of scope for doing things.
In conclusion, I touch on the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline. It is time for the state to tell the truth on
pipeline funding. This week the federal coalition
government committed $167 million towards the
project and called on the state government to match that
with its one-third share of the cost of the $500 million
project. I do not know whether the Minister for Water
will match it; he says one thing one day and another the
next. Everyone knows that the project is very important
to the Wimmera–Mallee region. It is time that the
playing of party politics with this important project
stopped and this government put up the funds.
Since 2000 — that is, over probably four or five
years — this project has gone around and around the
mulberry bush, so to speak. It is time that we got on
with the project. It is imperative that it be done. I am
appalled that the state government has been urging the
commonwealth to provide funding for the pipeline, and
then when it announces it, the state government does
nothing but criticise it and try to scare voters and
councils in the area by saying that they will lose money
because of it.
As I said, this is a very important bill. I will be
supporting the amendments that the Liberal Party will
move. It is all right to have a tax on water and say that it
will be committed to the environment. Members of the
opposition would like to know how, when and where,
rather than just having it go into a slush fund from
which the minister will decide where the money will be
spent. It needs to be much more transparent than that.
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I want to
put absolutely clearly what the government is
proposing. This measure is being introduced so that the
government can put resources into the critical areas of
conservation and management of our water. I totally
concur with Mr Vogels that the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline project is one of the most critical state projects,
and the partnership between state and federal
governments and local users is obviously critical to that
happening. I will not bore the house with the history of
that. We all need to move forward towards achieving
that, and the state has already twice put its position.
In response to Mr Vogels, I inform the house that today
on the banks of the Murray River federal Labor leader
Mark Latham announced his $1 billion plan to save the
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Murray and other parts of Australia. That answers in
part Mr Vogels’s rhetorical question about information
from this side of the house. I share that with the house
for its information. I add my voice to the argument as to
why this is necessary, why we need to move forward
and take the long-term vision. I commend the bill and
the Minister for Water in the other place on his
visionary leadership in this area.
Hon. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA (East Yarra) — It
is always good when the government acknowledges
that their federal leader follows the great leadership of
the Howard coalition. If the Leader of the Government
had done some further research rather then listening to
his advisers, he would have realised that the Australian
government has established something of significance
that is designed to look after our environment,
including water, in the Natural Heritage Trust.
It seems ludicrous to have the rhetoric from those on
the other side about how great Mark Latham is when
the Australian government had already established a
program many, many years ago and has been
contributing millions of dollars towards addressing
issues associated with land degradation, improving
water quality and dealing with salinity, vegetation
management, soil erosion and condition et cetera. It is
astounding that we have to again use this chamber to
espouse federal Labor election platform issues in the
context of debating a bill. It is disappointing, because as
I indicated, the federal government, under the
stewardship of John Howard, had already established a
program dealing with conservation and particularly
with matters associated with water.
At the outset I indicate that the opposition does not
oppose the bill. Some amendments will be moved and
debated later. The notion of the payment of
environmental contributions is fundamentally right but
the methodology and the application of it in the broader
sense is fundamentally flawed. As the Honourable John
Vogels indicated, immediately and over a number of
years there will be a cash flow into the coffers of the
Bracks Labor government. People say so what? The
realities are that once it goes into consolidated revenue,
as is provided for in the bill, who knows where it will
go?
The bill has a number of flaws. First, it effectively
creates a slush fund for the government — indeed, for
the minister to spend at his or her discretion. The bill
contains no direction for the water authorities on how
the environmental levy will be collected from their
customers. I am pleased that later in the debate
members of the opposition will ensure that customers
are not hoodwinked into believing that there will be an
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increase for any reason other than establishing a water
consumption tax, as some may see it. The realities are
that if this government is going to be as open and
accountable as it continually espouses itself to be, then
this ought to be reflected to the consumer who is
utilising the water, so they understand that a proportion
of their funds will be used for the Bracks Labor
government slush fund.
This bill goes to the heart of the fact that there is a need
to establish a committee. It is strange that for the two
years I have been in this house there have been a lot of
bills coming through the house with committees or
advisory boards for authorities where there have been
minor amendments made which have little financial
implication across the whole of the state. Committees
have been set up and there are pages and pages of
documentation setting out the structure of the
committees. What we are calling for is an
acknowledgment through something very similar to the
Natural Heritage Trust of Australia Act 1997, which
established that trust. That was put forward by the
Howard federal government. There is not that capacity
in this bill. There is no oversight of the money, and we
are not talking about a small amount, we are talking
about $225 million over a number of years, which will
not be transferred into an environmental account or a
water account or an account set up for a specific
purpose. Proposed section 193(1) says:
Each water supply authority must pay into the Consolidated
Fund ...

It just goes into the big mix, the big bucket of money,
and where it goes from there who can know? It seems
ludicrous that we have the situation that the government
has established this fund without any oversight
whatsoever. It really goes to the core of governance. It
just shows that the government has no idea of the
formalities and rules of governance when it comes to
money. When it involves rhetoric or looking after its
union mates, committees are established and a whole
process set up, but when it comes to ensuring there is
some cohesion and responsibility for taxpayers money,
there is no sign of proper governance, no hint of
establishing any form of committee and no indication
that the money received from the environmental
contributions for the water needs in this state is being
directed to where it should go. We do not know where
it is being directed to.
The government has outlined in the four pages of the
schedule attached to the bill the financial contributions
to be made by each of the water boards and bodies. I
tell you, it is a huge amount of money. You would then
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have to ask where the money comes from. This is
another example of the rhetoric of the government — it
is just adding another tax. Somewhere along the line
somebody has to pay, but who is going to pay for it?
You cannot strip $225 million from somewhere and not
expect it to have an impact elsewhere. It just does not
happen this way. What the government is proposing
here is an assumption that is silent within the act. There
is no methodology or suggestion of how the water
boards or authorities are going to acknowledge that.
There is no doubt — and I would expect this to
occur — that there is going to be an increase in
payment by every water user in this state in the future.
People say, ‘Well, that is fair enough, we have a
drought’.
I refer back to the second-reading speech, which
indicated that water supplies should not be taken for
granted. I agree with this absolutely. Just because my
electorate is based in the city does not mean we do not
understand issues which affect country constituents, a
reality the Honourable Andrea Coote will also attest to.
We do understand, but the issue is that we also
understand that people whether in the city or the
country have a finite budget. They still have to use
water for washing, drinking or whatever. They will be
unaware that when this bill goes through they will have
to pay additional funds at some point for years to come.
There is no provision in the bill for water authorities to
include the contribution in the billing account.
I refer to proposed section 194, which sets out the
purpose for the collection of the contributions:
Each environmental contribution paid by a water supply
authority under this Part is collected for the purposes of
funding initiatives that seek to —
(a) promote the sustainable management of water, or
(b) address adverse water-related environmental impacts.

Again there is a purpose set out, and that is probably
similar to other bills that have been before the house,
but there is no further development, debate or
discussion within the bill to establish how that will be
done. How are we to achieve it? Sending an extra
couple of kilometres of pipeline out into the bay is not
going to solve our water problems. Sending millions of
litres of water down to the sewerage farm at Werribee
will not solve the problem of meeting the levels of
consumption in Melbourne. There is nothing here — no
oversight by a committee or anyone independent —
suggesting how this will be done. We do not know.
Victorians will now be forced to pay an additional tax
on water consumption, and there is no acknowledgment
as to where, how, when or why this will be applied.
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That is a great shame for what could have been a
worthwhile bill, similar to the Natural Heritage Trust of
Australia Act 1997 brought in by the Howard
government. That was a detailed act that outlined how,
when, where and why the money would be spent. It is
outlined in particular in section 3, for those who wish to
search back, which says that a Natural Heritage Trust
advisory committee is to be established.

Contributions) Bill and to speak in support of it. As we
know, water is one of our most precious resources, and
it is in limited supply. We have a responsibility to
ensure that we have ongoing supplies of this very
important resource. The environmental contributions
are an important component of the government’s
comprehensive — very comprehensive — action plan
to secure our water for the next 50 years.

There are proper governance laws overseeing the
hundreds of millions of dollars being spent each year. It
is not confined to one minister. In fact it reports to two
ministers, and it reports to an independent committee.
This bill is an opportunity lost in the sense of providing
some form of stability in terms of governance and
taxpayers having the surety of knowing where their
money will be spent.

Victoria’s water charges are certainly not small by any
means, in fact they are large; and we have a growing
population that will have increasing needs and demands
for water. It is predicted that we will face drier and
hotter days in the future. Our river systems are already
in distress, and one-third of our major streams are in
poor or very poor condition. This impacts not only on
our community and quality and standard of life but also
on our economy.

I think most people would say, ‘Look, we do not like
the fact that there is a finite amount of water; but we
acknowledge that, if we pay an additional fee, all of it
will go to dealing with problems with water. But that
surety is not here. Environmental groups and other
organisations would, like us, hold the view that the
notion is good and the intent is good, but when it comes
to the underlying issues surrounding the application of
the funds, when it comes to the detail it is sadly lacking.
It is a bill that will strip from taxpayers something like
$225 million over a short time. We have had presented
to us a very small bill — about 10 pages in total — and
what that demonstrates is that the effects of this bill
over time will be a lot more insidious than was
intended. There is no doubt that the money making up
the environmental contributions for the water industry
will be used for reasons other than those proposed in
the bill. There is nothing to hold the minister to account
in respect of where those funds go. There is nothing in
the bill to indicate that there will be an independent
oversighting of the money received. When you
consider that a quarter of a billion dollars is going into
the government’s consolidated fund, that ought to
sound alarm bells not only to every responsible citizen
but also to every environmental group in this state,
because I am sure they were led to believe that this
would be a great piece of legislation.
The sad thing is that it will be the environment that
misses out. It is the environment that will suffer
because this government is playing politics with it. It is
the environment that in the longer term will be the sad
loser in this whole saga.
Hon. KAYE DARVENIZA (Melbourne West) — I
am pleased to rise and make a short contribution to the
debate on the Water Industry (Environmental

Through this bill the government requires water
authorities to contribute a mere fraction of their revenue
to improve and preserve this precious water resource
for our future generations. Every dollar from the
environmental contribution will be spent on
water-related initiatives. In the first four-year period
those water-related initiatives will span five key
headings. They are: national commitments, which is
about improving the health of the River Murray and the
Victorian tributaries; protecting and repairing our water
sources; recycling urban projects; water smart farms
and sustainable irrigation; and water security for our
cities, farms and environment.
This is a very good bill. I commend the bill to the
house, and I also congratulate Minister Thwaites for his
vision in securing water for our future. I wish the bill a
speedy passage.
Hon. P. R. HALL (Gippsland) — I note that every
member so far has been thanked for their contribution,
but I am not sure if I am going to be thanked for my
contribution here today, because I am joining with my
colleagues in The Nationals in doing everything we
possibly can to oppose this horrific piece of legislation
the chamber has been asked to deal with this afternoon.
It is an outrageous piece of legislation and an
outrageous piece of hypocrisy on behalf of the Bracks
government. I say that because when a catchment
management authority (CMA) levy was introduced by
the previous government we were unmercifully
criticised by the then Labor Party. Yet today this
government has the gall to introduce this bill, which
imposes a new tax on every household in Victoria.
Every farm in Victoria will have to pay this new tax.
Every business in Victoria, every user of water in
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Victoria will now be subjected to this new tax on water
use.
I say it is hypocritical of the Bracks government
because the catchment management authority levy
previously introduced by the coalition government was
not only criticised by the Labor Party but was removed
shortly after the Bracks government was elected to
Parliament. There is a big difference between the two
levies, a very big one. The former CMA levy was
collected by the local catchment management
authorities, and there was an absolute assurance that
every cent of that levy collected would be spent in the
local catchment area. Also it was a very transparent
process: on every bill that was issued to collect the
CMA levy it was a clear line item. Sometimes those
bills were sent out by the CMA itself, other times local
government collected them on behalf of the catchment
management authority; but very clearly there was a
single line item which stated ‘catchment management
authority levy $20’ or whatever figure was set there. So
it was very clear, open and transparent, but with this
new tax being imposed on Victorians we have no
guarantees that the money collected locally will be
spent locally — none whatsoever. As has been said, it
simply goes into a slush fund that the Treasurer
distributes at his whim around the state. It is not
transparent at all. In fact this government is being very
secretive, clandestine and underhand in the way it is
collecting this money, because there will be no
transparency at all. It will be included as part of the
quarterly water bill that every household will pay in the
next four years and beyond.
I say this government stands condemned for its lack of
accountability on the use of the funds collected and on
the lack of transparency in the collection of those funds.
I want to make sure that the people of Gippsland
understand exactly how much they are contributing to
the general revenue of this state. I have three urban
water authorities and one rural water authority in my
electorate of Gippsland Province. I have had a look at
clause 4 of the bill, and I can tell all of the good people
in the Central Gippsland Region Water Authority area
that over the next four years they are going to give to
this Bracks government by way of taxes a total of
$17 610 000. I can tell all the people in East Gippsland
who are clients of the East Gippsland Region Water
Authority that over the next four years they will be
contributing $2 210 000 courtesy of Mr Bracks,
Premier of this state. I can tell the good people down in
South Gippsland who receive their water from the
South Gippsland Region Water Authority that they will
be contributing $1 990 000 by way of taxes to
Mr Bracks’s slush fund. And I can tell all of my
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irrigators in Gippsland that they will be contributing
$630 000. The people in my electorate of Gippsland
Province alone will pay by way of this new tax
introduced by the Bracks government a total of
$12 440 000. They will not be pleased by that news at
all.
That is only a start, because after a four-year period,
after 2008, the minister by way of an order can set a
new percentage. He can set whatever he likes, and he
can do that without any accountability at all. This
Parliament will not even have the opportunity to debate
any new order set by the then minister after 2008. That
is why I say that this government is proposing to
introduce this new tax to all water users in Victoria in a
hypocritical, underhanded and secretive way.
It is outrageous, and we in The Nationals are going to
oppose it at every opportunity: we will oppose the
second reading, we will oppose the third reading and, if
the opportunity arises anywhere in between, we will
oppose it then too. The secretive way in which this
government is introducing it suggests that it hopes the
people of Victoria will forget after today that this is a
new tax because they will not see it on the quarterly
water bills they receive. So the task of The Nationals —
and, I suspect, the Liberals as well — will be to issue
every quarter a press release saying, ‘Your quarterly
water bill is currently in the mail. Five per cent of that
water bill is a new direct tax being collected by the
Bracks government’.
Between now and the election I have estimated that
there will be at least eight quarterly water bills going
out to my constituents, so I will be issuing eight press
releases at those times to remind the people that this
Bracks government has hypocritically introduced a new
tax on water, and that the people in my electorate will
have to contribute $12 440 000 to the Bracks
government’s general revenue. I have put my case, and
that is why we in The Nationals will oppose it at every
opportunity.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. J. G. Hilton) — Order! I thank the member for
his contribution.
An honourable member interjected.
The ACTING PRESIDENT
(Hon. J. G. Hilton) — Order! When I am sitting in this
chair I am totally independent!
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — This is a
very interesting piece of legislation because it is
fundamentally a taxation measure masquerading as an
environmental initiative. It is no more than that. We
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have heard that other great Labor luminary, the federal
opposition leader, Mr Latham, trying to tell us that a
levy is not a tax. Now we have the Bracks government
going one better by trying to tell us that an
environmental contribution is not a tax. Make no
mistake: these contributions and these levies are a tax.

will go into and how they can be monitored and how
they can be understood. People can see where the
money is going and what benefit there will be. In this
we are not told anything — it is Mr Thwaites saying,
‘Trust me; I am going to rip out a couple of hundred
million dollars, and trust me; I will use it correctly’.

It is not as if Victoria has not been taxed to death by
this Bracks government already. Land taxes across this
state have gone up by 142 per cent; stamp duty has
gone up by over 122 per cent; and taxes on insurances,
which have a lot to do with properties, have gone up by
over 100 per cent since this government came to power.
Now we have another tax of something like 5 per cent
on our property. It is not as if we have not paid enough
in tax increases to this government. Land tax is up by
142 per cent and stamp duty is up by 122 per cent.
When will it end? How greedy can one government
get?

Today the Leader of the Government in this house told
us about what Mr Latham had done on the Murray
River today — it was Latham playing catch-up policy
again, going to the Murray and announcing a program
to save the Murray. It is not as if the government has
not had policies on the Murray in place, as we know.
Twelve months ago the commonwealth government put
in place a policy on the Murray, and it has this new
policy it announced, Securing Australia’s Water Future.
As I understand it, when Mr Latham was at the press
conference and playing catch-up, announcing that he
was going to save the Murray when already significant
coalition policy is in place to do that, he was asked
whether his program included a contribution to the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. As I have been informed,
his answer was, ‘Oh, er, ah — what is the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline? I don’t know — what?
Er?’. He was asked again, ‘Is there a commitment to the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline in your policy
announcement?’. Once again the questioner was
greeted with, ‘Ah, er’-type comments.

I want to turn briefly to what this will mean to the
voters in Higinbotham Province, because overall this
new tax is going to raise something like $40 million this
year and $60 million a year for the duration of its
currency. It will raise a lot of money out of this
overtaxed state. In Higinbotham Province, which is
served by South East Water, the annual take will be
$15 million a year. So over the first four years of the
new act the long-suffering ratepayers of Higinbotham
Province will shell out an extra $56 million in taxes —
after they have already paid more than their fair share
of stamp duty, more than their fair share of land tax and
more than their fair share of taxes on insurances.
We must remember that in Victoria up to 60 per cent of
our insurance bills are now state taxes, compared to
Queensland where it is something like 19 per cent and
other international jurisdictions, like England, where it
is 5 per cent. Wherever you go, whatever you do, this
Bracks government has got its hand in your pocket
taking the money out. The voters of Higinbotham
Province will not be conned by the government trying
to call a new tax, which will take an extra $56 million
out of their pockets, an environmental contribution.
Let us turn to that environmental contribution. What
will it be used for? Nowhere in the bill does it tell us
what it will be used for. Other members have called it a
potential slush fund. Truly it is a potential slush fund,
because we have no idea what it will be used for.
Compare that to the Howard government’s recently
announced Securing Australia’s Water Future policy,
which sets out in detail in a 13-page document where
the $2 billion will be spent. Nobody is in any doubt as
to where that money will be spent — what projects it

I ask you, what does he know, and what does that say
about our Minister for Water, Mr Thwaites, who was
there presumably protecting and trying to do a good
deal for Victoria? He has not bothered to brief his
federal colleagues on the importance of this project and
how it should make a contribution — or alternatively,
his federal colleagues do not listen to him because he is
such a lightweight and he does not know what he is
doing. What a disgrace to Victoria that our water
minister is not there defending the rights of Victoria
with his federal colleagues! What a disgrace to think
that the federal Labor leader does not know anything
about the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline, one of the most
important projects that we have in this state! Even the
Leader of the Government in this house acknowledged
what an important project it was. But the Minister for
Water, Mr Thwaites, did not even take the time and the
effort to explain it to his federal colleagues — or
alternatively, he is so irrelevant that they do not even
listen to him. It is an absolute disgrace.
What is a further disgrace is the constant way in which
this government, which is already one of the
highest-taxing governments in our history and the
highest-taxing government in Australia, cannot put
some of the money it has ripped out of the pockets of
Australians to good work. Compare that to what is

WATER INDUSTRY (ENVIRONMENTAL CONTRIBUTIONS) BILL
228

COUNCIL

happening at the federal level, with both the coalition
government and the Labor opposition. The federal
budget is in surplus and the government is giving
money back to the people in tax deductions, or
alternatively, spending that money on good works like
the $2 billion Securing Australia’s Water Future
program.
But when the state government wants to do something
it has to go out and raise new money. When it wants to
build a new freeway, like the Scoresby, it has to go out
and put a toll on it — an extra tax — to build
infrastructure. That is what tax is supposed to do —
build infrastructure for the state. But, no, it has to raise
a new levy, a new tax, a new toll — and now it wants to
do something for water. Here we have a budget which
is bursting and overspent every year — huge rivers of
gold are coming into the budget as a result of the superb
management of the Australian economy by the
Howard-Costello government. But this lousy, mean
state government cannot even put aside $60 million a
year out of the rivers of gold that are coming in to help
our water supply and rivers. No; it has to create a new
tax to do that.
All I can say is that this government would have to be
one of the most wasteful and extravagant if it simply
cannot put aside, from all that money it has raised from
all those extra taxes that it raises, and spare $60 million
for one of our most important resources — that is,
water. It has to go out and put a new tax on the people
of Victoria. That is absolutely shameful; it is a disgrace.
These people simply cannot manage. I look at you,
Mr Acting President, and do not know how you sit
there knowing the amount of money that has come into
the budget and how it is being wasted.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — It is a
wonderful opportunity to speak on the Water Industry
(Environmental Contributions) Bill. Water truly is the
beginning of life and the most important thing for many
of us, whether we are in rural industry or in the city,
and it is reflected in our gardens or other activities. It is
true that Victorians and Australians generally and
people worldwide are becoming very conscious of our
need to conserve water and to treat it wisely and protect
the catchments and water supplies that we all depend
upon.
However, while in many ways some of the aims of this
bill have a laudable basis, and there is an argument for
the proper and appropriate pricing of water — and to
some extent this is the direction of this bill — the way
that it is put forward and into operation is quite contrary
to the principles of good governance and of the best
way of regulating an industry like water.
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We should be very clear about what this bill actually
does. Essentially under the guise of an environmental
contribution it imposes for the first time a tax on water
that will slug, directly and precisely, people across the
state. It is very clear that this tax will hit country
Victorians very hard, as rural water authority accounts
will incorporate the new charges in irrigation and stock
and domestic supply charges. Indeed, every cent of this
new tax goes directly to the consolidated revenue of the
state of Victoria. It is a water tax, and it is a tax that will
slug every Victorian.
In Melbourne, metropolitan Victorians will quickly
learn what this is about. The people who pay their bills
to Yarra Valley Water, Melbourne Water, City West
Water and South East Water will, over the next few
years, pay $158 million in water tax. So I say to
Victorians: you need to think carefully when you get
your water bill. Every one of you will look at that water
bill and see that the price will have leapt up, and it will
be tax that you are paying directly to Mr Bracks — a
$158 million Bracks tax on water, a slug on water that
will hit every Victorian family. Every Victorian family
will have their lifestyle and standard of living reduced
by the Bracks water tax. I think that Victorians —
perhaps in Ms Darveniza’s area of the city, where they
pay City West Water — will look at their bill and
understand that this slug, this tax, has been imposed by
the Labor members of Parliament on their side of the
house.
I strongly support the environmental objectives behind
some of the attempts to properly price water and to
ensure that it is conserved and used wisely. We need to
ensure that the economic impact of our rural and
economic activities through industry are moderated and
undertaken in a way that is environmentally sound.
That is my firm position.
I was very proud to have worked in the 1995–96 period
in the lead-up to the 1996 election on some of the
environmental policies, including an involvement with
the introduction of the Natural Heritage Trust — a
once-in-a-century opportunity to put our environmental
activities in Victoria and Australia on a firmer footing.
The sum of $1.15 billion was the original amount that
came from the partial sale of Telstra, and enormous
environmental projects were funded by that sale, and I
think the Prime Minister and the federal government
will go down in history as a government that has been
environmentally friendly. He will also go down in
history as one of the people who has done the most for
the Australian environment through the activities of the
Natural Heritage Trust and the enormous contributions
that the Liberal-National coalition government has
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made to our environment, both in the city and in the
country.
I include there the revegetation initiatives, the Coast
and Clean Seas initiatives, the ocean outfall initiatives,
the rivers initiatives and so forth. All of those are
cleaner and greener, and better and more protected than
they were previously. That record is an important one.
It will contrast with Mark Latham’s record after today’s
debacle on the River Murray, where he clearly
misunderstood the importance of the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline. Indeed, the information I have is that he had
no understanding of that pipeline and its importance.
Mr Bishop will understand very clearly the importance
of the pipeline.
It is clear that the Liberal and National parties in this
state and the federal coalition have, from the outset,
supported the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline through clear
financial incentives. I do not pretend to have the figures
at my fingertips, but they are substantial
contributions — well over $100 million — and I know
that those contributions, as part of the current
environment policy federally, will make a huge
difference.
But Mr Latham, by contrast, knew nothing about the
pipeline, about the savings that could be achieved in
water usage, about the reduction in evaporation or
about the increased activities in intensive agriculture. It
is clear from what I have been informed of the press
conference that it was a debacle, and Mr Latham will
go down in history as one the least effective Labor
Party leaders in terms of the environment.
Indeed he is not the only one. I was surprised to read in
the Ballarat Courier — that very important journal —
of 13 September, just a few days ago, that Geoff
Howard, the MLA for Ballarat East, seemed to be
launching an extraordinary attack against the Liberal
candidate in Ballarat — Elizabeth Matuschka. She has
made a strong stance on the quality of water in and
around Clunes, lobbying not only for water but for
natural gas in Creswick. She was determined that the
drinking water quality in Clunes should be improved.
For some reason Geoff Howard took the side of Central
Highlands Water and was not prepared to stand up for
the people in his local area and surrounding areas.
Indeed he seemed to be quite weak in taking on
government statutory authorities and sticking up for his
community. He should have joined Elizabeth
Matuschka in demanding the highest water quality in
and around Clunes. I place on record in this chamber
my support for her advocacy and determination to see
high drinking water standards in Clunes and the
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surrounding areas, and I encourage her to persist with
her campaign and to reject the churlish comments of
Mr Howard, and I ask him to join, in a bipartisan spirit
as these water issues would ideally be, in advocating for
safer and cleaner water in Clunes.
Returning immediately to this bill and noting that my
time is almost gone, it is important to balance the
environmental outcomes of the bill. They are outcomes
that we see as worthy of consideration. It is the
objectives that we support but not the implementation
in this way. The $158 million slug by the Bracks
government on Melbourne families over the next four
years is something that will be remembered as the
Bracks water tax, and the Bracks water tax is something
Victorians will remember forever. The Bracks water tax
will be like a state deficit levy for the Premier, Steve
Bracks.
Hon. ANDREW BRIDESON (Waverley) —
I love a sunburnt country,
A land of sweeping plains,
Of rugged mountain ranges,
Of droughts and flooding rains,
I love her far horizons,
I love her jewel-sea,
Her beauty and her terror The wide brown land for me!

It is interesting how many other members in the
chamber joined in and recited that loved poem with me.
It is one that is much loved by most Australians who
studied it in the fifth grade reader when they were in
primary school.
I put that poem on the record for a very important
reason. Apart from liking it, it reminds me, and I am
sure other people in the chamber, of the sensitivities of
the Australian environment. It also reminds me of how
carefully governments and people must manage the
fragile environment we have in Australia.
I agree with the environmental principles that are
espoused in the second-reading speech of the bill. It is
time that we Victorians and Australians assumed that
water is not an endless resource. We cannot take for
granted that water is in unending supply, and other
speakers before me have mentioned the current
drought, the increased demand in the use and finite
nature of that precious resource.
This bill is, in part, an educative tool to teach people
how to manage that resource better. I agree with all the
previous speakers on this side of the house and The
Nationals that it is an iniquitous tax. I support John
Vogels who mentioned that it will not just be a 5 per
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cent tax on households, it will have a considerable
flow-on effect from all stages of production — from the
food being produced on the land to it being put on the
table in the homes of our constituents.

production. It talks about the Australian government
funding and how local communities can make
application for that funding, and it explains what is
happening in the various regions around Australia.

It is probably a pity that this bill has taken on such a
strong political flavour. I suspect that this is the case
because we are in the middle of a federal election
campaign. I do suspect that if it were debated in another
five or six weeks, the level of intensity in this debate
may be somewhat diminished; but that does not take
away from the fact that the Liberal Party is very
concerned about the non-transparency of the bill. We
are concerned that it will effectively create a slush fund
to be spent at the minister’s discretion. I can see no
valid or logical reason why the government will not
accept the amendments that will be proposed in the
committee stage. If it did, it would make the bill a much
better one and far more transparent for those who will
pay this iniquitous levy.

One of the groups mentioned in the booklet is
Landcare, which is well known to many members. In
fact a few members in this chamber would be members
of Landcare. Landcare is a voluntary group that sets out
to improve our national resource management. There
are some 4000 groups operating nationally. It operates
largely in rural Australia and involves 40 per cent of
farmers, who manage 60 per cent of land and 70 per
cent of the nation’s diverted water.

What we need to do, politics aside, is all work together
to ensure that this valuable resource is preserved for
future generations. I do not think people will mind
paying some form of a tax or levy, but they certainly
would like it to be an open and conspicuous tax or levy.
I have done some research on what the federal
government has been doing in relation to water, and I
must say — and I am trying to look at this
impartially — that the federal government is to be
commended for the actions it has taken in natural
resource management.
Mr Smith interjected.
Hon. ANDREW BRIDESON — Mr Smith, I
acknowledge that the Bracks government has
implemented some wonderful environmental initiatives.
I am trying to take the politics out of it as much as a
politician can. All governments are working together,
but they could work together a little more — that is, not
only the two tiers of government, federal and state, but
local government as well. I am impressed that the
federal government is leading the way in a cooperative
management approach.
I commend all members to read a small 13-page
booklet entitled Giving Our Land a Hand, which is an
educative tool on how we can preserve and extend our
water resources. It explains why we need to give our
land a hand. It has some water conservation tips for
those at home. It talks about volunteer organisations
and tells people how they can get into voluntary
organisations. There is a section on land managers and
farmers that gives them some practical tips on
preserving and conserving water that is used for food

I turn to some of the activities that these Landcare
groups perform, because they show the diversity and
the innovative ideas and projects that are put in place
for managing our water resource. I will only mention
three or four projects that are taking place in Victoria.
There is the Northern United Forestry Group at Milloo.
That group was given a grant of $90 000 for sustainable
farming systems, balancing water use and living with
salt. The Trentham and District Landcare Group was
given $6654 for its dung beetle program to carry out
experimental work looking at the friendly farming
practices the dung beetles produce.
The Donald and District Landcare Group was granted
$138 000 to look at seaweed solutions for salinity and
sustainability, which is an interesting project in that the
Landcare group will introduce cultivation of marketable
seaweed in saline water evaporation basins in the shire
of Buloke, which is in the area of the electorate of
Mr Bishop and Mr Drum. The project will demonstrate
the potential for the productive use of salinised land,
produce localised lowering water tables and contribute
to the development of a new Australian industry for
both domestic and international markets. The other
project is the Australian Processing Tomato Research
Council in Shepparton, which was granted $58 500 to
demonstrate improved irrigation practices in the tomato
processing industry.
These practical projects illustrate in part what the
federal government is doing in partnership with local
communities in getting local people to manage and
improve their resource.
I acknowledge the fine contribution made by Mr Hilton
this morning. The only aspect I did not agree with was
the way he was talking about the tax. He
mentioned — —
The ACTING PRESIDENT (Mr Smith) —
Order! The member’s time has expired.
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Hon. A. P. OLEXANDER (Silvan) — If ever there
were a reason to change the title of the Minister for
Environment, then this bill represents that reason. I will
be recommending to residents who are supplied with
their water by Yarra Valley Water throughout the north,
north-east and east of Melbourne that from here on in
we should refer to Mr Thwaites as the Minister for Tax
Collections, because he has become the bagman of the
Bracks government by finding the most creative and
underhanded ways of slugging people and having his
hand in their pockets to get money out of them without
their knowing it.
As a result of this legislation, over the next four years
all Victorians will be slugged an additional
$158 million in the form of a so-called environmental
levy. This of course comes on top of some of the other
creative money-raising schemes the minister has come
up with, which include a drainage charge on all water
bills that amounts to $111 million a year and the parks
charge that rakes in $56 million a year. That comes to a
very creative accounting figure of $325 million that he
is ripping out of the family budgets of ordinary
Victorians every year.
This Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill
is, in the guise of an environmental levy, introducing a
tax. It cannot be interpreted in any other way because it
is a tax on families and their consumption of water and
a tax on business and its consumption of water. It is the
first time a tax of this type has been introduced in this
state, and it is the first time we have seen a tax of this
nature anywhere in Australia. It is a great shame that it
comes to us in this form.
Consumers and users of water, business and residential
alike, will not know that they are paying the tax,
because it is a tax by stealth. There will be no reporting
of this in their water bills. It is another 5 per cent slug
on top of the charge for what they use and the
legitimate charges that will be made. They will notice
nothing other than their water bills rising significantly.
We in the Liberal Party will try to introduce
amendments in the committee stage to establish a
committee with appropriate skills and experience to
advise the government on how this extra $158 million a
year should be spent, because unfortunately — true to
the form of the minister and his new title as Minister for
Tax Collections — there is no environmental outcome
spelt out in the bill. None of the money is earmarked for
any environmental project and no environmental
outcome can be identified, which is a great shame as
well. So we are going to try and remedy that with an
amendment, and I encourage the government to support
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it, although I understand the Labor Party has already
decided to oppose it.
I do not know why the Labor Party would see it as a
bad thing to specify to Victorians where their money is
going. I do not understand why the Minister for Local
Government, Candy Broad, will not support Victorians
being made aware of how much they are paying and
what environmental projects and outcomes the money
will be spent on. She wants to keep Victorians in the
dark, just like the Minister for Water in the other place
does. Victorians have a right to see how their money is
to be spent to achieve better outcomes, and if the
government had any concern for the environment it
would support the opposition’s amendments.
People in the Yarra Valley Water catchment area,
which includes the citizens who live in the local
government areas of Hume, Whittlesea, Nillumbik,
Maroondah, Yarra Ranges and Manningham — about a
4000-square-kilometre area in the northern suburbs, the
north-east and the east and the outer east of
Melbourne — have the singular honour of being taxed
the most of any area or region in the state by the
Minister for Water. A whopping almost $17 million a
year will come from those people paying water bills
throughout the region that Yarra Valley Water
supplies — more than any other region of the state. The
total of $62.7 million over four years is almost half the
total tax take by this stealth tax across the whole of
Victoria. Government members should hang their heads
in shame for perpetrating this on those people. I say to
people who live in Hume, Whittlesea, Nillumbik,
Maroondah, Yarra Ranges and Manningham that they
need to be aware that very soon this tax is going to be
hidden in every water bill they receive. They can thank
the Bracks government for that extra impost on their
family budgets.
In stark contrast, I want to congratulate the Howard
government for its brilliant Australian water fund
initiative of $2 billion. The centrepiece of that fund —
Water Smart Australia — is a commitment of
$1.6 billion over five years to accelerate the
dissemination and adoption of the smartest technologies
and practices in water use across Australia. This is a
commitment with real environmental outcomes. They
are real, costed and specified; there is no secret about it.
Every Victorian taxpayer knows exactly where every
dollar of that money is going. It is not a tax; it is a real
environmental initiative.
The Australian water fund has been designed to
specifically bring forward projects that improve water
flows, desalinate water for use in coastal cities and
towns, recycle and reuse stormwater and grey water,
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provide more efficient storage facilities such as
underground aquifers, provide alternatives to ocean
outfalls — a huge environmental problem — and the
better management of sewerage in our coastal cities and
our towns. It will lead to improvements in irrigation
infrastructure, develop water-efficient housing design
and encourage on-farm water use efficiency
improvements. These things are real environmental
outcomes. They are specified and costed, and on
9 October Victorians will support the Howard
government as a result of this huge environmental
initiative, and I encourage them to do so.
A list of the initiatives in specific terms was also
released with that policy on 13 September. One of the
most interesting ones, and one which is of very great
relevance to residents in the outer east is the cost — —
Business interrupted pursuant to sessional orders.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE
Program
Mr LENDERS (Minister for Finance) — I move:
That pursuant to sessional order 27(a) the sitting be extended
to complete the unfinished government business program
determined on 14 September 2004, as amended on
15 September 2004.

Motion agreed to.

WATER INDUSTRY (ENVIRONMENTAL
CONTRIBUTIONS) BILL
Debate resumed.
Hon. A. P. OLEXANDER (Silvan) — As I was
saying, one of the great things about the Howard
government’s water package is that it is going to make
a real difference to the cost-efficient recycling of water
to provide increased water supply and better
environmental outcomes. That is something that is
hugely supported by Victorians and all Australians, but
particularly by people in the north, north-east and outer
east of Melbourne where we have a recycling plant, the
Eastern Treatment Plant. That plant and the recycling it
will undertake will assist with the closure of the
Gunnamatta outfall, which creates enormous
environmental hazards for Victoria.
We will now be able to thank the Howard government
for ensuring that that negative environmental
consequence is ended in an environmentally
responsible way. When environmental levies are

Thursday, 16 September 2004

written they should be written with specific objectives
in mind. The Howard government has those objectives
in mind and can now be described more than Labor as a
great friend of the environment of this country. It is
described by all responsible commentators as having
much more proactive policy and much more specific
and realistic environmental policy than is coming from
the other side of politics at this time.
I also want to congratulate the Howard government for
its initiatives to improve irrigation channel systems
through the piping of open-channel systems and the
implementation of new channel control technologies,
elements of which are the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline
proposal, the channel distribution efficiency program in
Queensland and the Hardy water proposal in Western
Australia, involving a mix of infrastructure investment
into regional water trade and water quality
improvements. These things are critical projects for
agriculture and horticulture in our country, for rural and
regional communities and for our environment. These
are real and specific achievements and commitments
which will be honoured and met. In contrast, the new
Minister for Tax Collection, Mr Thwaites, has decided
that he is going to impose what he calls an
environmental levy — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — What an
incredible backflip this government has taken on water
and environmental levies or taxes! The Bracks
government should really be known as the water rat.
This is the greatest backflip in Victoria’s history. If this
were an Olympic sport we would probably have a gold
medal-winning backflip here.
Let me take members back to 1997 when we had a
visionary government. The Kennett government
recognised the need to protect the environment before it
became a trendy issue. So it decided to set up the
catchment management authorities and yes, it
introduced a catchment management levy, but that levy
was to be spent in the region where it was collected. It
was not popular, but the government made the tough
decision to introduce that levy. It was up front and told
people that it would be spent in their own regions. What
did Labor do at the time? It took its typical,
short-sighted approach and used the levy to score cheap
political points by denigrating the levy, and then
members presented petitions to the Parliament
requesting that the levy be removed. The Labor Party
used that to create a lot of discontent in country
Victoria and won seats there by saying that the levy
should be removed.
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I have a quote from Hansard when the new Premier
came to office in this state. On 11 November 1999
Mr Howard, the member for Ballarat East in the other
place, asked the Premier about his election pledge to
abolish the catchment management authority levy.
Mr Bracks responded by saying:
The catchment management tax will no longer exist in
Victoria.

He went on to say:
... the catchment management authority tax ... is now dead
and buried forever.

Here we have the levy back in a different form. It is
certainly not the same levy we had before — not
anywhere near the same standard. We do not know
where this money is going to be spent. The Bracks
government can use it to do anything it wants. It can be
spent on advertising, so it will line the pockets of
advertising agencies and television stations and
certainly will not be spent to provide better
environmental outcomes in the areas where it is
collected.
No matter what spin the government puts on this or
how much it uses smoke-and-mirrors tactics it cannot
disguise the fact that this is another tax. This is a tax
added to the $2200 extra that each family in Victoria is
paying under the Bracks government. The Bracks
government needs to start listening to Victorians,
because they want it to ease the squeeze on families.
Instead the government is squeezing every last drop out
of Victorian families. This tax is squeezing the
vulnerable and needy, putting the squeeze on
pensioners. For many of the elderly in our community,
their garden is their pride and joy. It can be their entire
life, but this tax will add to the cost of the upkeep of
those gardens.
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community in particular. Last week in Shepparton,
where 800 irrigators had a meeting, a sign at the front
of the civic centre said that the only good use for the
white paper was in the outhouse. Somebody pointed out
that even though it was printed on glossy paper, it
would still be of more use there than what the
government had used it for.
The government’s policy to take 20 per cent of the
irrigation sales pool has been made without carrying
out any socioeconomic impact study on the irrigation
district. The policy of forcing up the price of water,
which will continue to threaten the viability of many
farms, has been arrived at without any impact study.
In the Kyabram Free Press of 3 September, Mr Brian
Gledhill, who is a dairy farmer near Tongala, is
reported as saying:
... if water costs continue at the same rate, no dairy farmer
would be able to absorb the $100 per megalitre water would
cost in 2009.
The current cost of irrigation water in this area is around $40
to $45 a megalitre, and by 2009 on the current pricing policy
it would reach $100 a megalitre.

It has also been reported that at $60 a megalitre most of
our dairy farms would become non-viable. The Country
News of 30 August says that a report prepared for
Murray Dairy found that:
Net cash flows for dairy farmers would fall into the negative
with a price of $60 a megalitre, over 10 years.
...
The report also found that marginal dairy farms carrying high
debt levels could be pushed out of the industry by increased
costs attributable to the water policy changes.
The report, based on a case study, has found that proposed
changes could result in costs to the dairy industry of
$43 million.

It is putting the squeeze on families. Large families
which use a lot of water will be the hardest hit. It is
putting the squeeze on our hospitals, schools,
kindergartens, football clubs, elderly citizens groups,
scouts and many other community groups, and on our
non-government organisations, which have already
suffered from productivity cuts by this government.
Now they have been hit with an additional tax. It will
put the squeeze on local councils, which must be huge
users of water in their parks and gardens. They too will
be hit with this additional tax. It is certainly putting the
squeeze on farmers in country Victoria.

...

The Bracks government’s white paper is confirmation
that the government is city-centric and does not
understand country communities, and the farming

This initial assessment has identified some significant gaps in
the detail regarding how the proposed 20 per cent of the ‘sales
pool’ would be returned to the environment.

Murray Dairy chairman Ian Cobbledick said the $43 million
was quite significant for the region and the communities that
the industry supports, particularly when every dollar
generated on farm is worth at least three times that to the
regional economy.
‘It must be recognised that the data generated in this study
came from a case study farm and that all farms are unique’,
Mr Cobbledick said.
The actual impact for an individual farm, particularly a more
water-reliant or average performing farm than the case study,
may be considerably greater.
...
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It is important that this detail be sorted out very quickly as it
has the potential to significantly increase the impact on farm.

Murray Dairy has identified many problems with the
government’s policy on water.
We have a local government alliance of nine local
government areas, including the shires of Campaspe,
Gannawarra, Loddon, Moira and the City of Greater
Shepparton in Victoria and several shires in New South
Wales. This Living Murray local government alliance
has recently released its report of a socioeconomic
impact study on increased environmental flows. It
states:
The main finding of the report indicates that for an increase in
environmental flows of 500 gigalitres (a Living Murray
scenario), the regional output for the alliance’s constituent
councils is estimated to decline by $100 million annually and
result in 3288 less jobs.

The Bracks government is very short sighted and is not
supporting irrigators in the north of this state or in
country communities. It just takes our water and could
not care less.
The 80-20 deal has caused a lot of concern. There have
been many angry meetings over it in country Victoria,
and a new group called the Northern Victoria Irrigators
has been formed. As I said earlier, this group held a
very angry meeting in Shepparton just a week ago, and
it invited the Premier to the meeting. Did the Premier
show up? No, the Premier did not go. Did the Premier
send one of his many backbenchers? No, nobody from
the government could go. Not even a staff member or a
bureaucrat attended to hear the concerns of those
irrigators who were seeing their livelihood taken away
from them.
The Bracks government keeps saying it is offering a
good deal in return for the 20 per cent of the sales pool,
but it is actually offering money to prop up its own
failing water authority and its own decaying
infrastructure. There is nothing to assist irrigators with
on-farm savings or to allow them to adjust to being less
productive with less water. In contrast to that, the
federal government is actually supporting — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.
Hon. D. K. DRUM (North Western) — I rise to
speak on the Water Industry (Environmental
Contributions) Bill. As Mr Baxter, Mr Bishop and
Mr Hall have explained, we will be opposing this
bill on Labor’s water tax. We can understand that in
government you have the opportunity to put taxes on
whatever you want but most governments tend to
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introduce new taxes in an open and transparent manner.
They put taxes where people can see what they are
paying and have a true understanding of the taxes being
imposed.
This tax of 5 per cent on urban water users and
2 per cent on rural water users may seem like a small
amount, but certainly in the area of central Victoria
irrigators around the Eppalock-Campaspe region are
doing things exceptionally tough at the moment. A
2 per cent tax for the government to use in any way that
it wishes is going to be hard on those irrigators up
around those regions. Even the Minister for Water in
the other place has had to go to convoluted lengths to
get some extra water into the region because he realises
that at the moment the storages, even with the decent
rains of the last few weeks, are still less than 10 per cent
full. The situation is extremely dire for those irrigators
and those stock and domestic users in the Campaspe
region.
It is important and it needs to be said in this chamber
that whilst Victorians in general think that the drought
has broken, there are still very many Victorians out
there in rural and regional areas under the regional
catchments who have not had sufficient rain to break
the drought. Most people would be aware that Bendigo
is still on stage 4 restrictions even though our urban
supplies have now had some rain and gone up to 46 or
47 per cent capacity around Lauriston and Malmsbury
reservoirs.
It should surprise us that the government is going to
introduce a new tax but does not intend to identify on
people’s water bills the tax contribution as opposed to
the infrastructure contribution. Recently the
government increased the tax it has put on TAFE
students — a 25 per cent increase imposed late last year
on the students who have the opportunity to attend a
TAFE college. They were hit with 12 per cent of the
increase going straight into general revenue tax. TAFE
college students have been singled out by this Bracks
government as being sufficiently wealthy that they need
to be taxed for no other reason than that they want to go
to a TAFE college, so it slaps a 12 per cent of the total
increase in tax on these students throughout Victoria. It
does not surprise us that if it is going to work in an
underhanded manner in our TAFE system, it is also
going to work in a similar vein on our water taxes.
Bendigo is now on stage 4 water restrictions. Bendigo
is unique in that it is in a rather arid area that has much
lower rainfall than some of the larger regional cities
such as Shepparton and Ballarat. It has a unique
resource lying underneath all the mines that make up
the Bendigo mining precinct, and we hope one day to
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be able to access the water that lies beneath the city.
That may produce 12 to 15 megalitres per day.
Unfortunately at the minute the water has contaminants
such as arsenic, cyanide and salinity so the cost of
purifying the water — even to be put onto sporting
fields — is greater than the cost of buying water in the
market. But that is the hope for one day in the
not-too-distant future.
At the moment we are putting that water through a
reverse osmosis process. We are shandying it down and
using it for some of our recreational grounds. But there
is still a lot of work to be done before we can use that
water without shandying it down with other water. We
have programs in place to try to utilise our sewerage
treatment plant for recycled water. There is a real need
there. If we do not do something in the near future,
there is a genuine possibility that our sportspeople will
not take the field again come this summer. Water
authorities in our region are under extreme pressure.
That is the predominant reason why I have elected to
contribute to this debate.
Another part of the debate that needs to be on the
record is the Bracks government’s record on the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline, which has recently been
given its full one-third contribution by the federal
government. It is certainly going to save an enormous
amount of water from our storages up in the
Grampians. Once we get that iconic project to
completion we are going to save in the vicinity of
thousands of megalitres per year. That is going to be a
tremendous boost for the whole range of communities
that will be affected by the pipeline.
The Victorian state government has been left behind
now. It was making a tremendous song and dance about
the 25 per cent funding allocation that it had on the
table. It was going to back the project to 25 per cent but
we understand that is clearly not enough. If the state
government holds its line of providing only 25 per cent
of the pipeline, it will drive the cost of water to the
recipients in that region way over what they can afford.
The increase in the cost of water to those regions will
make it not practically and financially viable for those
people to continue to farm in the regions where they
have done so for years and generations.
Hon. David Koch interjected.
Hon. D. K. DRUM — I think so. It will be
$40 million short. We certainly call on the Bracks
government to show that it is serious about saving
water and its water-saving policies by coming up with a
further approximately $40 million to create a one-third,
one-third, one-third program and an agreement with the
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water authorities and the federal government. Until it
does that it will be left short with the funding
arrangements.
The other thing I need to point out is that in the next
year the contribution by people in the Bendigo region to
the new tax the minister is introducing will be
$1.27 million just for the Coliban system. That will
increase to $1.74 million for the next three years after
that. For the Coliban system alone there will be a
$6.3 million impost over four years. If you couple that
with the Goulburn-Murray Water Authority’s
contribution of $1.2 million, it can be seen that through
their water authorities Bendigo’s consumers will be
contributing more than $7.5 million. This is an area that
is already struggling under extreme drought and lack of
funds to get valuable water projects up and running,
such as the purification of the Bendigo mine water and
the reuse of sewerage water and other water treatment
programs. This further impost will hit hard an area of
Victoria that can least afford to be hit.
Hon. DAVID KOCH (Western) — It is a pleasure
to make a contribution to the debate on the Water
Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill. As
members are aware, the purpose of the bill is to amend
the Water Industry Act 1994 to make provision for
environmental contributions payable by water supply
authorities. I have to say that this is probably one of the
best yarns I have heard brought before this house in the
last two years. I have listened to the contributions right
through the day. Last night the Opposition Whip,
Mr Stoney, made a great contribution. The
contributions by members on this side of the house
reflect our concerns with our environment. Regrettably
there is not great knowledge of the water industry
among those on the government benches. The
contribution this morning from the parliamentary
secretary to the minister was little bit short.
I consider this to be somewhat sham legislation. There
can be no doubt that it creates another new tax.
Catchment management authorities (CMAs) right
across regional Victoria are probably one of the most
marvellous concepts that the environment has seen in
the past 40 or 50 years. As members know, the concept
was put together by the Kennett government on a
regional catchment basis and the CMAs were locally
controlled by people in the catchment. They had
skills-based boards drawn from their own catchments.
Regrettably in more recent times that has not continued
because some political appointments have
unfortunately been made and they have broken the
balance of something that was previously very
successful.
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Ms Carbines interjected.
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Ms Carbines — Get out!

Hon. DAVID KOCH — I do not stand back from
acknowledging that I did have the privilege of being the
inaugural chairman of the Glenelg Hopkins Catchment
Management Authority, which is the probably still one
of the most successful catchment management
authorities in this state south of the Divide.

Hon. DAVID KOCH — It is irrefutable — have a
look around. I am surprised that the parliamentary
secretary to the minister is cackling, showing a lack of
knowledge of what is taking place in the funding
regimes of catchment management authorities across
the state.

As I said, the concept of catchment management
authorities has probably been one of the most
successful models beyond Landcare from the point of
view of looking after the environment of the state of
Victoria. There is no doubt that there were concerns
across regional Victoria in the raising of the catchment
management authority levy. Earlier this afternoon I
heard it called a tax. It was no different from what is
being introduced now. At that stage the then opposition
was very definite that the catchment management
authority levy would be dropped — that catchments
were such an important part of our environment that the
necessary funds would come out of general revenue
and that no levy was required. We have not gone too far
down the track, just five years, and all of a sudden we
have another tax sneaking up to cover the tracks of
something that would have been well in place. We
could have been five years further down the track in
attending to many of our environmental concerns in
catchment management.

I am concerned with the collection being pulled
together and used for the environment. The bill
provides absolutely no dedication of the funds to the
environment. Again the situation is that the government
is saying to the community ‘Trust us’. We need look
back only five years to realise that that trust would have
evaporated somewhat in that time. The government did
not accept the endeavours of the member for Benambra
in the other place to make some amendments to clarify
where some of the expenditure would be directed. That
is a major concern also. We still do not know who will
be the recipients of the tax. Will it be local government,
the water authorities or the CMAs? As many other
speakers have said today, they are afraid that it will
make a big contribution to the slush fund of the Bracks
government running up to the 2006 elections. We
certainly hope that is not the case.

The amount of equity in the original catchment
management authority levy was far superior to what is
being proposed today. The proposal in the bill is
inequitable. The proposal is based on the databases of
only urban and rural water authorities, whereas the
previous catchment management authority levy was
produced from information across both rate-based
assessments and urban water authority databases. We
are not retaining that equity, and that is a bit of a shame,
because if we were to look at the concept of the
catchment management authority levy and to return the
money to those who actually put it in, we would find
that our urban residents would have a bigger claim on
those funds than our rural cousins.
The concept of catchment management has been
extremely successful but the funding base has moved.
Again we have seen a cost shift in state and federal
funding. Now catchment management, which was well
funded under the Kennett government, has moved to
the federal government, which in some cases funds
two-thirds of the activity. Originally that was not the
case. Thank goodness for the Natural Heritage Trust
funding; otherwise the environment in Victoria would
be in real strife under the current government’s funding.

It is important to note that we should be doing as much
as we can with this tax as soon as we can and deliver as
much as we can to on-ground programs. Regrettably we
have seen such a growth in the bureaucracy in
environmental activities over the last five years that so
much of the money has evaporated before it is getting
to the point of restoring many of the things that need
attending to quickly in our environment.
It has been brought to my attention today also that the
federal opposition under its leader Mark Latham has
released its water program, in which it has certainly
recognised the restoration and further development of
the Murray River. That is to be applauded. The concern
we have on the back of that announcement is that when
the leader of the federal opposition was asked whether
the allocation that would be made to the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline was similar to what the
Howard government has already declared, Mr Latham
was in a quandary as to what that project was. That is a
shame.
The state government is making a big contribution. At
this stage it has put $125 million of its $167 million
down, and the Howard government has already put its
$167 million down. The community has a further
one-third contribution to make, and it is very happy to
get it under way and put its money down.
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Although the Bracks government declared its hand
early in relation to restoration of this big program,
which I can assure members everyone in the
Wimmera–Mallee looks forward to, the obvious gains
that can be picked up out of this pipeline program will
be most welcome. The sooner that can be facilitated the
better. It is disappointing, however, that the federal
Labor Party and the federal Leader of the Opposition
are unaware of this program. Obviously they were not
briefed by the minister in Victoria. We certainly hope
that at a later hour he sees fit to make an allocation to
accommodate the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline.
I reserve my judgment in relation to this new tax. I
would certainly like to see some areas of expenditure
defined. At this stage I am a little untrusting of the
government after what it did to catchment management,
and I certainly hope that in the near future we get some
idea as to where these funds will be expended.
Hon. B. N. ATKINSON (Koonung) — It is a bitter
irony that in the driest continent on earth we are so
profligate with our water resources and that as a nation
we do not do enough to conserve and particularly to
reuse what is a fairly scarce resource. We certainly are
no stranger to droughts and in this state we have had a
very significant drought experience during the past
decade which has challenged all Victorians to think
very carefully about their use of water. Interestingly
enough, I think the community is showing a much
greater responsibility towards water conservation and
reuse of water than it has historically. That is a good
thing. In part, this has been brought about by changes of
behaviour related to the water restrictions that have
been introduced, and I think that is a good thing.
At the same time I think the government needs to
consider those proposals very carefully and needs to
look at where we go from here. In my capacity as
Liberal spokesperson on small business I recently
received a letter from Floriana, a major supplier of
seeds, seedlings and flowering pot plants. That
company, a member of a number of industry
associations, has indicated that there is a very real
concern among the nursery and garden centres
industry — and obviously all the related suppliers —
that the current water restrictions need to be clarified in
order for that industry to avoid job losses over the
summer months.
They point out that current stage 2 restrictions are due
to be lifted on 1 December 2004, and at that stage the
government will introduce permanent water-saving
measures to take us forward. The garden industry
suggests, and I concur with it, that it would be better
and in the interest of all Victorians — especially for job
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security for those in this industry — if the government
were to announce at an earlier date what those
permanent arrangements will be so that people have a
chance to consider those and the subsequent behaviours
that they might adopt in their households as far as water
conservation and water reuse are concerned.
From the point of view of this industry, it would
certainly give it an opportunity to start planning and
ensure that people are encouraged to continue to buy
plants and green our state by maintaining their
properties in a way that is characteristic of Melbourne
and Victoria, but in a way that also is responsible in
terms of its water use. I commend that letter from
Floriana representing the gardening industry and
suggest that the government consider giving some
advance notice of what the permanent arrangements on
water are to be.
Recently the Minister for Small Business and I attended
the Sensis innovation awards or ideas awards at
Federation Square. It was interesting to note that a
number of the projects presented on that occasion were
related to water conservation. One of the winners was
John Grimes from Canberra who had developed a
system for processing grey water so that it could be
used extensively in the garden without any detriment to
plants in the garden. In fact, the procedure took out a lot
of the solids suspended in that grey water.
That project obviously won applause as well as an
award from the judges. From my point of view, it
marked a significant step forward from some of the
thinking not so long ago, particularly in municipal
councils, that the use of grey water in the suburbs ought
to be discouraged. I am pleased with the government
program that encourages people to install water tanks
on their properties and has provided an incentive by
way of a rebate.
It was not too many years ago that councils tried to
dissuade people from having water tanks on their
properties. In fact my mother, who lives in the city of
Nunawading, had an enormous battle to get council
approval for her water tank. Her premise for this
request was that she wanted fluoride-free water. It is
good to see these changes of attitude, and I think they
are appropriate areas of leadership shown by the
government in water conservation. I have been told that
some councils are still antagonistic to grey water
systems, but I hope the government will prevail upon
those councils and right across Victoria to ensure that
people continue to use these systems.
The winner of that award, John Grimes, said that when
he looked ahead a few years he expected that every
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household will have a grey water system as part of its
standard kit, if you like. That is probably a likely
situation.
I am concerned about a range of things in water
conservation, particularly the loss of water through
broken pipes and a system that is in sore need of
maintenance in many areas. I hope the government and
water authorities pay a lot more attention to that. There
is recognition that a significant percentage of water is
lost as it is carried along the pipe systems. That is
something we can address and ought to be tackling as a
matter of priority. Areas of storage can also be
improved, particularly in some areas where we should
be able to tackle evaporation rates far more
successfully.
Perhaps more importantly, we in Australia have to
become a lot more adept at reusing water. Throughout
Europe people are certainly a lot better at using what is
a scarce resource in water. They are capable of using
water six, seven or eight times in some circumstances
before it is discharged into the river system. Europe has
very strong environmental controls on the quality of the
water that is released at the end of those processes as
well. We can learn a lot from Europe, and we can learn
a lot from Israel, with its reuse of water in a country
that obviously has challenges from that point of view.
I was interested in a number of the contributions to the
debate. One that I found particularly useful was that of
the Honourable Bill Baxter, who talked about the
importance of the productive use of water. It is one
thing to just use water and use it efficiently by some
sort of measurement that we might establish as a
government agency, but it is another thing to make
productive use of that water. Given that Victoria is one
of the food bowls of the world and that we pride
ourselves on our food production, it is very important
that we make sure that we do not undermine the
productivity of our food producers by imposing
regulations and constraints on water use that make food
production enterprises unviable.
Like some of my colleagues I am a little concerned
about this legislation in a number of respects. They are
mostly summed up by the fact that too much of this
legislation seems to allow for the spending of the levy,
which is a tax on water usage. That is not necessarily a
bad thing in my personal view, as long as it is a
transparent process and a position that the government
takes on the chin rather than trying to hide it through
water authority charges — in other words, the
government should accept that this is its initiative and
we are going forward with. Transparency in this
legislation would satisfy me more, because it would
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enable me to understand that there would be much
more accountability on the spending of the money. The
concern that I and a number of my colleagues have
expressed today is that at the moment this legislation
allows too much to fall to the discretion of the minister
in the selection of projects for the spending of these
funds — funds that, as I understand, will amount to
about $40 million in the first year and $60 million in
the second year. They are substantial amounts of
money, and I am concerned that there does not seem to
be an advisory system in place that might inform the
minister on the most effective use of that money.
I certainly have some concerns about the rather
parsimonious, penny-pinching attitudes of the Bracks
government when it comes to failing to recognise the
value of John Howard’s announcement on water as part
of the federal election policy. I do not expect the
government to embrace a Liberal Party policy, but it
ought to acknowledge that it is a very significant public
policy initiative.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I have a
sense of deja vu, and I am sure the minister in the
chamber does as well, because I well recall that at an
earlier time she had the carriage of a bill to abolish the
catchment management authority (CMA) tariff!
Rather than come into this place and be a hypocrite, let
me put on the record that, unlike the hypocritical action
of the government in introducing this new levy, the
Liberal Party was responsible for the rollout of the
CMA tariff arrangements. It was proudly responsible
for the catchment management in this state and built
upon the foundations of river management — which
had a proud 50-year history — before the newly elected
Bracks government implemented in 1999 its policy
commitment to abolish the CMA tariff. The Nationals
opposed that position at that time, and it would be
hypocritical of me to say now that I am flatly opposed
to the collection of funds from the community to apply
to environmental management, but I do have serious
concerns about the way the government is proceeding
with this. Those concerns are based not just on the
natural reaction of the opposition to the hypocrisy of the
Bracks government but, more to the point, on the lack
of transparency in the collection of those funds.
Victoria has a proud tradition. It has led the way in
environmental management at all levels in Australia. It
is indisputably the leader in environmental management
on the basis of the creation of the Environment
Protection Agency, the establishment of the former
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Land Conservation Council, the development of river
management committees and the translation of that
river management process into catchment management
and catchment management authorities. I would have to
say in all honesty that I think the Minister for Water in
the other place has led an effective consultation process
through the green paper and subsequent white paper
which was released earlier this year.
However, I am sure that the wide community does not
fully appreciate the impact of the white paper proposal
to introduce a 5 per cent environmental levy. There is
no mandate for the government to introduce this new
tax, which is how many members of the house have
described it. There is absolutely no mandate — quite
the opposite — because most Victorians would believe
after the Bracks government won office in 1999 on the
basis of the policy of the abolition of the catchment
management levy that no such levy would be
introduced again in the Victorian Parliament. That is
disappointing, to say the least. I would liken it to the
implementation of the goods and services tax, which is
collected by the commonwealth on behalf of the states.
That tax was an election policy commitment in 1998 by
the Howard government. The Howard government
achieved a mandate to implement that tax and the
Senate recognised that mandate and agreed to it — the
beneficiaries being the individual state governments.
But there is no mandate at all for this levy. More
importantly, the government’s process in implementing
it fails to disclose to the community a process of
acquittal and accountability about how the funds will be
deployed.
In alluding to the GST I want to remind the house that
water is exempt from GST. After wide community
negotiation and discussion between governments it was
agreed that water, an essential service, should not be
subject to goods and service tax. In a sneaky and
underhand way the Bracks government is introducing,
in lieu of GST on water, its own revenue-raising device.
As I said, I am not going to pretend to be anything other
than open about this: I strongly support the community
contributing to environmental management, but the
reason the establishment of CMAs was so well
accepted generally in the rural community was because
of the sense of ownership. There is no possibility that
the community will have any sense of ownership of the
contributions made through this taxing mechanism to
any environmental outcomes, which I believe in the
long term will be detrimental to the level of confidence
and trust in the government.
I can also see that this new mechanism is quite
advantageous to the non-metropolitan community — in
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other words, rural Victoria — because undoubtedly this
form of revenue raising will produce a significant
transfer payment. So in a sense I welcome that, but I
have to say that it is not able to be disclosed because the
individual water authorities are being asked, if you like,
to contribute a grossed up amount but are not being
required to disclose that on their tariff notices to their
customers. Therefore they are not disclosing the fact of
that transfer payment.
As have others before me, I want to touch briefly on the
announcement of the $2 billion Australian water fund
by the Prime Minister earlier this week. Apparently the
state government has not welcomed that because of its
own confused understanding of how federal-state
funding arrangements work. I turned to the National
Competition Council web site and found, as could any
member here, that there is a schedule of funding
committed under national competition policy (NCP)
payments to the states which expires at the end of the
2005–06 financial year. Ministers and backbenchers of
the government come in here and rant and rave in a
pathetic way that demeans them and claim, ‘We was
robbed’, but the reality is that there is no commitment
of NCP payments to the states beyond 2006. It is well
within the responsibility of the commonwealth to
reallocate the way those funds are expended, and the
commonwealth has quite rightly said that water is the
biggest project that has to be dealt with so it will
dedicate those payments to water. So $1.6 billion of the
$2 billion committed over five years is from NCP
funds.
It is interesting to note that the government has failed to
address a key issue in terms of its policy commitments.
The state government has failed to match the
commitment of $167 million from the water fund trust
for the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline allocated by the
Prime Minister — it is $45 million short. More
importantly, today Mark Latham in announcing his
policy on the Murray River displayed gross ignorance
in respect of the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline project and
failed to make any commitment to it. When asked by a
journalist about his funding commitments to the
environmental health of the Murray River, he talked in
rather gobbledegook terms about the efficiency of
water-saving projects and displayed a complete failure
to understand what the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline
project is, what the funding requirements are and what
the basis of the federal, state and community
arrangements would necessarily be. That is
disappointing in Victorian terms in the context that it is
the single biggest project in respect of water which the
commonwealth is being asked to fund.
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There will be an opportunity for us to discuss the details
of the bill in the committee stage, and I am conscious
that under the rules I am not allowed to speak beyond
the 10 minutes allotted to me. That is disappointing,
given that it is such a significant debate for the
community.
The PRESIDENT — Order! The member’s time
has expired.
House divided on motion:
Ayes, 36
Argondizzo, Ms
Atkinson, Mr
Bowden, Mr
Brideson, Mr
Broad, Ms
Carbines, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr (Teller)
Darveniza, Ms
Davis, Mr D. McL.
Davis, Mr P. R.
Eren, Mr
Forwood, Mr
Hadden, Ms
Hilton, Mr
Hirsh, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Koch, Mr
Lenders, Mr

Lovell, Ms
Madden, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Mitchell, Mr
Nguyen, Mr
Olexander, Mr
Pullen, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Romanes, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Smith, Mr
Somyurek, Mr
Stoney, Mr
Strong, Mr
Theophanous, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Viney, Mr (Teller)
Vogels, Mr

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

Drum, Mr
Hall, Mr (Teller)

Motion agreed to.
Read second time.
Committed.
Committee
Clause 1
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) —
Clause 1 outlines that we are now faced with a new
environmental tax. As Mr Philip Davis said in his
contribution, the original catchment management
authority (CMA) levy for this purpose was spent
wisely, was spent locally and was overseen by local
people familiar with their own area. Up in my own area
of the north-east the CMA did a very good job. The
levy was well accepted and some very good work was
done in that area.
The government white paper deals with the concept of
an environmental levy, but as Mr Philip Davis said
earlier, there is no mandate for this levy to be
introduced. However, the actual issue is not that there
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should be a levy; it is about the lack of transparency in
this bill for the administration of the new environmental
levy.
Clause 1 provides for authorities to make
environmental contributions, but it does not spell out
how these authorities should collect the money. The bill
does not allow for proper accountability; it will just
legalise the creation of a slush fund. My concern is that
the irrigators who will be levied by their local
authorities, especially in the Murray and Goulburn
systems, will once again be taxed. They will be taxed
through the authorities, which, under clause 1, will be
directed to collect this tax. The government is taxing
the irrigators another 5 per cent — supposedly to
protect the environment, but they have already been hit
with massive amounts to protect the environment —
and they will get absolutely no say on how or where
this money will be spent.
I point out that with the new 80-20 rule, which was
widely discussed in the long debate on the second
reading of the bill, irrigators are already giving up
20 per cent of their licences for the environment. Our
concern is that this new levy, this new tax, will just go
straight to the Treasurer. Under clause 1 the authorities
will be directed to collect that tax and send it to the
Treasurer. It will go straight to consolidated revenue
and the Treasurer will decide where it will be spent, and
we think that is a very dangerous situation. I intend to
move some amendments to clause 3 to tighten up how
the money is to be spent and to make the process more
transparent and accountable, and I urge the government
to accept those.
The schedule at the back of the bill lists the water
authorities and the amounts those authorities will have
to raise, and clause 1 instructs them to do that. The
outstanding one is Yarra Valley Water Ltd, which has
been mentioned by several speakers, including
Mr Olexander, which has to raise more than
$17 million in a full year. There is no doubt that that
$17 million will not be spent in the area that is overseen
by Yarra Valley Water, and certainly that amount will
not be disclosed. Part of it, however, might be spent by
Mr Bracks flying over the Yarra Valley pointing out
half-empty reservoirs and spending huge amounts
promoting himself and the government, as he did last
time in an infamous advertisement.
Water authorities, which are mentioned in clause 1 and
which are instructed to collect this environmental levy,
have some enormous headaches. I listed some of the
issues facing Goulburn-Murray Water last night. I did
not even mention the drought, and of course drought is
something that is with us all the time in Australia, and
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certainly in the area Goulburn-Murray Water
administers it is a very big issue.
Eildon Reservoir is not yet at 40 per cent capacity
despite the rain, and this levy is just another problem
for Goulburn-Murray Water. It has to collect the levy,
take the flack, transmit the money to the Treasurer and
absorb all the costs, and one has to ask what on earth is
in it for them. It is really interesting listening to my city
colleagues who are concerned about their water
authorities and are asking quite pertinent questions
about how this bill affects their water authorities also.
I ask the minister: given the clause 1 provisions, why
has the government not directed the authorities to be
transparent with their collection of the levy?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
Clause 1 is the purposes clause. It implements the
action from the white paper that indicated that the
government would introduce legislation to require
environmental contributions from water authorities.
The matters that the member has raised in relation to
reporting transparency and a number of other matters
we will certainly deal with, I expect, in discussions on
the following clauses, but this clause, as a purposes
clause, is an enabling clause which does not go to the
matters of reporting and transparency that members are
now raising. Therefore my suggestion would be that
rather than potentially doing this several times over on a
number of clauses we take the amendments which have
now been circulated, which particularly go to some of
these issues to do with reporting and transparency, and
deal with them on the clauses in the bill which fully go
to the questions of how the amounts should be reported
and what the government would regard as adequate
reporting and transparency provisions. Clearly the
opposition has a different view, and I am happy to
debate that, but perhaps we could do it on the clauses
which actually provide for those arrangements.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I note that the
minister has not responded to the issue raised directly
by my colleague, and I will leave that in the hands of
the minister and my colleague to resolve at an
appropriate time, but I wish to make some general
comments. By way of preamble, I hope the committee
stage of the bill is not as long and as arduous as I recall
the debate was on the catchment management authority
(CMA) abolition bill, which was a very extensive
debate, I recall, some five years ago.
There are some things that need to be said for the
record. The purpose of the bill is to amend the Water
Industry Act to make provision for environmental
contributions payable by water supply authorities. We
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need to talk about that purpose objectively. As I said in
my earlier contribution, it would be nothing but
hypocritical on my part to argue a case to say that the
community should not make contributions for the better
management of our water catchments and environments
because I have been a strong advocate over a long time
for that, and indeed I did have a role as parliamentary
secretary at the time of the implementation of the CMA
structure. I guess I therefore have some historical
perspective about this issue. What I cannot abide is the
cant and hypocrisy of a government that would say one
thing as a policy commitment but do another in
government without any mandate whatever. That needs
to be said.
I further would like to observe that when the
government abolished the CMA levy it did put in place
a substitute form of funding which was a payment from
consolidated revenue to the CMA authorities based on
their historical levy collection. My recollection is that
the CMA levies had been generating a total across the
state of about $15 million a year at the time of the
abolition. In fact the state funding is less than that — it
is in the order of about $10 million — and I note that
the amount that was fixed based on the 1999 revenue
has not been varied since.
As I go around the state talking to members of
catchment management authorities — bearing in mind
that all of them have been appointed by the current
government, so presumably they are not talking to me
out of any political affiliation, they are talking to me
about the concern of the management of their
authority — they tell me just how difficult it is to
manage within the budget context. I would have to say
that if the purpose of implementing this new
environmental contribution is to assist the work of the
catchment management authorities, for example, then
those funds will be well expended, and I am sure that
the CMAs, in the way that their processes work, will be
good stewards of those funds.
As I earlier said, Victoria was a leader in environmental
management through the Environment Protection
Authority, the Land Conservation Council, the
catchment management authorities, Landcare and so
on, and we have a very high level of awareness in the
rural areas about the need to continue to improve our
land stewardship, so this is an important proposal. But
as my colleague Graeme Stoney said, what is clearly
lacking in the purpose clause is any reference to the
way that the transparency and accountability of the
checks of these funds will be revealed to the taxpayers.
There are many projects that these funds will be able to
be applied to. The amount of $225 million over four
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years is a very large amount, but indeed it is probably a
modest amount compared with the funding which is
potentially available in the second four-year period. We
need to note that the purpose of the bill in establishing a
framework to collect these funds for environmental
management will establish a process which will enable
the minister to make an order in such a way that from
time to time — every four years — that order will be
effectively revised and a new order created, the result of
which will be that $225 million could suddenly become
$525 million or indeed $5 billion. Who knows what the
basis will be for establishing the amount of the
environmental contributions payable by water supply
authorities in the future? This is the real issue of
concern.
While the purpose of the bill purportedly is to establish
a basis for collecting revenue through a mechanism
being devised to have water supply authorities make
those payments, it leaves out any proper capping
mechanism of the amount of revenue that could be
raised. It also leaves out any proper oversight process. It
leaves out any effective probity of the application of
those funds in ways that would achieve the actual
outcomes that the purpose of the bill purports to expose.
The general point I made earlier, which needs to be
embellished, is that I do not think the opposition has
any real difficulty with a process of having, if you like,
a public policy debate about contributions to the
environment through some sort of levy, but we
certainly recognise that this proposal was not mooted at
the 2002 election when the government’s mandate was
renewed. It was not flagged anywhere during the 2002
election; it is something that came out of the green
paper last year.
As I said before, and I will say again in the future at
various places, I think the Minister for Water led a
reasonable consultation process to engage the various
stakeholders as far as was reasonably possible through
the development of the green paper and the discussion
preceding the eventual release of the white paper. There
is nothing hidden or shabby in the way the minister
approached that question of developing public policy,
but he was and is without a mandate for the
introduction of this new tax by way of the
environmental contributions payable by water supply
authorities. We need to be clear about that.
It is important to note that the funding commitment,
which provides a mechanism which inevitably will
show as a significant transfer payment to rural
communities in the sense that the on-ground works
inevitably will be external to the metropolitan area, is
again something that could be acknowledged and
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applauded in an overt way because those people who
follow the flow of funds will see a wider sharing of the
burden of cost in relation to funding those
arrangements.
Given that the community expected the government to
provide these services out of consolidated revenue and
given that there is no mandate, the bill needs to be
examined with some particular scrutiny. What I am
getting to is that we in the opposition have a view that
the bill is flawed because of a lack of transparency, not
that the bill is flawed because of the premise that it
establishes. It establishes a premise which is not in
principle dissimilar to what was in place for 50 years
under the river management regime, which was that
local communities paid river management tariffs to
their local river management boards for environmental
works which, for most of those boards, were simply
beds and banks works in relation to the rivers.
The catchment management authority establishment
and the rollout of CMA levies used that historical basis
to expand on the need for contributions from the wider
community. In that case the wider community was the
ratepayers in each of the individual catchments. I am
not at any point criticising the notion of expanding
again that basis of facilitating the collection of a
contribution from individuals to benefit the
environment. That is meritorious. However, because of
the lack of transparency we have concerns and will be
seeking to amend the bill subsequently.
It seems apparent there are obvious opportunities
regarding the environmental levy to do some very
useful things. We have heard much about the fact that
there is a $45 million shortfall in the funding
commitment by the government for the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. I wonder if it is the
intention of the government to use funds collected
under this new levy arrangement for the purpose of
funding the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. I am not
advocating that, because I believe the government
should find the funds to meet its obligations from other
sources, but I wonder if that is what the government has
in mind and we will eventually see the obligation on the
state to meet that funding shortfall dealt with by the
collection of revenue under this provision.
Interestingly in the last few weeks it has been revealed
that there is a major problem with the Eildon Dam
project, which many members of this house will know
is a very important project. The upgrade of Eildon Dam
to satisfy safety standards was estimated to cost about
$30 million, of which the state committed to contribute
only $8 million. When it was revealed that the project
had blown out in cost by $22.5 million the government
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did not respond at all to that increased cost blow-out
and commit further funds, therefore the proportion of
state government contribution has diminished
significantly — $8 million out of $52.5 million is not a
significant contribution. The effect on the community
that depends on Eildon Dam will be profound. I raise
the point again: is it the intention of the government to
use funds collected under the provisions in the bill as
part of the project of raising funds to contribute to the
government’s continuing shortfall in funding
infrastructure projects around the country?
It would be of concern to me if the government were
waiting for the implementation of this new
environmental levy to find a vehicle — that is, a source
of funds — to get itself out of some difficulties with
projects it is managing, or is in fact not managing very
effectively. It was interesting to read a press release
issued by Goulburn-Murray Water the day after the
public revelation of the cost blow-out on the dam
project’s stage 2. The chairman, Don Cummins, made
the following statement:
The Eildon Dam is a vital Victorian asset which is 50 years
old and would cost in the order of $600 million to replace.
Spending less than 10 per cent of its replacement cost, to
greatly improve safety and secure its future is a very prudent
investment.

He may well be right, but he highlights the
short-sightedness of government on its contribution.
Making a contribution of only $8 million out of
$52.5 million seems parsimonious to me, given the
benefit to the whole community and not just to the
irrigators who are the primary consumptive users of the
water. There is a much wider community of interest
who are dependent on Eildon Dam as well, and to see
the cost of irrigation water increase by $2 to $3 a
megalitre because of the government’s reluctance to
pick up its share of the load is disappointing.
But what is even more interesting is that Don
Cummins, whom I know personally and regard well as
a contributor to many public bodies over a period of
time, including having been mayor of the shires of
Delatite and Mansfield, chairman of the Goulburn
Broken Catchment Authority and presently chairman of
Goulburn-Murray Water, is actually a member of the
Labor Party. It is good to see that the Labor Party has
some people who can contribute usefully as well as
does the Liberal Party.
Mr Smith — How gracious!
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — Some people! Having
recited Don Cummins’s credentials, it is he who makes
the point, not I, about what an important project this is.
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It would seem disappointing to say the least that the
government has not recognised its obligation in respect
to the Eildon Dam project. I would hope that as a result
of there being an increasing focus because of this
debate on the importance of our obligations to manage
our water resources, that the government may see its
way clear to making a further contribution.
It is quite apparent that the government’s approach to
these infrastructure projects is to hope that it can
squeeze as much as it can out of the federal
government, and the federal government has come to
the party in relation to the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. I
will let this question ride for the minister to answer
during the course of this debate: what will the state
government do about its funding shortfall for the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline? As other members during
the course of this day have observed, the state
government is flush with funds. There has never been a
higher taxing government in Victoria’s history.
The Bracks government has achieved something that no
other government has ever achieved. It is profligate in
terms of its revenue raising and expenditure. While we
are critical of former Labor governments for their
profligacy and the incidence of debts that occurred,
history will record more harshly the competence of this
government, that in a period of high revenue from
exorbitant taxes it is unable to fund important
infrastructure projects without creating further new
taxes. So in simple terms, I wonder why it is that the
Victorian government has not yet committed the
additional $45 million that is required to meet its share
of the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline.
In this context I note that in its press release in relation
to the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline projects the Victorian
Farmers Federation urges the federal Labor leader,
Mark Latham, and the Australian Labor Party to match
the funding commitment by the Howard federal
government. It notes that successful completion of the
Wimmera–Mallee project will provide
83 000 megalitres for environmental flows in the
Wimmera and Glenelg rivers.
I am talking about the purpose for which funds from
this new environmental contributions tax will be
applied. How will they be applied and to what projects
will they be applied? Unfortunately, while the schedule
in the bill clearly sets out which supply authorities will
be contributing, with the detailed amounts that each of
the authorities will have to raise, it does not clarify how
those funds will be disbursed. Shortly the opposition
will seek to amend clauses in which there are general
authorisations for the minister to dispose of funds. I
believe the purposes clause lacks some elements in
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relation to more clearly specifying the range of
opportunities that are available within the
environmental contributions levy.
I do not want to delay the committee stage debate for
too long, because I think we would all like to deal with
the amendments as they are presented, but I wish to
make one or two minor points. If we are to have
confidence in public administration, then the
community must believe that its representatives — the
invisible public servants and the more visible
ministers — behave in an entirely ethical manner and
deal with public funds with proper probity.
The bill has a general and wide-sweeping provision to
permit the collection of revenue. It has an unlimited
power permitting the responsible minister to create an
order to vary by any amount the contributions tax and
for those funds not to be appropriated in such a way as
it is clearly expressed how they shall be expended. That
raises the question about the government’s intention. I
do not wish to imply anything, but as conscientiously as
one can in this place I want to make a point without it
seeming to be simply a partisan point — and I
sometimes wonder if it is possible at all — but I say
with some true feeling that particularly on
environmental management issues most members in
this place feel very strongly. The depth of
understanding about that aspect across the whole of
Parliament today would probably only have been
evident in the past with MPs. representing rural
districts. That was essentially because country people
are dealing with environmental issues every day. But
most members, city or country, are acutely aware of the
importance of the environmental and land management
matters that are before the committee.
The CHAIR — Order! I have shown some patience
and given Mr Davis some leeway in terms of his
contribution on the purposes clause, but the intention of
that clause is not to reinvent a second-reading debate.
He has had sufficient time to put particular issues and
concerns relating to the purposes clause. I think those
comments have been reiterated by him and Mr Stoney,
and it is time to draw to a close his comments on the
purposes clause. I ask Mr Davis to conclude.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — I will be pleased to come
to the point, and I am sorry that you interrupted me at
that precise moment, Chair, because I was trying to
make the point that on the face of it the intent of the
bill — and accepting that the government is genuinely
trying to create a long-term basis of funding
environmental works — is not in itself unreasonable. I
believe we are all generally aware of the approach the
government is taking and the policy development
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processes I alluded to. That in itself is okay, but I have
difficulty with this bill and with the way the purpose
clause is devised. I do not wish to take issue with the
Chair, since it is discourteous so to do, but I am talking
about what is lacking in the purpose clause. I am not
sure that I have made myself clear about that, so I will
have another crack at it because if the Chair does not
understand it, perhaps the house does not.
I accept that the Minister for Local Government, the
Minister for Water in the other place who has portfolio
responsibility for this bill, the cabinet and the
government as a whole are genuinely committed to
improving environmental outcomes. That is fine, but
we are all so committed. The issue for us is this: the
purpose clause in the bill is so structured that it is not
possible for us in this house to contemplate the range of
ways in which funds could be generated and applied. It
is so wide open that we cannot know, be confident or
trust that future administrators, policy-makers or
ministers will not abuse such a power. I suspect there
are very few such tax-creating provisions that are so
potentially wide open to being abused. It is clear that
the bill attempts to translate the policy intent as
presented in the white paper, but as I said, I am
speaking clearly to the purpose clause, which says:
The purpose of this Act is to amend the Water Industry Act
1994 to make provision for environmental contributions
payable by water supply authorities.

Defining the purpose of the bill in this way raises
questions as to what the constraints are on this or a
future government; the extent to which those
environmental contributions can be raised; how they
can be expended and for what purposes; and how there
will be an acquittal to the contributors — the taxpayers.
It is for that reason the opposition has signalled in the
debate today that that is a matter it will be seeking to
address.
Taking the lead of the Chair, who is anxious that I
should curtail my contribution, I am quite pleased to do
that, but before I leave that issue I will put on the record
that the reason we wish to hold a thorough debate
during the committee stage is to deal with the failure of
the government to put in place a proper regime of
transparency. We do not presume that the government
is trying to hide anything, but we want to argue the case
that by negligence, oversight or error — or indeed by
deliberation, if that may be the case — the government
will not be accountable to the Parliament and through
the Parliament to the people of Victoria.
Hon. C. A. STRONG (Higinbotham) — As an aid
to the points I will put, I will quickly read the purpose
of the proposed act:
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The purpose of this Act is to amend the Water Industry Act
1994 to make provision for environmental contributions
payable by water supply authorities.

I would like to say what other speakers have been at
pains to say themselves: that I have no problem with
making sure that our water supplies and drainage are
well looked after and that all the environmental issues
involved are taken care of. I do not think anybody
would take issue with how important and essential it is
that those things be done. However, the other part of
that purpose clause is about the environmental
contribution — the payable part.
If you reflect on it, the fundamental role of Parliament
in our Westminster system is to oversee the expenditure
of public moneys. That is why parliaments came into
being and that is their fundamental role. If we look at
all the other ways in which parliaments deal with the
expenditure of funds, we see there is a process, a
line-by-line assessment of where the money will go. In
this bit of fundraising there is absolutely nothing. There
is no explanation of how the money will be spent; no
process is put in place that would give members
confidence that when this money is raised those
expenditure items will come back to the Parliament
every year as a budget does. There is no process in
place that says we are going to have certain expert
bodies looking on and advising us how the money will
be spent and so on. There is no understanding by this
Parliament of how this money will be spent. I repeat
that a fundamental tenet of our Westminster system is
the overview by Parliament of the funds raised in
taxation.
Let us not kid ourselves; this is nothing more or less
than taxation. The issue that goes to the purposes clause
which highlights a fundamental concern is this
parliamentary overview, this process of how the money
will be spent. This is exacerbated by the questions of
where the various lines and demarcations will be
drawn. Will this levy fund the totality of environmental
works that are done by water authorities? Personally I
suspect it will not. So where are those lines to be
drawn? Water authorities currently go out and raise
money. They have drainage levies; they have rates; they
have charters to do certain things — to maintain
drainage systems, to deliver water of certain standards
and qualities. Where will these other works that are
being anticipated fit in? What is the crossover of
money? We do not know any of that.
We do not know for instance whether this new levy will
allow the various authorities to reduce their rates
because they will be able to do some of the works they
now currently do out of this levy. These are all things
that we do not know and are not explained. This
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Parliament needs to know the extent to which the
moneys raised by these levies will be spent by the
catchment management authorities and the extent to
which they will or will not displace or augment existing
works. We do not know any of that, and the Parliament
should know.
Another way of approaching this, as is done in other
areas, is for the government to give various directions
on what it wants these catchment management
authorities to do, and then it is up to those catchment
management authorities to carry out those works in the
most appropriate way and fund the sources of revenue
from their own activities.
The Leader of the Opposition made some good points.
He was talking about Eildon weir and how there was
clearly a need for more money to be spent on making
that structure safer in the future. It must be said that
very much of our reservoir infrastructure is quite old.
The CHAIR — Order! I ask Mr Strong to stay
within the intents and purposes of the bill in terms of
his discussion and not to stray into other areas.
Hon. C. A. STRONG — Thank you, Chair. I am
endeavouring to do that by talking about the example of
how our water and drainage infrastructure is quite old
and will require significant capital expenditure in
forthcoming years. It goes to the very point of the
purposes clause and of parliamentary overview — that
is, what these funds will be used for. There must be
some process for Parliament to ensure that they are
used properly and to simply know what those funds are
being used for.
Anyone who thinks about it for a minute knows that it
is not sufficient for a taxation budget simply to say,
‘We are going to raise $10 billion. Trust us on what we
are going to do with it’. Parliament overviews that
expenditure; it always has. It wants some process about
how it could be overviewed. It is not sufficient in a
purposes clause just to say, ‘We are going to raise the
money’. A fundamental tenet of our parliamentary
democracy has been the role of Parliament in ensuring
that the funds that it collects from its citizens are
appropriately spent or that there is parliamentary
overview.
These funds can be used for many things and there are
so many possibilities for a crossover, because many of
the works are of an environmental nature and clearly
the catchment management authorities should be and
are required to do them now out of their own resources.
What will happen?

WATER INDUSTRY (ENVIRONMENTAL CONTRIBUTIONS) BILL
246

COUNCIL

The issues as to how they will be spent are absolutely
critical. We need to ensure that that fundamental tenet
of our system — a parliamentary overview of
taxation — be maintained. The amendments that will
be moved would go a long way towards achieving that,
and while debating the purposes clause I certainly urge
the government to consider carefully the important role
that Parliament has in the expenditure of taxation.
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — In
the interests of moving on to the relevant clauses, I will
be succinct. The government believes that subsequent
clauses provide the purpose of the collection of
contributions and the amount of the contributions,
which can only be changed by Parliament, and the
reporting to Parliament of the expenditure of those
contributions. Together those reporting requirements to
Parliament constitute the highest levels of
accountability and transparency.
Clause agreed to; clause 2 agreed to.
Clause 3
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I have taken
note that in her response the minister has indicated that
the matters raised in the contributions on clause 1 are
covered in subsequent clauses. I accept that that is the
minister’s opinion and ask: where precisely? I give the
minister the opportunity to take note that I am anxious
for her to explain under clause 3, which is really the
operational clause, where there is a limit on or any
parliamentary control over the capacity of a future
minister to make a new order at the expiration of the
order to be made within the schedule on how those
amounts shall be varied. I put that question on notice, if
you like, and the minister will have plenty of time
between now and when she has the opportunity to
respond to get the correct answer. I consider that to be a
fundamental flaw in the bill.
I note that the period for collections that the bill deals
with is four years. It may well be that current ministers
will not even be members of Parliament at that time. It
does seem possible that a future minister with the
authority vested under the bill will have the capacity to
make a very different determination as to the rate of
levy collection through the aegis of the water
authorities. I will leave that with the minister to
contemplate.
Because this clause is really about the whole operation
of this new system, it goes to definitions, obligations to
pay for periods of time, instruments for making an
order, the purpose for the collection of contributions,
the annual report and so on. This clause needs to be
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taken quite seriously, and I have some simple issues to
raise. For example, do the provisions of new
section 194 enable funds that are raised to be applied
for establishing small town sewerage schemes?
Communities in South Gippsland towns such as
Meeniyan, Dunbalk, Fish Creek, Koonwarra, Nyora,
Venus Bay, Tarwin Lower, Waratah Bay, Sandy Point,
Poowong, Loch, Port Franklin, Walkerville North,
Walkerville South and Kongwalk and Prom View
Estate are all without sewerage. As members know, that
is quite typical across country Victoria.
People in many small towns are suffering a serious
problem in both community health and environmental
management because of a lack of sewerage. They are
dependent upon what are fairly antiquated
arrangements for dealing with household waste
disposal. That is a serious concern to the environment
and is not being addressed by government. Indeed it is
being hindered by government because of the cap that
has been imposed on contributions by water and
sewerage authority customers to sewerage schemes.
I raise the issue and ask whether the minister could
subsequently advise whether under the environmental
management issues that will be addressed with funds
collected under this levy we are going to see small town
sewerage schemes facilitated? I have had no indication
from the government of whether that will be the case,
but I would like to think that the government will find
the resources to assist the communities that are really
struggling. Indeed it is such a difficult issue in South
Gippsland alone that development has essentially
stopped because it is not possible to meet current
standards by allowing further development of blocks of
land in many of the towns because of the lack of a local
sewerage scheme. That is a direct reflection of the
public policy implemented by the Bracks government
after the 1999 election because of the imposition of an
$800 cap on local ratepayer contributions, which was
an election policy commitment in 1999. After five years
that policy needs to be reviewed, particularly where
many of the communities on the coast have housing
development of a very high standard. Indeed many are
only part-time residents. They are based in Melbourne
and in many cases they are using the residences at
weekends only. The question arises: why should there
be a significant public subsidy on the one hand or a
significant frustration of the ability of the local
community to develop a sewerage scheme on the other?
That is another issue.
As I said, the specific question I ask the minister to
respond to, now that she has had an opportunity to take
advice from her advisers, is: how does the minister
argue, as she has, that the Parliament would have to
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review any and all further changes in the basis of the
levy collected?
Sitting suspended 6.29 p.m. until 8.02 p.m.
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
commence by referring to a matter that was raised
before the dinner break in relation to small town
sewerage schemes and indicate to the member that over
the next few years the Victorian Water Trust will be
funding the country towns sewerage and water quality
program to an amount of $42 million, which is the
extension of the small towns sewerage scheme. There is
no reason in the future why such schemes that meet the
requirements of this bill could not be funded. However,
in the next four years it is planned that the Victorian
Water Trust will fund that $42 million extension of the
small towns sewerage scheme.
Further matters raised prior to the dinner break go to
what the minister might do after the first period and
what overview the Parliament has on any changes to
the amounts raised. It is important to acknowledge that
for the first periods the amounts are, of course, fixed in
new schedule 4 in the bill, and those amounts can only
be changed by the Parliament. I think the member is
seeking to focus on what happens after that, because
that first period is crystal clear and cannot be changed
other than by the Parliament.
For subsequent periods, as for the first period, the
amounts will be fixed by order, and in making that
order, the minister must, under new section 193 (3),
have regard to a number of matters.
First and foremost, the minister must have regard to the
purposes for the collection of the environmental
contributions which are set out in new section 194. The
minister must also have regard to the ability of water
authorities or any particular water authority to make an
environmental contribution. They must also have
regard to any amounts that any particular water
authority has spent or will spend on an environmental
initiative. Of course, in making an order the minister
must also have regard to the results of the review by the
secretary of the Department of Sustainability and
Environment.
The full detail of the process which will be followed by
the minister in making an order is not set out in the bill,
but if we go to new section 194 in relation to the
purpose for the collection of contributions, it is intended
that essentially this process is driven by the
identification of initiatives which comply with this
section, so that initiatives would be identified which
suit this purpose, and the process then follows from
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there. Those are all the matters which the minister must
have regard to and be accountable for in implementing
the provisions under this bill.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I thank the
minister for her endeavour to clarify my question, and I
will deal with two issues. The minister has indicated
that the $42 million allocated over the next four years
will be the complete contribution, I understand, to small
town sewerage, and it is not intended that any funds
raised from this new levy will be applied in like manner
but in future years that would be possible. Is that
correct?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
That is correct. On page 130 of the white paper, which
is section 6, the amount which is expected to be
generated by the levy which is estimated at around
$225 million is set out in terms of the intended
distribution of that indicative funding so the purposes to
which that will be applied are all set out. That does not
include the small-town sewerage. That is to be funded
through the water trust and provided that sewerage
schemes meet the purposes set out in this legislation in
terms of environmental benefit, there is no reason why
in the future they could not be funded.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I thank the
minister for her response. I come back to the second
issue which the minister had the opportunity to clarify
over the dinner break and give a fulsome response, and
I thank her for taking us through the detail, but the
minister’s response confirms what I understood to be
the case.
I am talking about earlier in the evening when I
suggested there was no parliamentary oversight in
relation to the setting of levies in subsequent years
beyond the effect of the order, which is the schedule
within this bill, and that any further or future order
made by a minister in regard to the levy is only subject
to the processes requisite on the minister to determine
the rate of the levy, and therefore there is no
parliamentary oversight of ministerial order in respect
to setting the levy at a different rate in the future. Will
the minister confirm that that is the case?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
think it depends what the member is referring to when
he refers to parliamentary oversight. I have set out the
matters which the minister must have regard for, which
are set out in the legislation. The minister cannot set an
order which does not comply with those requirements
in the bill, and they are quite rigorous in terms of
multiple requirements that an order has to comply with
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in order to be acceptable under the legislation before the
house.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — But trying to
drill down to the very point of my question, the order
does not require parliamentary approval?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
That is correct. The order is not presented to Parliament
for approval.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — Therefore it
is true to say that a future minister, or the present
minister in the future, may indeed be able to set a
significantly different levy rate from that which applies
initially, without any parliamentary approval?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
believe I have indicated in setting out the criteria that
the minister must have regard for — which include a
set of initiatives which meet the requirements of the act
and the capacity or the ability of individual water
authorities to be able to make an environmental
contribution — that those considerations do not mean
that a minister in the future could simply arbitrarily set
a levy which did not have regard for those matters.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I accept that
the minister would have regard for those matters, but I
reiterate that the minister has answered the question
specifically — that it would not require parliamentary
approval to set a new level of water tax. I guess that
leads me then to say that undoubtedly the opposition
will be seeking to vigorously pursue amendments to
this bill because of the very lack of proper probity and
scrutiny of that levy-setting mechanism. But before we
get to the amendments, I have another issue to raise.
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — I seek
clarification from the minister. Do I understand from
her previous conversation with Mr Davis that the levy
could be used for projects that are at the moment
funded by general taxation?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
Again it depends somewhat on what the member is
leading to here. I am advised that in addition to needing
to comply with the requirements in these new sections
which will go into the act, it is intended that these funds
be applied to new projects. It is not intended that these
funds be applied to be a substitute for the core work of
relevant departments or agencies. It has to comply with
the act and it is intended that it be for new projects.
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — But
surely there are always new projects, new sewerage
schemes and new conservation projects? I suppose my
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question is: could this money be used for those? If this
levy was not available or had not been created, those
new projects would have been paid out of general
taxation. That is my question.
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
do not think I have anything to add to what I have
already said. The intention is that they would be new
projects, that the funding would not be applied as a
substitution for the ongoing work of the department,
and that it must comply with the requirements of the
new sections to be inserted in the act.
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — Thank
you for that, but I ask the minister to confirm or reject
the fact that it could be argued that indeed this levy is
really just an increase in our general taxation revenue.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I am
anticipating that my colleague the Honourable Graeme
Stoney is about to move some amendments and
therefore I do not want to take any further time, but
there is just one clarification I would like to deal with. It
relates to the use of some language in proposed
section 194(a). Can the minister explain in what sense
‘promote’ is used in that section, because it could have
a number of meanings and I want to understand what is
actually intended by the way that section is expressed.
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
am advised that it is intended that the widest possible
meaning be placed on ‘promote’ in this context. It goes
to promoting in the sense of supporting the sustainable
management of water, so the very widest possible
interpretation of that term is intended. I understand that
there has been debate and that there are possibly some
amendments to try to narrow how that might be
interpreted, but my advice is that it is intended that it be
given a very wide meaning.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — We are
raising under the schedule $225 million over four years,
and the minister has just indicated that the widest
possible interpretation should be used in relation to
‘promote’. I presume that means therefore that there is
no limitation as to the allocation of funds for the simple
non-infrastructure investment but that those funds are to
be used specifically for promotion by way of
community information and advertising. That would of
course seem to be an extraordinary waste of
$225 million, and I suspect that is not what the
government intends, but the scope of the section seems
to suggest that that is how the funds could be applied. Is
that correct?
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Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — In
response, I think the government has made it clear that
the purpose for which these environmental
contributions are to be raised is to fund initiatives to
help ensure that our water supplies are secured for
future generations. Certainly education and information
plays a role in ensuring those outcomes. It is also the
case that this new section does need to be read with a
number of the other new sections which are to be
inserted into the act requiring the minister to prepare a
report which is tabled in Parliament as part of the
department’s report indicating the application of the
contributions. The suggestion that the member is
making is certainly not in line with the government’s
intentions in terms of how the promotion of sustainable
management of water would be interpreted within the
meaning of this new section.

the government chooses to do with any kind of
promotion, and most of us and the public will
understand ‘promotion’ to mean advertising, television
ads, slick ads promoting whatever the issue is, but by
implication showing how good the government is. I ask
the minister why she is passing legislation that
authorises that rather than legislation that lists out that
we must make improvements to water infrastructure
and the water environment?

Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I will
conclude on this particular matter by saying that
intention is one thing, but in reality the bill enables the
use of funds in a way which I think the community
would be concerned about, therefore I would like to
express a clear objection to the way in which this
particular clause has been drafted. It is very sloppy, so
wide open and potentially open to serious abuse, but I
am sure we will get to that in the course of Mr Stoney’s
amendments.

The government does not support the amendment that
has been put forward for a number of reasons. I do not
know whether the member has intended that the
amendment he is putting forward would have this
effect, but the advice that has been provided to me is
that this amendment as it has been put forward would
mean that a whole series of projects which currently are
envisaged as being able to be supported would not
comply. The specific instances that have been provided
to me of projects which would not be able to be funded
include the investment of some $2 million in the
business case for the Latrobe Valley recycling scheme;
the subsidising of recycling or stormwater schemes;
support for farm plans, by which I mean the better
management of water on farms, which does not
necessarily involve construction; water rebates — for
instance, water rebates that have been provided to
support people who are putting in water tanks and
water-saving devices in gardens and so forth; and, as
another example, the Smart Water Fund extension to
country Victoria.

Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — I
move:
1.

Clause 3, page 6, lines 23 and 24, omit all words and
expressions on these lines and insert —
“(a) provide for the construction of works or the
making of improvements to waterway
management that are intended to lead to enhanced
and sustainable management of water; or”.

This amendment replaces proposed section 194(a),
which at the moment reads:
... promote the sustainable management of water; or

Opposition members think this needs tidying up. We
believe the existing words allow the government to use
the environmental contribution for anything it wishes. It
could be used for all sorts of government
self-promotion using the environment as the hook, if
you like. We think our amendment makes it clear that
the money is to be spent on real improvements to the
management of water.
I ask the minister why the government is concentrating
on passing regulation that authorises promotion — and
in her own words ‘promotion’ is interpreted in the wide
sense of the word. There are no limitations on anything

Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — In
responding to amendment 1, I might say that the
member has placed an interpretation on what the
government has brought forward in this proposed
section in the bill which is clearly not in line with what
the government has stated or the government’s
intentions.

Those examples have been provided to me of instances
where the government, as has been set out in the white
paper, intends to apply the indicative funding from the
amounts which are expected to be raised in the first four
years as a result of this bill but which would not be able
to be funded if this amendment were agreed to.
Obviously as the government has already set out these
intended applications in the white paper — and this has
been acknowledged on the other side — this has come
out of an extensive consultation process. These are not
simply initiatives which the government has dreamt up.
They have come out of a very thorough discussion
process with stakeholders. I am advised that would be
the effect of the amendment that has been moved. For
that reason the government does not support
amendment 1.
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Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — I find
that hard to accept. Many of the projects that the
minister read out are projects that are the responsibility
of the department anyway. It would be part of the
department’s core responsibility, so I find it hard to
accept the minister’s explanation for rejecting this
amendment.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — It is
precisely the point that Mr Stoney has made: the items
that the minister enumerated are the core
responsibilities of the department. It is what it is doing
now. What this government is up to has been exposed.
This is cost shifting! It does not want to do it out of
consolidated revenue. It does not want to do it out of its
budget like it has been doing. It wants to go out and tax
the people to do these things. I fully support the
amendment because I am sure the people out there who
are going to have this tax imposed upon them — if they
are prepared to pay this tax at all — will only be
prepared to pay it if they actually see that the funds
raised are being spent on concrete construction projects
which actually improve water distribution and
management or enhance the environment in which we
live. They will be very disturbed if they believe they are
now paying a tax which is going to relieve the
government of the expenditure that it has made over the
last five or six years, as laudable as that expenditure
might be. The committee should be very concerned
with the explanation that it has been given by the
minister. As I said during my second-reading
contribution, you could drive a horse and dray through
the bill as it is currently worded.
I can well see that we could see much of this money
spent on a publicity campaign — for example, to
encourage people to install rainwater tanks. Now I am
not opposed to people installing rainwater tanks, but I
have to say that it will not in fact achieve very much for
us and it also has some counterproductive aspects to it.
On Tuesday night we heard the member for Bayswater
in another place say with great pride that he has
installed a rainwater tank at his private home to water
his lawn. I gather it is probably a tank with a capacity of
less than 1000 litres. It shows how little he knows.
Once he starts watering his lawn in summer, 1000 litres
will go nowhere.
Tanks, if they are installed at ground level, do not have
any head, therefore there is no pressure on them to
water a lawn and there is no pressure to bring water into
a toilet cistern. You therefore have to install a pump,
and pumps are mechanical and mechanical things break
down, so there will be a repair expense in that. Have we
thought about, for example, all these additional costs
that are involved in encouraging people to put in
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rainwater tanks and pumps? Is that the investment that
will deliver the best in terms of value for money in this
aspect of water management? I think not. It is just a
fashionable thing. We will encourage people to put in
tanks, we are happy to do that, but let them understand
that that is not the be all and end all.
I think this amendment moved by Mr Stoney, which
nails it down to this new tax, this new bucket of money,
actually having to be spent on construction rather than
just airy-fairy publicity which may result in investments
which are not the best use of not only taxpayers money
but also consumers money, is a very valid amendment,
and I support it.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I was
delighted to hear Mr Baxter’s intervention. I think the
point has been made very passionately and strongly, but
I just want to reiterate something for the record. The
minister has not qualified in any sense her comments
with respect to the government’s intentions, as opposed
to the enabling provision, that this bill and this clause
provide for the widest possible meaning — and her
words were ‘widest possible meaning’ — of the word
‘promote’.
Quite clearly, notwithstanding the so-called intention,
or indeed the statements made by the government,
including the publication of the white paper, the reality
is that the Parliament is being asked to approve
legislation which will give future ministers the capacity
to set any tax rate whatever without parliamentary
scrutiny. It gives the capacity for the funds so raised to
be expended in any way at all within the parameters of
the provisions of the legislation which, it seems quite
clear, are so wide that there is effectively no limitation
on how those funds will be applied. Therefore, without
doubt this amendment is worthy of support because it
narrows the application of funds in relation to how
future ministers will be able to expend any increase in
the levy in particular.
I accept that in the short run — and I say this clearly for
the record — the government is bound to apply funds
within the parameters it has publicly announced. But
we want to narrow that further by saying the funds
ought to be expended clearly on construction of works
and making improvements — and these are of a
material nature and not making improvements to the
public image of the Premier.
The CHAIR — Order! By ‘moving on’ the member
means we will put the amendment?
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — We
will.
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The CHAIR — Order! I thank Mr Stoney.
Hon. E. G. STONEY — Could I ask the minister
why — I did ask this earlier and I was advised to ask it
now — has the government not directed the various
authorities to be totally transparent in their collection of
the environmental levy?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — In
response to this particular matter, can I indicate that in
the future from July 2005 the Essential Services
Commission will be oversighting the water authorities,
so that will certainly ensure transparency in terms of the
Essential Services Commission’s scrutiny, if that is
what the member had in mind in terms of transparency
and scrutiny.
Can I deal with something else while I am on my feet? I
would certainly acknowledge that members on both
sides of the house have a wide range of views and in
some cases some strong views about what they believe
are the most important and most worthy applications of
funding in terms of initiatives which would comply
with the purposes of this bill. In terms of decisions that
the minister and the government have made on the
application for the first four years, they have been
informed by a very wide-ranging public consultation
process. Members in this place might have their own
views — and it would seem that certainly Mr Baxter
has his own views about what initiatives should be
funded — that is not the basis on which the government
is proceeding.
It is proceeding on the basis of a very thorough, very
wide-ranging consultation to establish the views of
stakeholders as to the best initiatives to which these
funds should be applied, and that is the government’s
intention in the future in terms of reviews by the
secretary of the department. Information from water
authorities, from the department itself and from the
water trust would all be the sources of information
which would inform the identification and selection of
initiatives going forward, not the individual views of
MPs or anyone else.
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — Just to
clarify, I think we are at cross-purposes. At the
grassroots my understanding is the customer will
receive a bill which will include the 5 per cent
environmental levy but it will not be listed on the bill,
there will just be an increase on the bill. I ask why is
there not a transparent line item on the customer’s bill
that indicates they are paying an environmental levy.
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
understand one of the amendments goes to this
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question, and I presume that the most efficient way for
us to proceed would be to deal with that in relation to
amendment 2, which is dealing with billing accounts
and how these matters should be reflected on bills, not
amendment 1.
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — I am
asking the question of the minister’s bill, not our
amendments. That is why I put it to her at this time. I
think it is proposed new section 194.
The CHAIR — Order! Does the minister wish to
say anything further, otherwise I will put the
amendment?
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — One
more question.
The CHAIR — Order! Another question relating to
Mr Stoney’s first amendment?
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — This
is a question about the authorities. Will they be
recompensed for the expense in collecting the levy and
passing it on to the Treasurer?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
am advised that the government’s expectation is that
the cost should be minimal, that the Essential Services
Commission (ESC) will allow, in its regime, for the
recovery of those costs, emphasising that the
government does expect that they will be small.
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — So the
authority is perfectly able to put an extra percentage on
for its administrative costs, if it wishes?
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
As I have just indicated, the regulator, the ESC, which
will be scrutinising the water authorities will allow cost
recovery, and the government expects that those costs
will be small.
Hon. D. McL. DAVIS (East Yarra) — On the
alternative to the amendment, which is the current
position in the bill, to:
(a) promote the sustainable management of water;

or the amendment, which is to:
(a) provide for the construction of works or the making of
improvements to waterway management ...

I want to ask the minister whether ‘promote the
sustainable management of water’ will include
helicopter flights by the Premier over dams in the
future?
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Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
These matters have been bandied about in debate in
both houses, and I am not here to speculate about the
Premier’s movements. I think we are best to stick to the
amendments and what is specified in the bill.
Committee divided on omission (members in favour
vote no):
Ayes, 21
Argondizzo, Ms
Broad, Ms
Carbines, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eren, Mr
Hadden, Ms
Hilton, Mr (Teller)
Hirsh, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Madden, Mr

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

Noes, 15
Baxter, Mr
Bowden, Mr
Brideson, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D. McL.
Davis, Mr P. R.
Drum, Mr
Forwood, Mr

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

Pairs
Buckingham, Ms
McQuilten, Mr

Coote, Mrs
Bishop, Mr

Amendment negatived.
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — I
move:
2.

Clause 3, page 6, after line 26 insert —
“194A. Committee
The Minister must establish a committee comprised of
persons with appropriate skills and experience to —
(a) advise him or her on how money paid as
environmental contributions should be
expended; and
(b) oversee the expenditure of such money.
194B. Amount of contribution to be included in
billing account
A water supply authority that is required to pay an
environmental contribution under this Part in respect of
a financial year must list the amount of that contribution
in any billing account issued to a customer in respect of
that year.”.
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The issues have been canvassed widely during the
debate this evening and I really do not have anything
else to add.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I want to
support Mr Stoney’s amendment, in particular in
relation to proposed section 194B. This amendment
would ensure there was proper transparency in relation
to the payment of the environmental levy by water
authority customers by ensuring there was full and open
disclosure on bills issued by the water authorities. It
seems bizarre to me that the minister should say the
funds can be expressly expended with the widest
possible meaning of the word ‘promote’.
She has talked about the intention of the government
versus the reality of the bill enabling the widest possible
abuse and still refusing to be accountable by having
proper disclosure to the people who ultimately will be
paying this new form of tax — that is, the water
authority customers. I believe this is a well-constructed
amendment and I fully support it.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — I support
the amendment, particularly in respect to proposed
section 194A(b), but dealing first with proposed section
194A(a), I can see no reason whatsoever why a
committee would not be established with appropriate
skills and experience to advise the minister on how this
money might be expended. It at least would give some
local input and promotion of initiatives that might well
be taken up and funded by this new bucket of money. It
would at least give some ownership to the people
paying this new tax.
In relation to proposed section 194B, which goes to the
issue of a line item on the bill outlining how much is to
be paid in the new tax, I would say that if the
government refuses to accept this amendment it is
flying in the face of the white paper, which specifies
that for irrigators in particular that instead of getting a
bill which simply lists that the water entitlement is
118 megalitres at $X per megalitre full stop in future it
will be divided into four separate charges known in the
trade as unbundling of water charges. There will be a
separate charge for storage — that is, your share of the
storage at Hume, Dartmouth, Eildon or wherever it is.
There will be a delivery charge, which is the cost of
getting the water from the reservoir down the channels
to your property. There will be an access charge, which
we are all familiar with in terms of accessing electricity,
gas, telephone or whatever. There will be a use charge.
I am all in favour of that because it is appropriate that
we know the individual components of that totality of
our water charges. I have long promoted that, and I
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commend the government and Goulburn-Murray Water
for introducing it.

to what the new billing system is and why it would not
be possible to include a line item that specified this tax?

It seems to me, now that we have this new tax, that we
should have a fifth component on the irrigation
accounts that should outline what the tax component is
on the bill, otherwise it will get buried in these other
four and that will be contrary to what we are trying to
achieve by demonstrating to irrigators all the individual
charges in the water account. The committee should
adopt Mr Stoney’s amendment.

Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
understand this was canvassed in the discussions during
the consideration in detail stage in the Legislative
Assembly. I am advised that when the new system
takes effect on 1 October people will be paying variable
amounts, depending on whether they are consuming
amounts up to 40 kilolitres in a quarter or more than
that, and they will be paying substantially more if they
are consuming more than 80 kilolitres in a quarter. As a
result of that new system being introduced from
1 October, the environmental levy which is being
applied is being levied on authorities, rather than on
those individuals, and to apply it in the way which the
opposition is advocating under this amendment would
be impractical.

Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) — I
clearly indicate that the government does not support
amendment 2 for the following reasons. The first part
of the proposed amendment is in relation to the
establishment of a committee. As the responsible
minister has indicated, he believes that the advice he
currently receives and will continue to receive from his
department, from the water authorities themselves and
from the water trust will ensure that he has sufficient
information without the need for the establishment of a
committee. I note it is somewhat ironic that the
opposition is calling on the government to set up
another committee to give it advice.
The advice provided to me by the minister on the
second part of the amendment is that what has been
outlined here as the proposal under this amendment is
impractical, particularly in relation to the forthcoming
new billing system commencing on 1 October for
Melbourne. In any event there is a question as to
whether this amendment would serve the purpose that
the opposition is seeking.
The advice is that it would most certainly be
impractical to implement as it is expressed here, and for
that reason the government does not support the
amendment.
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — This
issue was raised in the Legislative Assembly and we
took further advice from parliamentary counsel. We
have been advised by parliamentary counsel that
proposed new section 194B means what it says. In
effect it means that an individual will receive a detail of
their individual account, not the total amount, and I
think that is what the minister was referring to. We
have had further advice on this, and I suggest that
perhaps the government should get a new lawyer!
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — The
minister referred to a new billing system being
introduced in Melbourne on 1 October which would
make it difficult or inappropriate to include this line
item. May the committee please have an explanation as

That is the advice that I have been given as an instance
of why it would not be practical to implement what is
proposed here, and that is the reason the government
does not support it.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — With great
respect to the minister personally — and I understand
that she is operating under instructions from a minister
in the other place and his advisers — the reality is that
that is the most pathetic excuse I have contemplated the
minister making for inaction on the part of the
government.
The reality is that the government is hiding from the
political opprobrium by not disclosing to customers of
water authorities in this state that it is ripping them off
with a 5 per cent tax. It is a simple as that. That is why
the opposition is seeking to properly construct this bill,
so that the government will be accountable to the
people who are paying the tax. There is no other tax
that I am aware of that the government raises in this
form that is not disclosed to the people. Why is the
government afraid? I suggest that if the government
were proud of its environmental record it would be out
there saying, ‘Is it not a great thing that we are actually
moving towards a user — that is, customer-based —
contribution to the environment.
For heaven’s sake, be open and honest about it. The
government lacks political courage. That is the only
reason that customers will not have disclosed to them
the amount of environmental levy they are paying. That
is all I have to say on the matter.
Committee divided on amendment:
Ayes, 15
Baxter, Mr

Hall, Mr
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Bowden, Mr (Teller)
Brideson, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D. McL.
Davis, Mr P. R.
Drum, Mr
Forwood, Mr

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

Noes, 21
Argondizzo, Ms
Broad, Ms
Carbines, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eren, Mr
Hadden, Ms
Hilton, Mr
Hirsh, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Madden, Mr

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

Pairs
Bishop, Mr
Coote, Mrs

McQuilten, Mr
Buckingham, Ms

Amendment negatived.
The CHAIR — Order! I ask Mr Davis to put his
amendment 1 and to canvass his remaining
amendments 2 to 5.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I move:
1.

Clause 3, page 6, lines 21 and 22, omit “funding
initiatives that seek to”.

For those who are wondering what this set of
amendments is about, the substantive amendment is
no. 5 in my name, but to get to that proposition we need
to test amendment 1 which will, as far as I am
concerned, test all of the remainder. The substantive
amendment is to insert a new subclause which is:
“(c) making contributions to the Wimmera-Mallee pipeline
project.”.

I want to talk briefly about the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline project. We know it is a very important project
to people in the west of the state. It has had a long
evolution and an enormous amount of community
participation in trying to look at a better way of
operating the stock and domestic channel system in
particular and to conserve water, much of which is lost
to seepage and evaporation. It is clearly the case that
there is a strong cohort of community opinion, not just
in the Wimmera–Mallee but also across Victoria, that
this would be a good project for governments to be
involved in funding. There have been a few slips along
the way. The estimated cost significantly blew out last
year and it has been necessary to go back to the
drawing board and reschedule the cost estimates.
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We have a project now which is estimated to cost well
over half a billion dollars. It is proposed that there be
three sources of funding — from state and federal
governments and local contributions from customers.
Finally, we have some possibility of concluding an
agreement to enable this project to proceed. That
agreement is premised on the fact that the funding is
proposed to be split three ways. This week, on
13 September, the Prime Minister announced that an
Australian water fund of $2 billion would be set aside
over five years. He made it clear that the
commonwealth government was now committed to
funding its $167 million one-third share of the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline project through the
Australian water fund.
The challenge is to ensure that with commonwealth
commitment this project now proceeds. The problem,
of course, is that the state government has committed
only up to $125 million, so it is significantly short of
contributing its one-third share. Without that
contribution from the state a question mark hangs over
the project. I also make the observation that we have no
commitment from the federal opposition. It was
interesting to note this week that after the Prime
Minister’s announcement the Victorian Farmers
Federation said in a press release dated 13 September:
Farmers and communities across the Wimmera and Mallee
are calling on the federal Labor Party, the Victorian
government and other parties to match the Prime Minister’s
commitment to fund the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline.
...
Mr Weller said the VFF believes the project should be
bipartisan and VFF calls for Mark Latham and the Australian
Labor Party to make a matching commitment to the funding
offered by the Prime Minister.
...
‘Likewise, farmers will expect the Victorian government to
reassess and increase its funding commitment to the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline project’.
Mr Weller said the state government has committed
$125 million to the project and a further $42 million is
required to reach its fair share.

I note that today at Wentworth in New South Wales the
leader of the federal opposition, Mark Latham, released
his so-called billion-dollar water initiative for saving
the Murray. I have a transcript of his doorstop press
conference as a consequence of that announcement,
when he was asked a question about the Labor Party’s
funding for the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline. He failed to
give a commitment in respect of federal Labor’s
obligations to that arrangement. I am tempted to read
into Hansard a great deal of gobbledygook from the
leader of the federal opposition, but I am reluctant to
bore the house with his comments.
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Hon. D. K. Drum — It needs to be on the record!
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS — I am resisting Mr Drum’s
suggestion. It is revealing to learn just how ignorant the
alternative Prime Minister could possibly be about the
most important and largest water project under way in
this state, one that has the potential to be the greatest
water-saving achievement in Victoria. It is almost
unbelievable that a $500 million project could have
slipped under Mark Latham’s radar. But if you read the
transcript of what he had to say, you will find it,
frankly, embarrassing. I will not embarrass the house
by reading it; it would be a waste of time.
The amendment we are seeking to test provides the
opportunity for the Victorian government to commit
funds to the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline project from the
environmental levy. We believe this project must
proceed and it must be properly funded. There is a
shortfall of funding from Victoria and the opportunity
arises, as a result of this amendment moved by the
opposition, for the government to address that
deficiency in funding. That would ensure we had
bipartisan support and, more importantly, that the funds
were available to ensure that this priority project for
water in the state proceeded. I urge the government to
support the amendment.
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — I
quickly rise to support Mr Davis. There is a shortfall in
state funding of some $42 million for this very
important project. The bill debated today could have
included the idea that the levy could be used to top up
funds for this important project. It did not, so we are
proposing a solution. If the government does not accept
our amendment, the question of how it will fund the
shortfall for the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline project will
remain. Obviously it does not have the funds for the
shortfall, and I urge it to support Mr Davis’s
amendment.
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
As opposition members have indicated, this amendment
appears to be solely about adding the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline to the specific objectives of the environmental
contribution regime that is the subject of the bill before
the house. I indicate to the house that there is no
question about the Bracks government’s commitment
to this project. It has set aside real money from the
budget to fund its share of the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline project. First that was $77 million in May
2002, and it was recently increased to $125 million
following the finalisation of the business case for the
project. As recently as this week the Minister for Water
in the other place, Deputy Premier John Thwaites,
indicated that he would match any federal government
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contribution of $167 million on the condition that it is
new money — that is, that it is not state government
money which the federal Coalition government is
proposing to take away from Victoria in the form of
national competition policy payments.
It is ironic indeed that earlier in the committee stage
tonight and in the second-reading debate members of
the opposition expressed concerns about the funds
raised through this levy being diverted to substitute for
ongoing state government activity in areas that should
be funded through the budget. Those concerns are
rejected by the government, but it is quite extraordinary
that on the one hand the opposition expressed a concern
about funds raised through this levy being substituted
for state government funds and on the other hand it has
moved an amendment proposing that funds raised
through this levy be diverted to substitute for what
should be federal government funding to this very
important project, which the state government — and
through the state government all Victorians — has
already committed some $167 million to.
This goes way beyond what I have been saying in the
house for some days now about the unwillingness of
members of the opposition to stand up to their federal
coalition counterparts about money being taken off
Victoria. Here it is being advocated that the funds
raised through this levy should be directly substituted
for what should be federal government contributions to
this very important project. The government rejects this
amendment as being outrageous hypocrisy.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — I was not
going to enter into a debate about national competition
policy in dealing with the water bill, but I guess I have
no choice. I will take up the opportunity the minister
has created.
Let us get the facts of the matter. There is no agreement
in relation to federal-state arrangements beyond the
2006 financial year with respect to national competition
policy payments. It is a fiction that Labor premiers —
and in Victoria especially the Treasurer — are
promoting. It is my opinion that lies have been told by
representatives of the Victorian government and indeed
of other state governments around Australia. It would
seem to me that for people to go around saying there is
an agreement that in perpetuity funds will flow to the
states from national competition policy arrangements
is — apart from it being intellectually bereft of any
value to put a proposition which is obviously a
nonsense to anyone who understands public policy at
all — deceitful to the Australian people. It goes to show
how low the Labor Party will stoop to win a few votes.
To mislead people, to come into the Parliament as
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ministers of the Crown and abuse parliamentary
process continually day after day and put this rubbish, I
have to say is beneath contempt. All the respect I had
for the intellectual ability of ministers in this house has
been completely disabused this week by that
performance. The comments the minister at the table
has just made simply confirm that she, like her Labor
colleagues, does not regard the truth as something that
is useful in the political debate. I say to the minister that
it is a disgrace to come in here and purport that there is
any agreement whatsoever.

about the Prime Minister’s behaviour in relation to
undertakings he gave state premiers and chief ministers
in relation to how water initiatives would be funded,
which he has clearly reneged on. The premiers and
chief ministers have called it for what it is, and that is
another reason that — —

Clearly the federal government is not going to allocate
funds in the way that the Treasurer has accounted for
them in the Victorian state budget. So the Treasurer has
a budgetary problem. It is of his own making, and the
Victorian government will have to deal with it. The
reality is that these funds have been in a policy sense
directed to doing worthwhile work on water policy on a
national basis. Specifically, $167 million of national
competition policy funds are now available to Victoria.
If it is the case that the minister or her colleagues do not
want to take up that offer, it is a disgrace and a sham.

Ms BROAD — If you want to start debating the
federal election campaign in here and who has been
called a ‘lying rodent’ in that campaign, it is no-one on
this side of the house. I think it would be in all of our
interests if we were to stick to the matters in this bill.

The amendment before the house simply provides a
mechanism whereby the Victorian government may
choose to allocate funds raised under this
environmental levy to the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline
project. Or if it is the case that the government has
funds earmarked from another source and, as the
minister says, the Minister for Water has indicated
Victoria will now match any commonwealth
commitment, I would be pleased to hear about where
those funds are. It seems to me we need an unequivocal
commitment. We need it now, while the funding
commitment is on the table, but more importantly we
also need the federal Labor party to match the
commitment made by the coalition. I am proud to say
that the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline can progress under
a coalition government federally. All that remains to be
seen is if the minister is willing to put her money on the
table.
Ms BROAD (Minister for Local Government) —
Not only the Victorian government and the Victorian
Premier but all state premiers and chief ministers
disagree with the opposition’s view of this matter.
Hon. Philip Davis — What a load of rubbish!
The CHAIR — Order! Mr Davis has had his
opportunity.
Ms BROAD — I might indicate to the opposition
that if it wants to come into this committee stage and
apply terms like ‘lying’ and ‘deceit’ then we might talk

Hon. D. McL. Davis — He is a model of integrity,
and you know that.
The CHAIR — Order! Mr Davis!

To deal with the amendment which the Leader of the
Opposition has put before the house, I have indicated
why the government does not accept that amendment.
Going back years the government has clearly indicated
its commitment to that project. As recently as this week
the government has committed $167 million to this
very important project. What the government does not
accept is that the federal government should renege on
its commitment or that it should take funds from
Victoria in order to fund this project. The government
certainly does not accept that funds raised through this
levy should be diverted to make up for the federal
government’s reneging on any contribution to this
project of national significance.
Hon. PHILIP DAVIS (Gippsland) — For the
record, there is no possibility of the federal government
reneging because there is no agreement to renege on. I
reiterate: notwithstanding the incompetence of the
Treasurer in accounting for funds which are not
committed by the commonwealth in the out years,
clearly there is no agreement in relation to national
competition policy payments. Therefore it is within the
gift of the federal government to allocate those funds as
it chooses. Just because the Treasurer does not like it
does not mean that he will change it. The fact of the
matter is that the funds have been allocated to important
national water programs, including programs in
Victoria, and it is about time the state government got
on with the business of funding the Wimmera–Mallee
pipeline.
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — Frankly I
would prefer not to have this amendment, but having
heard the weasel words from the minister there is
absolutely no — —
Ms Broad — I will be more direct, if you like,
Mr Baxter.
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Hon. W. R. BAXTER — Please do. There are no
grounds at all for me to oppose it. I am bound to
support it because it seems to me that the only way the
Victorian contribution to the Wimmera–Mallee pipeline
is ever going to be delivered is via this new tax. For a
number of years this government has been milking for
all it is worth the money that it was going to put on the
table: $77 million, then another stunt for $48 million
and then $125 million. I think all along members of the
government were convinced that they would never have
to stump the money up because they did not think that
the federal government would put its money up. They
were relying on the comment made by a federal
ministerial adviser on one occasion, who said that the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline is a Victorian project; it is
not on the radar of the national scene.
How wrong he was, but that is what he said. They are
relying on that. They thought, ‘This is never going to
happen. The feds are never going to put their dough up.
We can make it conditional. We will never have to
stump up the money’. Now they have been found out.
The money has been put up. What do we get now? Still
this conditional agreement of, ‘Is it $167 million? Yes,
we will put that up, provided it is federal money, not
state money’.
I would like the minister and the Treasurer to go out
and try to explain to people in Bourke Street that if the
Prime Minister is signing the cheque, it is not federal
money, that somehow or other it is state money —
particularly when they cannot produce any agreement
which they are alleging the federal government has
reneged upon.
So as much as I regret having to use this tax to build the
Wimmera–Mallee pipeline when it should be built out
of the money that this government promised — but
obviously not in good faith — I am therefore obliged to
support the amendment as the only possible way we
might get the project under way.
Committee divided on omission (members in favour
vote no):
Ayes, 21
Argondizzo, Ms
Broad, Ms
Carbines, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eren, Mr
Hadden, Ms
Hilton, Mr
Hirsh, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Madden, Mr

Mikakos, Ms (Teller)
Mitchell, Mr
Nguyen, Mr
Pullen, Mr
Scheffer, Mr
Smith, Mr
Somyurek, Mr (Teller)
Theophanous, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Viney, Mr
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Noes, 15
Baxter, Mr
Bowden, Mr
Brideson, Mr
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D. McL.
Davis, Mr P. R.
Drum, Mr
Forwood, Mr

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

Pairs
Buckingham, Ms
McQuilten, Mr

Bishop, Mr
Coote, Mrs

Amendment negatived.
Hon. E. G. STONEY (Central Highlands) — I
move:
3.

Clause 3, page 6, lines 32 to 35, omit all words and
expressions on these lines and insert “prepare a report
setting out—
(a) for each initiative funded during the financial
year to which the report relates—
(i)

the purpose of the initiative; and

(ii) the expected environmental outcome,
including the annual amount of water
expected to be delivered for
environmental purposes; and
(iii) the amount expended on promotion of
the initiative during that year; and
(iv) the total amount expended on the
initiative during that year;
(b) for initiatives funded over more than one
financial year—
(i)

the total amount committed to each of
the initiatives; and

(ii) the amount expended on each of the
initiatives in any previous financial year;
and
(iii) the amount committed for each of the
initiatives in any future financial year;
(c) the total amount of any payments made into
the Consolidated Fund under this Part during
the financial year to which the report relates
that were not committed for an initiative or
expended during that year.”.

This amendment is designed to bring transparency to
this bill. Speakers from our side have laboured this
point throughout the whole debate. Government
speakers have avoided the issue. It is very interesting
that they have avoided it during the whole debate and
that we are moving this amendment to bring some
transparency and accountability to this bill.
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Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — I support
the amendment because the bill actually talks about the
report, although the principle is not being changed. This
simply expands the report into a document which might
be of some benefit and use to honourable members and
the public at large, because it sets out the sort of
material and information that ought to be included in
the report; whereas the present wording of the clause in
the bill simply means that it could list a set of gross
figures there without too much detail, which would be
relatively meaningless. It would meet the requirements
of the act, but it would not actually go to where is
intended or what members of the public deserve,
bearing in mind that they are paying a new tax. I am
happy therefore to support the amendment.
Committee divided on omission (members in favour
vote no):
Ayes, 21
Argondizzo, Ms
Broad, Ms
Carbines, Ms
Darveniza, Ms
Eren, Mr
Hadden, Ms
Hilton, Mr
Hirsh, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Lenders, Mr
Madden, Mr

Mikakos, Ms
Mitchell, Mr
Nguyen, Mr (Teller)
Pullen, Mr
Scheffer, Mr
Smith, Mr (Teller)
Somyurek, Mr
Theophanous, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Viney, Mr
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Ayes, 34
Argondizzo, Ms
Bowden, Mr
Brideson, Mr
Broad, Ms
Carbines, Ms
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Darveniza, Ms
Davis, Mr D. McL (Teller).
Davis, Mr P. R.
Eren, Mr
Forwood, Mr
Hadden, Ms
Hilton, Mr
Hirsh, Ms
Jennings, Mr
Koch, Mr
Lenders, Mr

Lovell, Ms
Madden, Mr
Mikakos, Ms
Mitchell, Mr
Nguyen, Mr
Olexander, Mr
Pullen, Mr
Rich-Phillips, Mr
Romanes, Ms
Scheffer, Mr
Smith, Mr
Somyurek, Mr (Teller)
Stoney, Mr
Theophanous, Mr
Thomson, Ms
Viney, Mr
Vogels, Mr

Noes, 3
Baxter, Mr
Drum, Mr (Teller)

Hall, Mr (Teller)

Pair
Buckingham, Ms

Bishop, Mr

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

Noes, 15
Baxter, Mr
Bowden, Mr
Brideson, Mr (Teller)
Dalla-Riva, Mr
Davis, Mr D. McL. (Teller)
Davis, Mr P. R.
Drum, Mr
Forwood, Mr

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

Pairs
Buckingham, Ms
McQuilten, Mr

Bishop, Mr
Coote, Mrs

Amendment negatived.
Clause agreed to; clause 4 agreed to.
Reported to house without amendment.

ABORIGINAL LANDS (AMENDMENT)
BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.
Read first time for Mr GAVIN JENNINGS
(Minister for Aboriginal Affairs) on motion of
Mr Lenders.

MAJOR CRIME (SPECIAL
INVESTIGATIONS MONITOR) BILL
Introduction and first reading
Received from Assembly.

Report adopted.
Third reading

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

The PRESIDENT — Order! The question:
That the bill be now read a third time and that the bill do pass.

House divided on question:

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

Mining: Howqua Hills
Hon. BILL FORWOOD (Templestowe) — I have
been contacted by the Friends of Howqua Hills. It
concerns the application by Flitegold for small mining
licences in the Howqua Hills. I raised this issue with the
Department of Primary Industries (DPI). I satisfied
myself that proper processes are taking place in relation
to this matter. However, the Friends of Howqua Hills
are still concerned about the role of Parks Victoria in
relation to this issue. In a letter to me recently the
Friends of Howqua Hills put it to me that after reading
Parks Victoria’s act they have concluded that Parks
Victoria has responsibility to make a written objection
to a mining licence application. The letter goes on to
say that Parks Victoria did not do this. The Friends of
Howqua Hills received a reply which they found to be
totally confusing. Their letter goes on to say that the
mining proposal is abhorrent to many people. They
asked me to raise this matter in Parliament, not in
relation to DPI but in relation to the role of Parks
Victoria.
The question that the Friends of Howqua Hills would
like to put to the Minister for Environment in the other
place is:
Why is this beautiful area subject to a threat of a mining
operation that would be in total conflict with what Parks
Victoria purports to protect? ...
Why at the time of the application for the lease by Flitegold
did Parks Victoria not lodge any objection, having regard to
the act that clearly states ... In carrying out its functions, Parks
Victoria must not act in a way that is not environmentally
sound?

As I said, I am satisfied that DPI is following proper
processes in relation to Flitegold’s application to mine
the Howqua Hills. However, I am less certain and seek
assurance from the Minister for Environment that Parks
Victoria is behaving in an appropriate manner in
relation to this issue.

Geelong hospital: funding
Ms CARBINES (Geelong) — I wish to raise a
matter for referral to the Minister for Health, the
Honourable Bronwyn Pike, in the other place. It
concerns the increasing numbers of people presenting
to the Geelong hospital emergency department instead
of visiting a general practitioner. In the groundbreaking
Family and Community Development Committee
report this week, Inquiry on the Impact on the Victorian
Community and Public Hospitals of the Diminishing
Access to After-Hours and Bulk-Billing General
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Practitioners, Dr Fawcett of Barwon Health states on
page 123:
Over the past couple of years I have seen an unprecedented
growth in presentations to the emergency department. For
example in 2002 we saw a total of 41 000 patients whereas in
2001 we saw approximately 37 000 patients, so it was up by
about 3000 last year ... in particular last year we saw a 25 per
cent increase in category 5 patients, which are Australasian
triage category 5 patients ... So we are shouldering the burden,
if you like, of reduced general practitioner services around
Geelong to a certain extent.

It was for this reason that the Bracks government
submitted to the federal government for funding to
allow for the establishment of a bulk-billing GP clinic
at Geelong hospital. Our submission included figures
showing that 40 per cent of patients presenting to the
emergency department at Geelong hospital could be
treated in a GP clinic. But unfortunately for the people
of Geelong the federal government has shamefully
turned its back on us and refused to grant approval for
such a GP clinic at Geelong hospital. We have been
totally overlooked. An article in the Geelong Advertiser
of 20 August entitled ‘Knock-back for GP clinic’ states:
Barwon Health acting chief executive officer John Mulder
said it was disappointing it had missed out on the opportunity.
‘Large numbers of people continue to present to our
emergency department that could more appropriately be seen
by a GP’, Mr Mulder said.
‘We would hope that the commonwealth government will
consider a bulk-billing GP service at Geelong hospital in
future’.

I ask Minister Pike to once again present Geelong’s
case to the federal government to ensure that we have
appropriate medical services and to ease the pressure on
Geelong hospital’s emergency department.

Credit helpline: funding
Hon. W. A. LOVELL (North Eastern) — I wish to
raise an issue with the Minister for Consumer Affairs in
relation to the minister’s decision to cut off funding to
Credit Helpline in December this year. Credit Helpline
is a non-profit community legal centre that provides
free telephone and email advice to more than
5000 consumers and consumer workers each year.
Credit Helpline provides consumers with access to
information and advice in areas such as credit cards,
debtor harassment, credit reporting, mortgages and
bankruptcy.
Almost 15 per cent of all callers to Credit Helpline are
from financial counsellors or other advisers who require
specialist advice for their clients. Credit Helpline also
provides advice to clients who are referred to it by
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Consumer Affairs Victoria, Victoria Legal Aid, the
Consumer Credit Legal Service and the Financial
Consumer Rights Council, which, through its statewide
phone referral service, refers distressed consumers with
credit issues to Credit Helpline for immediate advice.
As a community-based organisation Credit Helpline
attracts employees with a genuine enthusiasm for social
justice and the issues raised by callers. Credit Helpline
is staffed by one full-time and three part-time lawyers
who have many years of experience and expertise in the
area of consumer credit and debt. Although it has never
had recurrent funding, Credit Helpline has been
strongly supported by former ministers for consumer
affairs and through grants from the Community Support
Fund, the Consumer Credit Fund and the Real Estate
Agents Guarantee Fund. Credit Helpline currently has
no ongoing funding, and without additional funds will
close at the end of December this year.
In April this year Credit Helpline applied to the
Consumer Credit Fund for a grant to cover 79 per cent
of its operating expenses for the next three years. The
Consumer Credit Fund committee recommended that
the minister approve the application for 12 months,
with an extension of a further two years provided that
certain requirements were met. The minister has
rejected this recommendation and approved funding for
only six months.
The minister’s adviser has informed Credit Helpline
that Consumer Affairs Victoria is about to set up a
telephone advice service in relation to credit. This is
another attempt by the minister to centralise services
and to build his own monopoly, and it is also another
example of Labor’s deceitful consultation program.
Yes, Credit Helpline did have a visit from Labor’s grim
reaper as part of the Scheffer inquiry. In his report
Mr Scheffer said, ‘Credit Helpline indicated its interest
in being included in the new service delivery model’. I
am sure ‘being included’ did not mean it was happy to
be defunded, closed down and centralised.
I ask the minister to reconsider his decision that will
lead to the closure of this valuable and important
consumer credit advice service and to provide
additional funding to ensure Credit Helpline can
continue to operate.

Wind farms: Clarkes Hill-Dean
Ms HADDEN (Ballarat) — I wish to raise a matter
for the urgent attention of the Minister for Planning in
another place. The matter concerns a proposal by Wind
Power Pty Ltd for 20-plus wind turbines for the Clarkes
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Hill-Dean area, which is about halfway between
Ballarat and Daylesford.
This densely populated intensive agricultural district is
classed by Tourism Victoria as a category 1 destination,
just like the Great Ocean Road, as it is in the Ballarat
goldfields region and is close to the Daylesford and
Hepburn Springs mineral springs. The Clarkes Hill
Landscape Guardians have asked me as their local
member to ask the Minister for Planning to meet with
them in their local rural community so that they can
show the minister first-hand the impact that the
proposed 20-plus wind turbines would have on the rural
landscape and on the amenity of the local district and
on their lifestyle.
This issue is already dividing the community of Clarkes
Hill. One community workshop was held in the Dean
hall in July, and the community raised over 300 matters
of legitimate concern around environment, social,
economic, noise and health issues, and also issues of
equity and fairness. The community is feeling pretty
disenfranchised at the moment. It tells me that it is not
against renewable energy and it is not against wind
farms, but it wants a fair, proper, equitable and
balanced process.
I have met with the Clarkes Hill Landscape Guardians
and listened to their concerns. There are some
300 residences which fall within a 2-kilometre radius of
the proposed wind farm project, with some dwellings as
close as 300 metres. Members of this community of the
Clarkes Hill-Dean district are passionate about the
amenity of their landscape and their lifestyle.
The action I seek on behalf of my constituents is for the
minister to come out to this rural community, meet with
the local people and listen to them and hear them,
because they desperately want the minister to see the
landscape amenity and the environment and hear their
legitimate concerns — as Minister Batchelor and
Minister Holding did at Pittong and Linton earlier this
year over the toxic waste facility proposal — because
only then, this community believes, can the minister
truly understand the impact and consequences of her
decision.

Wild dogs: control
Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern) — I want to
raise a matter for referral to the Minister for
Environment in the other place. It goes to the issue of
wild dogs in north-eastern Victoria. I am pleased to
acknowledge that the minister has listened to the
representations from local citizens and local members
of Parliament, including the member for Benambra in
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the other place and me, and has agreed to keep on the
extra doggers who were taken on following the
bushfires. That has been a significant win for the locals,
but why the minister took so long to come to an
obvious conclusion is beyond all of us.
Be that as it may, my particular request tonight is that
the minister should likewise agree to the resumption of
aerial baiting for wild dog control in north-eastern
Victoria and Gippsland. There is no doubt that wild
dogs are a tremendous and growing problem which is
receiving a good deal of publicity. The New South
Wales government, which has been very reluctant to
introduce aerial baiting, has now agreed to do so in the
Kosciuszko National Park immediately across the
border from the problem area in the north-east, and
perhaps surprisingly in one sense but not in another, the
Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals
has recently come out in favour of aerial baiting.
No doubt that organisation has concluded, as many of
us have, that not only are wild dogs an animal welfare
issue in terms of domestic agriculture such as sheep,
lambs and calves, but they are preying at large on many
of our native fauna, some of which are endangered
species, and they are in fact having a huge impact on
the survival rate of native fauna in the north-east.
It seems to me that we now have the technology and the
appropriate chemicals that can target the dogs. So aerial
baiting does not have the risks or dangers attached to it
that it might once have had, and it just seems to me to
be another obvious weapon that should be in the
armoury of attacking this dreadful problem that afflicts
so much of our high country in the state of Victoria. I
would invite the minister to again reconsider his
opposition to aerial baiting with a view to taking up the
representations he has received from the Victorian
Farmers Federation, the Royal Society for the
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals and others and to take
the lead from his colleagues in the New South Wales
Labor government.

Commonwealth Games: Jolimont station
Ms ROMANES (Melbourne) — I would like to
raise a matter with the Minister for Commonwealth
Games. The East Melbourne Group has raised with me
the state of Jolimont station and ongoing problems that
are experienced there, such as rubbish and graffiti and
the overall run-down condition of the station.
The East Melbourne Group has raised these problems
with Connex and has had variable responses over
different periods of time. I am aware that funds have
been placed in the current budget for the extension of
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the station in preparation for the Commonwealth
Games in 2006 and that planning has begun for those
works. It seems to me that this attention to Jolimont
station provides an ideal opportunity for a broader
clean-up and beautification of the station and its
surrounds.
It is indeed a prominent station on the rail network, and
particularly so because it is well used by sportsgoers
who arrive there to walk to the Melbourne Cricket
Ground and other nearby facilities. Undoubtedly the
station will play a key role in the transport system
during the Commonwealth Games and be an important
gateway for many people to the MCG and tennis centre
during that period.
I ask the minister to consider the addition of a
landscape plan for the station and the railway cutting
and for further refurbishment of the station in
preparation for the Commonwealth Games.

Mitcham–Frankston freeway: funding
Hon. A. P. OLEXANDER (Silvan) — I raise an
issue tonight of great concern to residents in the eastern
and south-eastern suburbs of Melbourne. The issue I
raise is that of the joint funding arrangements
surrounding the Mitcham–Frankston tollway — and the
query is for the Minister for Transport.
The PRESIDENT — Order! It is usually the
custom to advise who the minister is before stating the
issue, but as the member has just done so, that is fine. I
was having trouble following it.
Hon. A. P. OLEXANDER — If I could just
proceed, because I am losing time — the clock has not
stopped.
The issue I raise for the minister in the other place
concerns the joint funding arrangement which until last
week had existed in federal Labor policy. The policy
stated that the contract signed between Victoria and the
commonwealth for the funding of the Scoresby freeway
would be upheld, that it would be jointly funded and
that it would be funded as a no-tolls road. But just over
a week ago Mr Latham revealed to the residents in the
east and south-east of Melbourne that he had, after
consultations with the Premier of Victoria, accepted the
‘inevitability’, as he described it, of tolls being placed
on that important piece of infrastructure. He said he had
decided he would no longer abide by that
commonwealth-state agreement and if he won
government on 9 October he would repatriate the
funds — some $420 million, he said — to the Victorian
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government so that it could divert those funds to other
roads and other road projects around Victoria.
There was obvious concern at this announcement in the
east and south-east of Melbourne. Residents were upset
largely because not only was the road then accepted to
be a toll road by the federal opposition but the money
earmarked for an important piece of infrastructure in
their region would be diverted out of their region and
into other parts of the state. In response to this
Ms Davies, the Labor candidate for La Trobe;
Mr Flynn, the Labor candidate for Deakin; and Mr Dib,
the Labor candidate for Casey, all wrote to Mr Latham
to complain about that position, asking him to say to the
Minister for Transport in Victoria that that money
should be used in the eastern and south-eastern suburbs
for their transport projects only.
Therefore I ask the minister whether he has had a
discussion with Mr Latham and whether Mr Latham
made it clear to him that that money should only be
applied in the east and south-east, and if not, why not.
Ms Carbines — On a point of order, President, the
previous adjournment debate item did not ask the
minister for action. It was questioning the minister as
one would question the minister at question time. It was
asking if the minister had raised the matter. Surely
during the adjournment debate the minister should be
asked for action.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I have to say I was
distracted and did not hear clearly what action the
member required. Could he clarify that, and then I will
rule on the point of order.
Hon. A. P. OLEXANDER — Yes. I actually asked
for information from the minister regarding a funding
decision, and I believe that in terms of an adjournment
query asking a minister for action or for information or
clarification is something that is within standing orders.
The PRESIDENT — Order! I do not believe that
fulfils the guidelines I sent out to all honourable
members on 7 October last year. I will give the member
an opportunity to rephrase it. As I have indicated to the
house on a number of occasions, there is a four-stage
process that should be adopted — that is, to indicate to
whom the matter is being directed, to give a brief
resume of the facts, to set out the request, query or
complaint and to suggest the action sought. We have
had rulings on this matter in the house previously. Just
asking for information does not fulfil those guidelines.
The member should rephrase the request for action that
he is seeking from the minister or I will have no
alternative but to rule it out of order.
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Hon. A. P. OLEXANDER — In accordance with
your ruling, President, I will rephrase the last part of my
adjournment matter. I ask the minister to act to give a
public undertaking to citizens in the east and south-east
of Melbourne that if he receives that funding from a
Latham government he will divert the entire amount of
$420 million to transport and road projects in that
region. Will the minister provide a specific assurance to
those citizens that he would so do?

Automotive smash repairers: practices
Mr SOMYUREK (Eumemmerring) — I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister for Small
Business concerning the deteriorating relationship
between insurance companies and the smash repair
industry. This is of concern because it has the potential
to put motorists’ lives at risk. The smash repair industry
feels it is being bullied and squeezed by the insurance
companies. I understand insurance companies pay
smash repairers about $23 an hour. This is clearly a
ridiculous amount. Anyone who has tried to engage the
services of a tradesman in Melbourne or anywhere else
in Australia would understand that you will not get a
tradesman for less than $50 an hour.
Compounding the problem of low remuneration for
panel beaters is the fact that insurance companies are
notorious slow payers. Small businesses need a
consistent cash flow, and they are being squeezed by
the insurance companies which are slow payers.
Another financial burden placed on the smash repairers
is the lifetime guarantee that insurers like to advertise
they provide to their consumers. That guarantee is
funded by the smash repairers. A smash repairer is
required to repair cars according to the specifications
and the dictates of the insurance companies but has to
provide the lifetime guarantee to the insurers’
customers.
This sounds like a classic example of big businesses
exploiting and bullying small businesses. Naturally
enough, the corollary of this is that due to having the
squeeze applied to them, smash repairers are forced to
cut corners and ultimately compromise the safety of
Victorians. The federal government has, prudently,
recently announced that it will hold an independent
inquiry into the smash repair industry. I request that the
Minister for Small Business ensure that these issues are
forcefully raised in the government’s submission to this
inquiry.

Boating: ramps
Hon. R. H. BOWDEN (South Eastern) — I seek
the assistance of the Minister for Transport on a matter
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that will be of considerable interest to many Victorians.
With the approach of summer there will be a substantial
increase in the use of Port Phillip Bay, Western Port
and the various recreational waters along the Victorian
coastline by recreational fishermen and boaters. I
suggest to the Minister for Transport that it would be a
good idea if there could be an early review of the
quality of facilities provided for boat launching and
retrieval, particularly at the major boat ramps around
the state. There are situations where the number of
ramps and the parking facilities are becoming
inadequate given the popularity of boating and the
number of boats on the register, which is forever
increasing. It is a good family recreation. I suggest to
the minister that the quality and quantity of the facilities
have not kept up with the needs, particularly from a
safety and access point of view.
As honourable members know, residents of South
Eastern Province, which has the Mornington Peninsula,
Western Port and other popular boating areas within its
borders, bring some of these items to my attention.
Several constituents have suggested to me that the cost
of launching their boats and retrieving them, costs
which are often imposed by councils, is becoming quite
unreasonable. It is not uncommon for launching fees to
be $10 or more, and for people on fixed or modest
incomes $10 or more to launch a boat for a short period
can be a real cost imposition when you consider the
entire cost structure and regimes they need to comply
with.
Many thousands of the fishermen and others who use
the ramps during the course of the summer period do so
early in the morning or late at night, and lighting is a
factor. Most of the ramps do not have adequate lighting,
so it is a safety matter. Will the minister review these
items and take an early look at the situation with the
emphasis on safety so that we can have safe boating?

Responses
Hon. J. M. MADDEN (Minister for Sport and
Recreation) — The Honourable Bill Forwood raised the
matter of the concerns of the Friends of Howqua Hills
regarding mining licence applications, and I shall raise
the matter with the Minister for Environment in the
other place.
Ms Carbines raised the matter of Geelong hospital
emergency department presentations and federal
government support for a bulk-billing clinic in and
around the hospital precinct. I will draw that to the
attention of the Minister for Health in the other place.
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The Honourable Wendy Lovell raised the matter of
Credit Helpline needing support, and I will draw that to
the attention of the Minister for Consumer Affairs.
Ms Hadden raised the matter of wind turbines in the
Clarkes Hill-Dean area, and I will draw that matter to
the attention of the Minister for Planning in the other
place.
The Honourable Bill Baxter raised matters of wild dogs
in north-eastern Victoria and the potential for the
resumption of aerial baiting. I will raise the matter for
the attention of the Minister for Environment in the
other place.
Ms Romanes raised the matter of the Commonwealth
Games and the opportunity of upgrading of Jolimont
station in line with the East Melbourne community
group’s expectations, particularly in relation to
landscaping. I am happy to investigate the potential
options and report directly back to the member.
Hon. Bill Forwood — On a point of order,
President, I know there are people in this place who do
not remember the days when a member stood up and
raised an issue with the minister at the table and the
minister responded properly — he actually took on
board and responded to the matter raised. This is the
way the adjournment debate in this place always
worked until the new rules came in. Now everything
gets flicked off. I put it to the minister that if he is on
top of his portfolio responsibilities and is the minister at
the table and somebody asks him a matter within his
competence — —
The PRESIDENT — Order! Mr Forwood can raise
a point of order but he will not debate it. As I ruled last
evening — and I am not sure whether the member was
here for the adjournment debate last evening — the
way a minister deals with an adjournment issue is a
matter for the minister. That is provided for in the
sessional and standing orders. How the minister deals
with it is a matter for the minister. I ask the minister to
conclude his responses.
Hon. J. M. MADDEN — I can appreciate that the
Honourable Bill Forwood might be cranky at this time
of night, but if he had carefully listened to my answer
he would have appreciated that I am answering the
request by the member. My answer was that I would
investigate options in relation to upgrading the station
and the potential for landscaping.
The Honourable Andrew Olexander raised matters
requiring consideration in relation to the
Mitcham–Frankston freeway, and I will raise this
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matter with the Minister for Transport in the other
place.
The Honourable Adem Somyurek raised the matter of
the pressure placed on the smash repair industry by
insurance companies, and I will draw this to the
attention of the Minister for Small Business.
The Honourable Ron Bowden raised the matter of
Western Port, Port Phillip Bay and general coastal
amenity in relation to recreational boat launching
facilities and other associated infrastructure, and I will
draw this to the attention of the Minister for Transport
in the other place.
Motion agreed to.
House adjourned 10.28 p.m. until Tuesday,
5 October.
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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, 14 September 2004
Treasurer: La Trobe First campaign
1190.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): What
percentage of the $1 million La Trobe First campaign will be allocated specifically to the Tourist
Operators in the La Trobe Valley.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
– The Marketing Advisory Panel developed a Marketing Strategy after wide consultation with the community;
– This strategy has 28 tactics, which did not include funding specifically allocated to Tourist Operators in the
Latrobe Valley, but which did include:
– the development of a tourism/information video - this was produced and distributed to 50 tourism
operators and to all LatrobeFirst ambassadors. In addition other branded promotional materials (eg.
multimedia CD ROMs) have been produced and distributed; and
– The development of weekend packages for niche tourist markets – the Latrobe Council is currently
formulating this project as part of its “Experience Gippsland” campaign, in consultation with tourism groups
and operators;
– A web site that promotes the advantages of the Latrobe Valley as a place to live, work and invest,
www.latrobefirst.com.au, has been launched and is experiencing wide usage;
– Recently, there has been positive media coverage of the campaign and of the Latrobe Valley generally.

Treasurer: La Trobe First campaign
1191.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): What structure
is in place to ensure there is accountability for the money expended in the La Trobe First campaign.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The funds for the marketing campaign have been disbursed to Latrobe City Council by the Department upon
receipt of invoices from the Council, which relate to the expenditure made by the Council in the development and
implementation of the marketing strategy.
The Council is following its normal accounting procedures.
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Treasurer: La Trobe First campaign
1192.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer) How many
people will be employed in the LaTrobe First campaign in the next three years.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Marketing Advisory Panel will continue to assist Latrobe City Council with the continued implementation of
the remaining tactics of the Marketing Strategy and with the ongoing role of the Ambassadors.
The number of people employed to continue the LatrobeFirst campaign will be a decision of Council.

Treasurer: La Trobe First campaign
1193.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): Will the
“Ambassadors” for the La Trobe Valley be paid from the LaTrobe First campaign; if so, at what rate
will they be paid and how will their success be evaluated.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Ambassadors for the Latrobe Valley LatrobeFirst campaign are volunteers, and will not be paid.

Education services: ministerial staff
1280.

THE HON. W. R. BAXTER — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister for
Education Services): Are any members of the Minister’s staff listed in the 2003-04 Victorian
Government Directory, persons who have replaced those listed, or staff engaged since the Directory’s
publication, remunerated by way of consultancy fees in lieu of salary and allowances.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
No members of my staff listed in the 2003-2004 Victorian Government Directory, persons who have replaced those
listed, or staff engaged since the Directory’s publication, are remunerated by way of consultancy fees in lieu of
salary and allowances.

Tourism: ministerial staff
1287.

THE HON. W. R. BAXTER — To ask the Minister for Small Business (for the Minister for
Tourism): Are any members of the Minister’s staff listed in the 2003-04 Victorian Government
Directory, persons who have replaced those listed, or staff engaged since the Directory’s publication,
remunerated by way of consultancy fees in lieu of salary and allowances.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
No members of my staff listed in the 2003-04 Victorian Government Directory, persons who have replaced those
listed, or staff engaged since the Directory’s publication, are remunerated by way of consultancy fees in lieu of
salary and allowances.
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Innovation: publications
1495.

THE HON. GORDON RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business (for the Minister
for Innovation): Since 1 January 2003 to 30 March 2004, what are the details of all publications
produced, indicating in each case the — (i) title; (ii) date of issue/distribution; (iii) cost of production;
(iv) number printed; (v) name of printer; (vi) details of distribution, including numbers and cost; and
(vii) purpose of production.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
For a list of publications produced by the Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development, refer to
the Department’s Annual Report.

Innovation: entertainment expenses
1496.

THE HON. GORDON RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business (for the Minister
for Innovation): Since 1 January 2003 to 30 March 2004 in relation to the Minister’s office and/or
departmental resources used by the Minister:
(a)

What are the details of all entertainment expenses incurred indicating the total costs.

(b)

What are the details of all expenditure over $500 including the — (i) date incurred; (ii) number of
guests; (iii) cost; (iv) purpose; and (v) name of the service provider.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
No entertainment expenses have been incurred in relation to my Innovation portfolio.

Innovation: advertising campaigns
1499.

THE HON. GORDON RICH-PHILLIPS — To ask the Minister for Small Business (for the Minister
for Innovation): Since 1 January 2003 in relation to the Minister’s Department and each agency and
authority within the Minister’s administration, what are the details of all advertising campaigns
indicating the purpose and total costs of each campaign.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
There have been no advertising campaigns administered by the Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional
Development relating to my Innovation portfolio between 1 January 2003 and 30 March 2004 (the date the
question was asked).

Treasurer: fees and charges
1520.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer):
(a)

What are all the fees, fines, levies, charges and taxes that fall under the Treasurer’s portfolio
responsibility.

(b)

What was the level/rate of each of these in October 1999.
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What is the current level/rate of each of these.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Due to the broad nature of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of my office.

Multicultural affairs: fees and charges
1529.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Multicultural
Affairs):
(a)

What are all the fees, fines, levies, charges and taxes that fall under the Minister’s portfolio
responsibility.

(b)

What was the level/rate of each of these in October 1999.

(c)

What is the current level/rate of each these.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Due to the broad nature of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of my office.

Victorian communities: fees and charges
1530.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Victorian
Communities):
(a)

What are all the fees, fines, levies, charges and taxes that fall under the Minister’s portfolio
responsibility.

(b)

What was the level/rate of each of these in October 1999.

(c)

What is the current level/rate of each of these.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Registry of Births Deaths and Marriages
Services and Products
Statutory Fees
Standard birth certificate
Commemorative birth certificate
Death certificate
Marriage certificate
Change of name certificate
Application to register a change of name
Application to add registrable information to entry

Oct 1999
$

Apr 2004
$

17.00
37.00
17.00
17.00
17.00
40.00
40.00

17.50
39.00
17.50
17.50
17.50
41.00
41.00
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Non-Statutory Fees
Registry marriage
Family history index search online (per result page)
Sale of Death Data (Monthly)
CD-Rom and Microfiche Family History Indexes:
Pioneer 1836 - 1888
Federation 1889 - 1901
Edwardian 1902 - 1913
Great War 1914 - 1920
Deaths 1921 - 1985
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135.00
0.99
279.00

154.00*
0.99*
317.0*0

220.00
189.00
189.00
209.00
250.00

250.00*
215.00*
215.00*
237.00*
283.00*

* Includes GST in current fee.
Public Records Office fees are listed on the Victorian Parliament web site (http://www.parliament.vic.gov.au/)
under Public Records Regulations 1992 and 2003 (S.R.No.297/1992 and S.R.No. 141/2003) and the Public
Records Act 1973 sections 16(2), 16(4), 17(8) and 19(1) details the fines for breaches of the Act.

Gaming: fees and charges
1542.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
Gaming):
(a)

What are all the fees, fines, levies, charges and taxes that fall under the Minister’s portfolio
responsibility.

(b)

What was the level/rate of each of these in October 1999.

(c)

What is the current level/rate of each of these.

ANSWER:
I am advised as follows:
Due to the broad nature of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of my office.

Information and communication technology: fees and charges
1545.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Information and Communication Technology:
(a)

What are all the fees, fines, levies, charges and taxes that fall under the Minister’s portfolio
responsibility.

(b)

What was the level/rate of each of these in October 1999.

(c)

What is the current level/rate of each of these.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(a)

There are no fees, fines, levies, charges and taxes that fall under my portfolio responsibility as Minister for
Information and Communication Technology

(b)

Not applicable
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Not applicable

Financial service industry: fees and charges
1546.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Small Business (for the Minister for Financial
Services Industry):
(a)

What are all the fees, fines, levies, charges and taxes that fall under the Minister’s portfolio
responsibility.

(b)

What was the level/rate of each of these in October 1999.

(c)

What is the current level/rate of each of these.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(a)

Programs that fall under the Financial Services Industry Portfolio do not attract fees, fines, levies, charges and
taxes as such, however a range of industry assistance programs require a co contribution from the company
involved. Some conferences and events funded by this department attract a registration charge that varies
according to the nature of the event. Statutory Freedom of Information charges also apply. An application fee
of $20 is charged for each Freedom of Information request lodged with the Department of Innovation,
Industry and Regional Development.

(b) & (c)
With regards to the required co contribution this rate varies from project to project and company to company.
With regards to conferences this also varies from conference to conference or event to event. In reference to
Freedom of Information requests, search, retrieval and copy fee’s may also apply at a rate determined by the
Freedom of Information (Access Charges) Regulations 1993. The member can find further information at
www.iird.vic.gov.au

Manufacturing and export: fees and charges
1548.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Small Business (for the Minister for
Manufacturing and Export):
(a)

What are all the fees, fines, levies, charges and taxes that fall under the Minister’s portfolio
responsibility.

(b)

What was the level/rate of each of these in October 1999.

(c)

What is the current level/rate of each of these.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(a)

Programs that fall under the Manufacturing & Export Portfolio do not attract fees, fines, levies, charges and
taxes as such, however a range of industry assistance programs require a co contribution from the company
involved. Some conferences and events funded by this department attract a registration charge that varies
according to the nature of the event. Statutory Freedom of Information charges also apply. An application fee
of $20 is charged for each Freedom of Information request lodged with the Department of Innovation,
Industry and Regional Development.

(b) & (c)
With regards to the required co contribution this rate varies from project to project and company to company.
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With regards to conferences this also varies from conference to conference or event to event. In reference to
Freedom of Information requests, search, retrieval and copy fee’s may also apply at a rate determined by the
Freedom of Information (Access Charges) Regulations 1993. The member can find further information at
www.iird.vic.gov.au

Tourism: fees and charges
1549.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Small Business (for the Minister for Tourism):
(a)

What are all the fees, fines, levies, charges and taxes that fall under the Minister’s portfolio
responsibility.

(b)

What was the level/rate of each of these in October 1999.

(c)

What is the current level/rate of each of these.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Due to the broad nature of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of my office.

Education services: fees and charges
1554.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister for
Education Services):
(a)

What are all the fees, fines, levies, charges and taxes that fall under the Minister’s portfolio
responsibility.

(b)

What was the level/rate of each of these in October 1999.

(c)

What is the current level/rate of each of these.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
There are very few fees, fines, levies, charges and taxes collected within the area of my portfolio responsibilities.
The few include:
(i)

Rent for teacher housing which varies according to market rates.

(ii)

Security alarm monitoring where fees vary with the nature of the service.

(iii) Notebook computers. A pre-tax contribution is made towards the cost of the departmental lease of a
notebook. In 1999, each notebook recipient contributed $5.75 pre tax per fortnight. The current contribution
rate for a base configuration notebook is $8.40 pre tax per fortnight. Where a teacher elects to receive a
notebook with a higher technical configuration, the contribution rate is $11.70 pre tax per fortnight.

Police and emergency services: fees and charges
1556.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services):
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(a)

What are all the fees, fines, levies, charges and taxes that fall under the Minister’s portfolio
responsibility.

(b)

What was the level/rate of each of these in October 1999.

(c)

What is the current level/rate of each of these.

ANSWER:
I am advised that :
Due to the broad nature of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of my office.

Treasurer: land tax
1570.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer):
(a)

For each year since 1998-99, what is the revenue raised from land tax in each category of owner
paying land tax (e.g. commercial, residential, industrial).

(b)

For each year since 1998-99, what is the number of individual payees from each category of
owner paying land tax (e.g. commercial, residential, industrial).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Land tax is calculated on the aggregate unimproved value of all land owned by the taxpayer.
Information on category of owner is not relevant to the calculation of tax so tax paid is not identified by category of
owner. As a result any breakdown of land tax by category of owner would be arbitrary and not necessarily
represent the actual amount of tax collected in relation to that category of owner.
Accordingly, I am unable to provide the information requested by the Honourable Member.

Treasurer: stamp duty
1571.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer):
(a)

For each year since 1998-99, what is the revenue raised from stamp duty, for — (i) land transfers;
(ii) mortgages; (iii) marketable securities on market; (iv) marketable securities off-market; (v) life
insurance; (vi) non-life insurance; (vii) TAC; (viii) rental businesses; (ix) motor vehicles; (x)
adhesive stamps; (xi) leases; (xii) deeds; (xiii) settlements; (xiv) bookmakers’ turnover tax; (xv)
cattle compensation fund; and (xvi) sheep and goat compensation fund.

(b)

For each year since 1998-99, what is the number of individual payees from each category in (a)
above.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Details of the 2004-05 budget estimate and the 2003-04 revised estimate are contained in the 2004-05 Budget Paper
No. 4 (page 121). Details of the 2002-03 actual outcomes are provided in the 2002-03 Financial Report.
Information for previous financial years is also provided publicly in Australian Bureau of Statistics publications
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(Taxation Revenue Australia 5506.0), Department of Treasury and Finance annual reports, State Revenue Office
annual reports and annual financial statements and reports.
Taxpayers
1.

Land Transfers, Mortgages, Leases, Off Market Share Transfers, Settlements and Deeds

1998-99
1999-00
2000-01
2001-02
2002-03

Land
Transfers
191,994
218,179
196,498
230,733
218,280

Mortgages
319,551
347,604
326,396
405,881
433,596

2003-04 (Jul-Apr)

179,431

382,027

Leases
30,268
32,601
30,697
558
37

Off Market
Share
Transfers
64,193
62,528
60,694
22,299
1,098

Settlements
10,497
8,479
4,906
10,576
14,417

Deeds
3,718
84
125
18
-

16

54

14,903

-

Note: information relates to the number of transactions processed, and does not equate to number of taxpayers.
2.

Transport Accident Commission

Under s210 of the Duties Act 2000 the Transport Accident Commission (TAC) is the taxpayer for the duty. Hence
there is only one taxpayer for the payment of stamp duty on compulsory third party premiums.
However under s109 (4A) of the Transport Accident Act 1986 the TAC may require the owner of a registered
motor vehicle to pay an amount equal to the value of the stamp duty.
The total number of vehicles registered in Victoria (including heavy vehicles) is:

1998-99
1999-00
2000-01
2001-02
2002-03
3.

Number of
vehicles
registered
3,797,759
3,901,187
3,986,694
4,126,761
4,243,834

Motor Vehicles

Until 1 July 2002, motor vehicle stamp duty was paid to two bodies:
– the SRO for vehicles which were sold by registered used car dealers. The dealers had to submit monthly returns
but not disclose the number of vehicle transactions. There were around 2000 registered dealers
– VicRoads for all other transactions. The number of VicRoads transactions were:
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2000-01
2001-02
2002-03
4.
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Number of
vehicles
registered
287,750
277,903
297,490
299,142
305,059

Rental duty, Cattle Compensation Fund, Sheep and Goat Compensation Fund, Non-life insurance and Life
Insurance

The following are estimates of registered persons:
– Rental duty
2001-02
2002-03
2003-04

1 571 registered persons
1 564 registered persons
1 548 registered persons

– Cattle compensation fund
2001-02
2002-03

106 registered persons
109 registered persons

– Sheep and goat compensation fund
2001-02
2003-04

74 registered persons
77 registered persons

– Non-life insurance
2001-02
2002-03
2003-04

275 registered persons
308 registered persons
325 registered persons

– Life insurance
2001-02
2002-03
2003-04

47 registered persons
47 registered persons
47 registered persons

Under the Duties Act 2000 it is the registered person (e.g. insurance company, stock agent etc) who is legally the
taxpayer. However the taxpayers can recover the amount of tax from, for example, policy holders.
For the period prior to 2001-02 I am advised that extraction of this data will be very time consuming and would
place an unreasonable burden on the time and resources of my office.
Also 2003-04 data has not been provided for the cattle compensation fund and the sheep and goat compensation
fund due to the small amounts involved.
5. Other
– On market marketable securities duty was abolished from 1 July 2001.
– Bookmakers turnover tax was abolished from 3 July 2000.
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– Adhesive duty stamps are sold over the counter – information is collected on the value of stamps sold rather than
the number of purchasers.
Accordingly, I am unable to provide the information requested by the Honourable Member.

Racing: fees and charges
1583.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
Racing):
(a)

What are all the fees, fines, levies, charges and taxes that fall under the Minister’s portfolio
responsibility.

(b)

What was the level/rate of each of these in October 1999.

(c)

What is the current level/rate of each of these.

ANSWER:
I am advised that:
Due to the broad nature of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of my office.

Treasurer: Federation Square Management Pty Ltd — debt
1589.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In relation to
Federation Square Management Pty Ltd:
(a)

On what date was the decision made to reclassify a $14.2 million loan to ‘forgiveness of debt’.

(b)

What was the reason/s for this decision.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(a)

The Treasurer’s approval to convert Federation Square Management Pty Ltd’s $14.2M repayable advance to
a grant was a contingency provision provided to the Project in March 2002. As identified in the Auditor
General’s 2002 Report, the conversion of the repayable advance was to be provided if and when the project
required the funding. This repayable advance was converted by the Treasurer in February 2003.

(b)

This decision was made following FSM’s advice to the State that, as a result of the delay in the completion of
the remaining elements of the Square, the worst case contingency would be required.

State and regional development: Federation Square Management Pty Ltd — debt
1593.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Small Business (for the Minister for
State and Regional Development): In relation to Federation Square Management Pty Ltd:
(a)

On what date was the decision made to reclassify a $14.2 million loan to ‘forgiveness of debt’.

(b)

What was the reason/s for this decision.

I am informed as follows:
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(1)

The Treasurer’s approval to convert Federation Square Management Pty Ltd’s $14.2M repayable advance to
a grant was a contingency provision provided to the Project in March 2002. As identified in the Auditor
General’s 2002 Report, the conversion of the repayable advance was to be provided if and when the project
required the funding. This repayable advance was converted by the Treasurer in February 2003.

(2)

This decision was made following FSM’s advice to the State that, as a result of the delay in the completion of
the remaining elements of the Square, the worst case contingency would be required.

Financial services: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd — exemptions
1609.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Small Business (for the Minister for
Financial Services): In relation to Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd:
(a)

Since 20 October 1999, how many jobs awarded to the company were exempted from the
Victorian Government Purchasing Board.

(b)

On what grounds were the exemptions given.

(c)

Was a certificate of exemption issued.

(d)

Who signed the documents granting exemption.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Since 20 October 1999, the Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development has awarded no jobs to
the firm Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd., which were exempt from the Victorian Government Purchasing Board.

Information and communication technology: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd — exemptions
1613.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Information and Communication
Technology: In relation to Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd:
(a)

Since 20 October 1999, how many jobs awarded to the company were exempted from the
Victorian Government Purchasing Board.

(b)

On what grounds were the exemptions given.

(c)

Was a certificate of exemption issued.

(d)

Who signed the documents granting exemption.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Since 20 October 1999 the Department of Infrastructure has awarded no jobs to the firm Shannon's Way which
were exempted from the Victorian Government Purchasing Board.

Manufacturing and export: Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd — exemptions
1618.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Small Business (for the Minister for
Manufacturing and Export): In relation to Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd:
(a)

Since 20 October 1999, how many jobs awarded to the company were exempted from the
Victorian Government Purchasing Board.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Since 20 October 1999, the Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development has awarded no jobs to
the firm Shannon’s Way Pty Ltd., which were exempt from the Victorian Government Purchasing Board.

Treasurer: stamp duty — Brighton
1662.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): What was
the dollar amount of stamp duty collected for the years 2001-02, 2002-03 and 2003-04 (so far) from the
suburbs of Brighton (Postcode: 3186) and Brighton East (Postcode: 3187).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Stamp duty on land transfers is charged at either a flat rate or an ad valorem rate based on the value of the
transaction. The amount of duty payable is not dependent on the location of the property being transferred or the
nature of any business being conducted either by the vendor or purchaser.
In the majority of cases, the duty is assessed by a person who is authorised by the State Revenue Office to stamp
documents and collect the duty on its behalf. Typically the authorised persons are the financial institutions,
solicitors and legal firms who act as intermediaries for the vendor or purchaser.
With respect to these transactions, the State Revenue Office does not require the authorised person to provide any
information with respect to the nature or location of the property on which the duty is assessed.
Accordingly, I am unable to provide the answer to the Honourable Member’s question.

Corrections: indigenous issues unit
1678.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Corrections): In view of recent reports indicating that Victorian indigenous adults are 10.5 times
more likely to be imprisoned than non-indigenous adults:
(a)

At what stage of implementation are the programs of the Indigenous Issues Unit of the
Department of Justice in dealing with this group.

(b)

How is the effectiveness of the Koori Justice magazine measure in terms of providing programs
that directly deal with this group.

ANSWER:
I am advised that / as follows:
a.)

The Indigenous Issues Unit is responsible for coordinating development and implementation of the Victorian
Aboriginal Justice Agreement, across both the Victorian Government and the Koori community. For the last
two consecutive years the Department of Justice, with direction and leadership from the Unit, has been
acknowledged by Victoria's private and public employers for its employment initiatives.
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Further information on the progress of these programs can be found through publicly available sources such
as the Koori Justice magazine.
b.)

Although the Koori Justice magazine does provide very useful information, it does not implement or deliver
programs. As the title suggests it is a magazine, not a program provider.

Aged care: nursing homes — young residents
1696.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care: How many young people were
in Victorian nursing homes when the Government began its first term and how many were there as at 17
June 2003 and 4 May 2004.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The matters raised in the question do not fall under my portfolio responsibilities. Given the system wide nature of
the information sought it would be more appropriate to access information from the Commonwealth data set under
the auspice of the relevant Commonwealth agency.
To the extent of the State’s responsibility for this matter, the responsible Minister is the Minister for Community
Services, to whom this question should be addressed.

Corrections: home detention program.
1705.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Corrections): In relation to HM Prison Ararat, HM Prison Barwon, HM Prison Beechworth, HM
Prison Bendigo, HM Prison Dhurringile, HM Prison Langi Kal Kal, HM Prison Loddon, HM Prison
Tarrengower, HM Prison Won Wron, Fulham Correctional Centre, Dame Phyllis Frost Centre and Port
Phillip Prison for the period 1 March 2004 to 31 March 2004:
(a)

What was the total number of prisoners undertaking the Home Detention Program.

(b)

What was the total number of female prisoners undertaking the Program.

(c)

What was the total number of male prisoners undertaking the Program.

ANSWER:
I am advised that / as follows:
This question has already been asked by the Honourable Member - Question on Notice No. 1666. There is a slight
difference in the date for part a, however the response remains the same.

Transport: wire rope barriers
1725.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport):
(a)

How many new installations of wire rope barriers along freeways or other roads have occurred in
2003-04 to date.

(b)

What was the location and cost of each installation.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised, the answer is:
In 2003-2004, to 12 May 2004, wire rope barrier was installed in Victoria as follows:
At all piers supporting bridges over the Hume Freeway from north of Craigieburn to Seymour (10 sites), at a cost
of $150,000. The locations are presented in the table below.
Location

Northern Highway entry ramp
Access bridge
Arkells Road overpass
Broadford-Wallan Road overpass
Mia Mia Road overpass
Strath Creek Road overpass
Broadford exit overpass
Northwood Road overpass
Gantry at Goulburn Valley Highway exit
Goulburn Valley Highway overpass

Approximate Distance from
Melbourne
(Km)
42.2
43.4
51.6
62.6
70.0
71.9
73.2
95.9
99.3
99.9

Treasurer: workplace bullying
1738.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer):
(a)

How many cases of bullying in the workplace have been reported to each department or agency
under the responsibility of the Treasurer between 1 January and 31 December 2003.

(b)

How many of these claims resulted in WorkCover cases being established.

(c)

What was the total cost of WorkCover claims for bullying in the workplace for each department or
agency under the responsibility of the Treasurer between 1 January and 31 December 2003.

(d)

What has been the dollar increase in premiums for each individual Department or agency due to
claims for bullying in the workplace.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
a)

For the Department of Treasury and Finance and its direct agencies which are the State Revenue Office and
the Essential Services Commission, there has been one case reported in the time period referred to. In relation
to the other Department of Treasury and Finance agencies the amount of work required to collate this
information would impose an excessive burden on the resources of my Department.

b)

Nil

c)

Nil

d)

Nil
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Health: workplace bullying
1743.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health):
(a)

How many cases of bullying in the workplace have been reported to each department or agency
under the responsibility of the Minister between 1 January and 31 December 2003.

(b)

How many of these claims resulted in WorkCover cases being established.

(c)

What was the total cost of WorkCover claims for bullying in the workplace for each department or
agency under the responsibility of the Minister between 1 January and 31 December 2003.

(d)

What has been the dollar increase in premiums for each individual Department or agency due to
claims for bullying in the workplace.

ANSWER:
Due to the broad nature of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of the Department of Human Services.

Women’s affairs: workplace bullying
1752.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Women’s Affairs):
(a)

How many cases of bullying in the workplace have been reported to each department or agency
under the responsibility of the Minister between 1 January and 31 December 2003.

(b)

How many of these claims resulted in WorkCover cases being established.

(c)

What was the total cost of WorkCover claims for bullying in the workplace for each department or
agency under the responsibility of the Minister between 1 January and 31 December 2003.

(d)

What has been the dollar increase in premiums for each individual Department or agency due to
claims for bullying in the workplace.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The answer is Nil.

Attorney-General: workplace bullying
1756.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the AttorneyGeneral):
(a)

How many cases of bullying in the workplace have been reported to each department or agency
under the responsibility of the Attorney-General between 1 January and 31 December 2003.

(b)

How many of these claims resulted in WorkCover cases being established.

(c)

What was the total cost of WorkCover claims for bullying in the workplace for each department or
agency under the responsibility of the Attorney-General between 1 January and 31 December
2003.

(d)

What has been the dollar increase in premiums for each individual Department or agency due to
claims for bullying in the workplace.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
a)

There have been 5 cases of bullying formally lodged with the Department of Justice between 1 January 2003
and 31 December 2003. To conduct a search of all statutory bodies under my administration would be an
unreasonable diversion of my department’s resources.

b)

None of the cases reported to the department resulted in the lodgement of a WorkCover claim.

c)

N/A

d)

N/A

Education and training: workplace bullying
1764.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister for
Education and Training):
(a)

How many cases of bullying in the workplace have been reported to each department or agency
under the responsibility of the Minister between 1 January and 31 December 2003.

(b)

How many of these claims resulted in WorkCover cases being established.

(c)

What was the total cost of WorkCover claims for bullying in the workplace for each department or
agency under the responsibility of the Minister between 1 January and 31 December 2003.

(d)

What has been the dollar increase in premiums for each individual Department or agency due to
claims for bullying in the workplace.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities and should be directed to the Minister for Education
Services.

Small business: workplace bullying
1766.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Small Business:
(a)

How many cases of bullying in the workplace have been reported to each department or agency
under the responsibility of the Minister between 1 January and 31 December 2003.

(b)

How many of these claims resulted in WorkCover cases being established.

(c)

What was the total cost of WorkCover claims for bullying in the workplace for each department or
agency under the responsibility of the Minister between 1 January and 31 December 2003.

(d)

What has been the dollar increase in premiums for each individual Department or agency due to
claims for bullying in the workplace.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(a)

Three cases were reported to the Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional Development between 1
January 2003 and 31 December 2003.
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(b)

All three cases were successfully mediated and required no recourse to formal notification.

(c)

Nil

(d)

Nil

Information and communication technology: workplace bullying
1777.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Information and Communication Technology:
(a)

How many cases of bullying in the workplace have been reported to each department or agency
under the responsibility of the Minister between 1 January and 31 December 2003.

(b)

How many of these claims resulted in WorkCover cases being established.

(c)

What was the total cost of WorkCover claims for bullying in the workplace for each department or
agency under the responsibility of the Minister between 1 January and 31 December 2003.

(d)

What has been the dollar increase in premiums for each individual Department or agency due to
claims for bullying in the workplace.

ANSWER:
In regards to my portfolio, the answer is:
Between the 1 January and 31 December 2003 there were no reported cases of bullying in the workplace within
Multimedia Victoria and the Office of the Chief Information Officer.

Corrections: prisoners — unemployed
1779.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Corrections): In relation to the unemployed being over-represented in the adult population of
Victorian jails:
(a)

What programs linked within the prison system is specifically tailored for unemployed adult
prisoners.

(b)

How did the level of funding determine the availability for such programs in 2002-03.

ANSWER:
I am advised that / as follows:
In the 2001-2002 Budget $334.5 million was allocated over four years to implement the Corrections Long Term
Management Strategy. This strategy is a balanced, long-term response to a rise in prisoner population. A key
component of this strategy is the implementation of a range of diversion and rehabilitation programs that target
reducing re-offending.
Information on the range of programs is publicly available from Corrections Victoria.
I note that programs targeting unemployed adult prisoners did not feature in Opposition Policy prior to the 2002
election. I understand that this was because the Liberal Party did not have a Corrections Policy.

Corrections: home detention program
1780.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Corrections): In relation to HM Prison Ararat, HM Prison Barwon, HM Prison Beechworth, HM
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Prison Bendigo, HM Prison Dhurringile, HM Prison Langi Kal Kal, HM Prison Loddon, HM Prison
Tarrengower, HM Prison Won Wron, Fulham Correctional Centre, Dame Phyllis Frost Centre and Port
Phillip Prison for the period 1 April 2004 to 30 April 2004:
(a)

What was the total number of prisoners undertaking the Home Detention Program.

(b)

What was the total number of female prisoners undertaking the Program.

(c)

What was the total number of male prisoners undertaking the Program.

ANSWER:
I am advised that / as follows:
In the 2001-2002 Budget $334.5 million was allocated over four years to implement the Corrections Long Term
Management Strategy. This strategy is a balanced, long-term response to a rise in prisoner population. A key
component of this strategy is the implementation of a range of diversion and rehabilitation programs that target
reducing re-offending. Home detention is one of these programs.
Information on the Home Detention Program has recently been publicised in the media, and is also publicly
available from Corrections Victoria.
I note that reducing re-offending did not feature in Opposition Policy prior to the 2002 election. I understand that
this was because the Liberal Party did not even have a Corrections Policy.

Arts: performance measures — regional touring
1782.

THE HON. ANDREW OLEXANDER — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to page 187 of Budget Paper No. 3 of the 2004-05 Victorian State Budget,
which 8 destinations have been removed from the performance measure of the “Access to diverse range
of supported projects: number of regional touring Victoria destinations”.

ANSWER:
A total of 58 actual regional Touring Victoria destinations in 2002/03 is a measure of this important program overachieving against its target. The Labor Government has delivered its commitment to regional Victoria with
continued funding as part of a 2002 State Election commitment to regional touring. The Sharing the Arts program
has in fact exceeded expectations.

Aboriginal affairs: Somerville secondary college campus
1785.

THE HON. RON BOWDEN — To ask the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: Has the Government
agreed to compensate the people of the Victorian Boonerwrung Elders Land Council Aboriginal
Corporation, the Bunrong Land Council Aboriginal Corporation, the Wurundjeri Tribe Land
Compensation and Cultural Heritage Council Inc or any other interested group, for allowing the
Somerville Secondary College Campus to be built; if so, in what form will this compensation take.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This question should be referred to the Honourable Minister for Education Services, who has portfolio
responsibility for this matter.
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Aboriginal affairs: Somerville secondary college campus
1787.

THE HON. RON BOWDEN — To ask the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: In relation to the
Somerville Secondary College Campus:
(a)

What agreement exists between the Government and the representatives of the Victorian
Boonerwrung Elders Land Council Aboriginal Corporation, the Bunrong Land Council
Aboriginal Corporation, the Wurundjeri Tribe Land Compensation and Cultural Heritage Council
Inc and any other interested group.

(b)

What payments has the Government made or agreed to make with any of the representatives of
the groups in (a) above.

(c)

What changes to the school design will be made as a result of any such agreements with the
Government.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This question should be referred to the Honourable Minister for Education Services, who has portfolio
responsibility for this matter.

Corrections: Port Phillip Prison
1804.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Corrections): Is Port Phillip Prison considered a long term maximum security prison.

ANSWER:
I am advised that / as follows:
This information is publicly available on the Department of Justice web site.

Planning: Builders Practitioners Board
1810.

THE HON. CHRIS STRONG — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
Planning): In relation to the Builders’ Practitioners Board established under the Building Act 1993 for
2001, 2002, 2003 and 2004, respectively:
(a)

What was the number of determinations of the Board for each of the sub-sections 179 (1)(a) to (h)
of the Act.

(b)

What was the number of decisions the Board has made in each of the sub-sections 179 (2(a) to (f)
of the Act.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This information can be obtained from the Annual Reports of the Building Commission and the Building
Commission’s web site www.buildingcommission.com.au.
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Planning: domestic building disputes
1811.

THE HON. CHRIS STRONG — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the Minister for
Planning): In relation to section 200 (7E) of the Building Act 1993 for 2002, 2003 and 2004,
respectively:
(a)

What amounts have been paid out of the Domestic Building Dispute Account to the Domestic
Builders’ Fund and the Building Permit Levy Account.

(b)

What amounts have been paid out of the Domestic Builders’ Fund and the Building Permit Levy
Account.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This information can be obtained from the Annual Reports of the Building Commission and the web site of the
Building Commission www.buildingcommission.com.au.

Consumer affairs: domestic building disputes
1812.

THE HON. CHRIS STRONG — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to the
Domestic Building Contracts (Conciliation and Dispute Resolution) Act 2002, for 2002, 2003 and 2004,
respectively:
(a)

What was the number of building owners who are a party to a domestic building dispute that have
made a complaint to the Director about any matter concerning that dispute (section 43B).

(b)

What was the number of complaints that have been referred to a domestic building dispute
conciliator by the Director (section 43C).

(c)

What was the number of instances that the Director has instituted proceedings on behalf of a
building owner (section 43D).

(d)

What was the number of instances that the Director has defended proceedings brought against a
building owner (section 43D).

(e)

What was the number of instances that the Director has appointed an inspector to examine
building works that are subject to a domestic building dispute (section 43F).

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
2002 (1 SEPTEMBER 2002 - 31 DECEMBER 2002)
a)

The number of building owners who were a party to a domestic building dispute and made a complaint to the
Director about any matter concerning that dispute under s.43B was 43.

b)

The number of complaints that were referred to a domestic building dispute conciliator by the Director under
s.43C was 43.

c)

There were no instances where the Director has instituted proceedings on behalf of a building owner under
s.43D.

d)

There were no instances where the Director has defended proceedings brought against a building owner under
s.43D.
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The Director requested the appointment of an inspector to examine building works that are subject to a
domestic building dispute under s.43F on 1 occasion.

2003 (1 JANUARY 2003 - 31 DECEMBER 2003)
a)

The number of building owners who were a party to a domestic building dispute and made a complaint to the
Director about any matter concerning that dispute under s.43B was 619.

b)

The number of complaints that were referred to a domestic building dispute conciliator by the Director under
s.43C was 619.

c)

There were no instances where the Director has instituted proceedings on behalf of a building owner under
s.43D.

d)

There were no instances where the Director has defended proceedings brought against a building owner under
s.43D.

e)

The Director requested the appointment of an inspector to examine building works that are subject to a
domestic building dispute under s.43F on 37 occasions.

2004 (1 JANUARY 2004 - 30 MAY 2004)
a)

The number of building owners who were a party to a domestic building dispute and made a complaint to the
Director about any matter concerning that dispute under s.43B were 411.

b)

The number of complaints that were referred to a domestic building dispute conciliator by the Director under
s.43C was 411.

c)

There were no instances where the Director has instituted proceedings on behalf of a building owner under
s.43D.

d)

There were no instances where the Director has defended proceedings brought against a building owner under
s.43D.

e)

The Director requested the appointment of an inspector to examine building works that are subject to a
domestic building dispute under s.43F on 40 occasions.

Agriculture: Melbourne Wholesale Fruit and Vegetable Market
1814.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister for
Agriculture): In relation to the redevelopment and relocation of the Melbourne Wholesale Fruit and
Vegetable Market:
(a)

On what date will a decision be made relating to the new site for the Market.

(b)

Has a business case study for remaining on the existing site been undertaken; if so, what were the
results; if not, why.

(c)

Will the Minister guarantee that no wholesaler currently operating at the market will be worse off
from the relocation.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(a)

A decision on a new site for the redevelopment and relocation of the Melbourne Markets will be taken
following receipt of the business case, which is expected in December 2004. No precise date can be given at
this stage.

(b)

A series of studies was undertaken during 2001 and 2002, under the general direction of a Melbourne Market
Authority/Government Steering Committee, to examine redevelopment of the current site and relocation to a
greenfields site.
The redevelopment cost would be considerable, but the site would still reach capacity by 2011/12. The
Steering Committee concluded that it was economically inefficient to commit this funding to a short-term
solution, and that the long term viability of the market required that the market be relocated.

(c)

The business case will provide a realistic assessment of the financial outcomes for wholesalers as a group.
Wholesalers will benefit from a vastly improved facility and it is expected that the wholesalers as well as the
retailers, other market participants and the Victorian Community will benefit from the relocation.

Premier: advertising expenditure
1824.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Premier): In
relation to the Department of Premier and Cabinet:
(a)

What was the advertising expenditure in 1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, respectively.

(b)

What was the credit card expenditure in 1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, respectively.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In relation to the Department of Premier and Cabinet:
a)

advertising expenditure is compiled on a calendar year basis and is as follows:
2000: $2.575m
2001: $3.792m
2002: $3.923m
2003: $4.105m

b)

the credit card expenditure is as follows:
1999 – 2000: $116329.00
2000 – 2001: $138770.00
2001 – 2002: $106100.00
2002 – 2003: $ 79931.00

Aged care: rural and regional health and aged care services division — advertising expenditure
1825.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care: In relation to the Rural
and Regional Health & Aged Care Services Division within the Department of Human Services:
(a)

What was the advertising expenditure in 1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, respectively.

(b)

What was the credit card expenditure in 1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, respectively.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Due to the broad nature of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of the Department of Human Services.
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Aged care: metropolitan health and aged care services division — advertising expenditure
1827.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care: In relation to the
Metropolitan Health and Aged Care Services Division within the Department of Human Services:
(a)

What was the advertising expenditure in 1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, respectively.

(b)

What was the credit card expenditure in 1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, respectively.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Due to the broad nature of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of the Department of Human Services.

Community services: Department of Human Services — advertising expenditure
1829.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to the Department of Human Services:
(a)

What was the advertising expenditure in 1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, respectively.

(b)

What was the credit card expenditure in 1999-2000, 2000-01, 2001-02 and 2002-03, respectively.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Due to the broad nature of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of the Department of Human Services.

Environment: deer — hound attacks
1834.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Environment): How many instances of hounds attacking deers, between 7 August 2002 and 24 April
2004, were — (i) recorded, (ii) investigated; (iii) confirmed; and (iv) prosecuted.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Between 7 August 2002 and 24 April 2004, two incidents of scent-trailing hounds attacking Sambar Deer were
reported to the Department. Both of these incidents were investigated by authorised officers of the Department and
witness statements were taken. The first incident was not prosecuted as the witnesses did not obtain any
information relevant to the identity of the hound owners.
Five hunters involved in the second incident were prosecuted for a number of offences including their hounds
attacking deer. During court proceedings a plea agreement was reached after an approach from the defence. It was
agreed that all offenders would plead guilty to the offence of illegally hunting with hounds on private property and
one offender would plead guilty to destroying Sambar Deer with an illegal weapon [ a knife] if it was agreed to
withdraw the other charges including those in relation to hounds attacking deer. The Department agreed to this
offer. One offender was convicted and fined $700.00 in aggregate penalty for both offences while the other four
were each given an undertaking to be of good behaviour for 12 months without conviction and required to pay
$200.00 to the court fund. All had costs awarded against them [between $810.00 and $901.00 each].
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Aged care: nursing homes — bed costs
1835.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What is the average cost of maintaining a single bed in a State owned nursing home with 30 beds
and 60 beds, respectively.

(b)

What is the average cost of maintaining a single bed in a State owned nursing home.

(c)

What is the average cost of maintaining a single bed in a State owned low care residential facility
with 30 beds and 60 beds, respectively.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

The Department does not collect the average costs for maintaining a single bed in State owned nursing homes
with 30 and 60 beds respectively.

(b)

The Department does not collect the average cost for maintaining a single bed in State owned nursing homes.

(c)

The Department does not collect the average cost for maintaining a single bed in State owned low care
residential facilities with 30 beds and 60 beds respectively.

Due to the broad nature of the question the resources required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of the Department.

Aged care: palliative care services
1836.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What is the planned level of increases to funding by the Government for palliative care services
over the next 3 years.

(b)

What is the Minister’s strategy to address the growing demand for palliative care services.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The matters raised in the question do not fall under my portfolio responsibilities. The question should be directed to
the responsible Minister for Health.

Aged care: psychogeriatric services
1837.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What is the planned level of increases to funding by the Government for psycho geriatric services
over the next 3 years.

(b)

What is the Minister’s strategy to address the growing demand for psycho geriatric services.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Government is planning to expand Aged Persons Mental Health residential services in response to the growth
in the aged population.
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Other matters raised in the question do not fall under my portfolio responsibilities and should be directed to the
Minister for Health.

Aged care: respite services
1838.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What is the planned level of increases to funding by the Government for aged care respite services
over the next 3 years.

(b)

What is the Minister’s strategy to address the growing demand for aged care respite services.

ANSWER:
(a)

Respite services are funded through the Home and Community Care (HACC) Program and the Support for
Carers Program (SCP). At this time, growth in the HACC Program is determined by the Australian
Government, and funds for different activities are allocated to regional and state priorities. Therefore I cannot
indicate increases to funding for aged care respite services over the next 3 years.

(b)

The Department of Human Services Aged Care Branch is currently trialling options for the delivery of more
innovative and creative flexible respite to meet the aged care respite service needs of families, carers and care
recipients. Four projects are being funded in Southern Metropolitan Region (Brotherhood of St Laurence),
Loddon Mallee Region (Bendigo Health), Gippsland Region (LaTrobe Community Health Service) and
North and West Metropolitan Region (City of Darebin in partnership with others) at $60,000 each. This will
inform future service delivery models to best meet respite needs.

Education and training: Adult, Community and Further Education Board — stress-related leave
1843.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Education and Training): In relation to staff members of the Adult, Community and Further
Education Board on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii)
estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
In 2002-2003 none of the 19 staff members of the Adult, Community and Further Education Board took any
WorkCover leave for stress related medical conditions.
Employees are not required to report the nature of illnesses when taking sick leave.

Education and training: Merit Protection Board — stress-related leave
1844.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Education and Training): In relation to staff members of the Merit Protection Board on stress related
leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of
staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Minister for Education Services is responsible for matters concerning Merit Protection Boards.
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Education and training: Registered Schools Board — stress-related leave
1845.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Education and Training): In relation to staff members of the Registered Schools Board on stress
related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total
number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
In 2002-2003 none of the 8 staff members of the Registered Schools Board took any WorkCover leave for stress
related medical conditions.
Employees are not required to report the nature of illnesses when taking sick leave.

Education and training: Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Authority Board — stress-related
leave
1846.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Education and Training): In relation to staff members of the Victorian Curriculum and Assessment
Authority Board on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii)
estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
In 2002-2003 none of the 158 staff members of the Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Authority Board took
any WorkCover leave for stress related medical conditions.
Employees are not required to report the nature of illnesses when taking sick leave.

Education and training: Victorian Institute of Teaching — stress-related leave
1847.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Education and Training): In relation to staff members of the Victorian Institute of Teaching on stress
related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total
number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
In 2002-03, no staff who were direct employees of the Victorian Institute of Teaching reported taking leave for
stress related medical conditions.
Employees are not required to report the nature of illnesses when taking sick leave.

Education and training: Victorian Learning and Employment Skills Commission — stress-related
leave
1848.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Education and Training): In relation to staff members of the Victorian Learning and Employment
Skills Commission on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii)
estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
In 2002-2003 none of the 3 staff members of the Victorian Learning and Employment Skills Commission took any
WorkCover leave for stress related medical conditions.
Employees are not required to report the nature of illnesses when taking sick leave.

Education and training: Victorian Qualifications Authority — stress-related leave
1849.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Education and Training): In relation to staff members of the Victorian Qualifications Authority on
stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii)
total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
In 2002-2003 none of the 24 staff members of the Victorian Qualifications Authority took any WorkCover leave
for stress related medical conditions.
Employees are not required to report the nature of illnesses when taking sick leave.

Education and training: Victorian Schools Innovation Commission — stress-related leave
1850.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Education and Training): In relation to staff members of the Victorian Schools Innovation
Commission on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated
cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
In 2002-03, no staff who were direct employees of the Victorian Schools Innovation Commission reported taking
leave for stress related medical conditions.
Employees are not required to report the nature of illnesses when taking sick leave.

Education and training: Council of Adult Education — stress-related leave
1851.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Education and Training): In relation to staff members of the Council of Adult Education on stress
related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total
number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
In 2002-03, no staff who were direct employees of the Council of Adult Education reported taking leave for stress
related medical conditions.
Employees are not required to report the nature of illnesses when taking sick leave.
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Transport: VicRoads — stress-related leave
1862.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to staff members of VicRoads on stress related leave in 2002-03,
what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised, the answer is:
Details of stress related WorkCover claims in relation to VicRoads staff members, registered in 2002 - 03 were: (i)
days taken: 606; (ii) estimated cost: $128,842 (iii) Total number of staff involved - 7.

Small business: Small Business Commissioner — stress-related leave
1878.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Small Business: In relation to staff
members of the Office of the Small Business Commissioner on stress related leave in 2002-03, what
was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The answer is nil.

State and regional development: Overseas Projects Corporation of Victoria — stress-related leave
1882.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Small Business (for the Minister
for State and Regional Development): In relation to staff members of the Overseas Projects Corporation
of Victoria on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated
cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
(i)

3 days

(ii)

$920

(iii) One person

Consumer affairs: Business Licensing Authority — stress-related leave
1900.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
staff members of the Business Licensing Authority on stress related leave 2002-03, what was the — (i)
number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.
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Consumer affairs: Coordinating Council on Control of Liquor Abuse — stress-related leave
1901.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
staff members of the Coordinating Council on Control of Liquor Abuse on stress related leave in
2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff
involved.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Defence Reserves Re-Employment Board — stress-related leave
1902.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
staff members of the Defence Reserves Re-Employment Board on stress related leave in 2002-03, what
was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Estate Agents Council — stress-related leave
1904.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
staff members of the Estate Agents Council on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i)
number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Motor Car Traders Guarantee Fund Claims Committee — stress-related leave
1908.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
staff members of the Motor Car Traders Guarantee Fund Claims Committee on stress related leave in
2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff
involved.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.
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Consumer affairs: Patriotic Funds Council — stress-related leave
1909.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
staff members of the Patriotic Funds Council on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i)
number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Prostitution Control Act Advisory Committee — stress-related leave
1910.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
staff members of the Prostitution Control Act Advisory Committee on stress related leave in 2002-03,
what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Residential Tenancies Bond Authority — stress-related leave
1912.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
staff members of the Residential Tenancies Bond Authority on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was
the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Premier: Office of Public Employment — stress-related leave
1922.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Premier): In
relation to staff members of the Office of Public Employment on stress related leave in 2002-03, what
was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There were no staff members of the Office of Public Employment on stress leave in 2002 – 03, therefore:
I.
Nil
II. Nil
III. Nil
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Premier: Office of the Chief Parliamentary Council — stress-related leave
1923.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Premier): In
relation to staff members of the Office of the Chief Parliamentary Council on stress related leave in
2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff
involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There were no staff members of the Office of the Chief Parliamentary Council on stress leave in 2002 – 03,
therefore:
I.

Nil

II.

Nil

III. Nil

Premier: Australia Day Committee (Victoria) — stress-related leave
1924.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Premier): In
relation to staff members of the Australia Day Committee (Victoria) on stress related leave in 2002-03,
what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There were no staff members of the Australia Day Committee (Victoria) on stress leave in 2002 – 03, therefore:
I.
Nil
II. Nil
III. Nil

Premier: Public Service Medal Committee (Victoria) — stress-related leave
1925.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Premier): In
relation to staff members of the Public Service Medal Committee (Victoria) on stress related leave in
2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff
involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There were no staff members of the Public Service Medal Committee on stress leave in 2002 – 03, therefore:
I.
Nil
II. Nil
III. Nil
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Premier: Victoria/New South Wales Border Anomalies Committee — stress-related leave
1926.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Premier): In
relation to staff members of the Victoria/New South Wales Border Anomalies Committee on stress
related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total
number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There were no staff members of the Victoria/New South Wales Border Anomalies Committee on stress leave in
2002 – 03, therefore:
I.
Nil
II. Nil
III. Nil

Victorian communities: Victorian Grants Commission — stress-related leave
1938.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Victorian Communities): In relation to staff members of the Victorian Grants Commission on stress
related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total
number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This question should be referred to the Honourable Minister for Local Government, who has portfolio
responsibility for this matter.

Multicultural affairs: Victorian Multicultural Commission — stress-related leave
1939.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs): In relation to staff members of the Victorian Multicultural Commission on stress
related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total
number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The answer is nil.

Agriculture: Food Science Australia — stress-related leave
1944.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Food Science Australia on stress related leave in
2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff
involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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As set out in publicly available annual reports Food Science Australia was a joint venture between the statutory
authority Australian Food Industry Science Centre (Afisc) and CSIRO and therefore did not employ any staff
members.

Agriculture: Fisheries Revenue Allocation Committee — stress-related leave
1945.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Fisheries Revenue Allocation Committee on stress
related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total
number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As per publicly available reports the Fisheries Revenue Allocation Committee does not employ any staff members.

Agriculture: Fisheries Co-Management Council and Fisheries Committees — stress-related leave
1946.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of Fisheries Co-Management Council and Fisheries
Committees on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated
cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There was no stress related leave taken by staff members of the Fisheries
Co-Management Council in 2002-03.
As per publicly available reports the Fishery Committees do not employ any staff members.

Agriculture: Dairy Food Safety Victoria — stress-related leave
1947.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of Dairy Food Safety Victoria on stress related leave in
2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff
involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There was no stress related leave taken by staff members of Dairy Food Safety Victoria in 2002-03.

Agriculture: Compensation Appeals Panel — stress-related leave
1948.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Compensation Appeals Panel on stress related leave
in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff
involved.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The board ‘Compensation Appeals Panel’ does not exist under my portfolio.

Agriculture: Greater Victoria Wine Grape Industry Development Committee — stress-related
leave
1949.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Greater Victoria Wine Grape Industry Development
Committee on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated
cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There was no stress related leave taken by staff members of the Greater Victoria Wine Grape Industry
Development Committee in 2002-03.

Agriculture: Licensing Appeals Tribunal (Fisheries) — stress-related leave
1950.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Licensing Appeals Tribunal (Fisheries) on stress
related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total
number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As per publicly available reports the Licensing Appeals Tribunal (Fisheries) does not employ any staff members.

Agriculture: Melbourne Market Authority — stress-related leave
1951.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Melbourne Market Authority on stress related leave
in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff
involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There was no stress related leave taken by staff members of the Melbourne Market Authority in 2002-03.

Agriculture: Murray Valley Citrus Marketing Board — stress-related leave
1952.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Murray Valley Citrus Marketing Board on stress
related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total
number of staff involved.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There was no stress related leave taken by staff members of the Murray Valley Citrus Marketing Board in 2002-03.

Agriculture: Murray Valley Wine and Grape Industry Development Committee — stress-related
leave
1953.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Murray Valley Wine and Grape Industry
Development Committee on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken;
(ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As per publicly available reports the Murray Valley Wine Grape Industry Development Committee does not
employ any staff members.

Agriculture: Northern Victorian Fresh Tomato Industry Development Committee —
stress-related leave
1954.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Northern Victorian Fresh Tomato Industry
Development Committee on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken;
(ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As per publicly available reports the Northern Victorian Fresh Tomato Industry Development Committee does not
employ any staff members.

Agriculture: Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of Victoria — stress-related leave
1955.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of
Victoria on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated
cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There was no stress related leave taken by staff members of the Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of
Victoria in 2002-03.

Agriculture: Victorian Broiler Industry Negotiation Committee — stress-related leave
1956.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Victorian Broiler Industry Negotiation Committee
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on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii)
total number of staff involved.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Broiler Industry Negotiation Committee does not employ any staff members.

Agriculture: Victorian Meat Authority — stress-related leave
1957.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Victorian Meat Authority on stress related leave in
2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff
involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There was no stress related leave taken by staff members of the Victorian Meat Authority in 2002-03.

Agriculture: Victorian Strawberry Industry Development Committee — stress-related leave
1958.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Victorian Strawberry Industry Development
Committee on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated
cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As per publicly available reports the Victorian Strawberry Industry Development Committee does not employ any
staff members.

Resources: Mining and Environment Advisory Committee — stress-related leave
1960.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Resources: In relation to staff
members of the Mining and Environment Advisory Committee on stress related leave in 2002-03, what
was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Mining and Environment Advisory Committee does not employ any staff members.

Resources: Office of the Mining Warden — stress-related leave
1961.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Resources: In relation to staff
members of the Office of the Mining Warden on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i)
number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There was no stress related leave taken by staff members of the Office of the Mining Warden in 2002-03.

Agriculture: Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd — stress-related leave
1962.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd on stress
related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total
number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There was no stress related leave taken by staff members of Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd in 2002-03.

Agriculture: Animal Welfare Advisory Committee — stress-related leave
1963.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Animal Welfare Advisory Committee on stress
related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total
number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There was no stress related leave taken by staff members of the Animal Welfare Advisory Committee in 2002-03.

Agriculture: Apiculture Industry Advisory Committee — stress-related leave
1964.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Apiculture Industry Advisory Committee on stress
related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total
number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As per publicly available reports the Apiculture Industry Advisory Committee does not employ any staff members.

Agriculture: Cattle Compensation Advisory Committee — stress-related leave
1965.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Cattle Compensation Advisory Committee on stress
related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total
number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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As per publicly available reports the Cattle Compensation Advisory Committee does not employ any staff
members.

Agriculture: Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty of Animals — stress-related leave
1966.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty of
Animals on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated
cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals is a non-government organisation.

Agriculture: Sheep and Goat Compensation Advisory Committee — stress-related leave
1967.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Sheep and Goat Compensation Advisory
Committee on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated
cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As per publicly available reports the Sheep and Goat Compensation Advisory Committee does not employ any
staff members.

Agriculture: Swine Industry Projects Advisory Committee — stress-related leave
1968.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Swine Industry Projects Advisory Committee on
stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii)
total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As per publicly available reports the Swine Industry Projects Advisory Committee does not employ any staff
members.

Agriculture: Victorian Agricultural Chemicals Advisory Committee — stress-related leave
1969.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to staff members of the Victorian Agricultural Chemicals Advisory
Committee on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated
cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
304

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 14 September 2004

As per publicly available reports the Victorian Agricultural Chemicals Advisory Committee does not employ any
staff members.

Resources: Quarry Managers Advisory Panel — stress-related leave
1970.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Resources: In relation to staff
members of the Quarry Managers Advisory Panel on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the —
(i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Quarry Managers Advisory Panel does not employ any staff members.

Women’s affairs: Queens Victoria Women’s Centre Trust — stress-related leave
1972.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Women’s Affairs): In relation to staff members of the Queens Victoria Women’s Centre
Trust on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost;
and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The answer is nil.

Treasurer: Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme — stress-related leave
2051.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to staff members of the Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme on stress related leave in
2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff
involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Essential Services Commission — stress-related leave
2052.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to staff members of the Essential Services Commission on stress related leave in 2002-03, what
was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.
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Treasurer: Government Superannuation Office — stress-related leave
2053.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to staff members of the Government Superannuation Office on stress related leave in 2002-03,
what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Office of the Parliamentary Trustee — stress-related leave
2056.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to staff members of the Office of the Parliamentary Trustee on stress related leave in 2002-03,
what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Victorian Managed Insurance Authority — stress-related leave
2061.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to staff members of the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority on stress related leave in
2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff
involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Agriculture: fishing licences — cost
2082.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister for
Agriculture): What was the cost of fishing licences in October 1999 and what is their current cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Fishing licence fees vary depending on the sector:
Recreational fishing licence costs in 1999 were $5 (2 day), $10 (28 days), $20 (1 year)
and $20 (group). In 2004, the cost of a licence was $5.50 (2 day), $11 (28 days),
$22 (1 year) and $22 (group).
The cost of renewal for commercial fishing licences in October 1999 and in 2004 was:
Abalone

1999

$54,797

2004

$58,388
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1999

$517 + $17 per pot (for both Eastern and Western Zones)

2004

Eastern Zone $993 + $2.50 per pot +$10.50 per quota unit
Western Zone $1,840 + $13.50 per pot + $35.50 per quota

Scallops
Other fishery access licences

1999

$1,767

2004

$1,046

1999

$351

2004

ranged from $393 to $1,524

These fee changes are the combined result of indexation, increases in peak body levies, increases in the Federal
Government’s Fisheries Research and Development Corporation (FRDC) levies, and implementation of cost
recovery policy in response to obligations under the Federal Government’s National Competition Policy.

Victorian communities: certificates — cost
2083.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS— To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Victorian
Communities): What was cost of (i) a standard birth certificate; (ii) a commemorative birth certificate;
(iii) a death certificate; (iv) a marriage certificate; (v) a change of name certificate; and (vi) any other
services offered by the Registry of Births, Deaths and Marriages in October 1999, and what is their
current cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The costs of services and products provided by the Registry of Births, Deaths and Marriages in October 1999 and
currently are Services and Products

Oct 1999
$

June 2004
$

17.00
37.00
17.00
17.00
17.00
40.00
40.00

17.50
39.00
17.50
17.50
17.50
41.00
41.00

Registry marriage
Family history index search online (per result page)
Sale of Death Data (Monthly)
CD-Rom and Microfiche Family History Indexes:

135.00
0.99
279.00

154.00
0.99
317.00

Pioneer 1836 - 1888
Federation 1889 - 1901
Edwardian 1902 - 1913
Great War 1914 - 1920

220.00
189.00
189.00
209.00

250.00
215.00
215.00
237.00

Statutory Fees
Standard birth certificate
Commemorative birth certificate
Death certificate
Marriage certificate
Change of name certificate
Application to register a change of name
Application to add registrable information to entry
*Non-Statutory Fees
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250.00

283.00

* The "Non-Statutory Fees" include GST in the current fee.

State and regional development: Overseas Projects Corporation of Victoria — advertising
2125.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Small Business (for the Minister
for State and Regional Development): In relation to the Overseas Projects Corporation of Victoria’s
advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
OPCV did not enter into any advertising contracts between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003.

Consumer affairs: Business Licensing Authority — advertising
2143.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Business Licensing Authority’s advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Coordinating Council on Control of Liquor Abuse — advertising
2144.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Coordinating Council on Control of Liquor Abuse’s advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002
and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.
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ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Defence Reserves Re-Employment Board — advertising
2145.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Defence Reserves Re-Employment Board’s advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002 and 30
June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Estate Agents Council — advertising
2147.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Estate Agents Council’s advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Motor Car Traders Guarantee Fund Claims Committee — advertising
2151.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Motor Car Traders Guarantee Fund Claims Committee’s advertising undertaken between 1 July
2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.
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To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Patriotic Funds Council — advertising
2152.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Patriotic Funds Council’s advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Prostitution Control Act Advisory Committee — advertising
2153.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister Consumer Affairs: In relation to the
Prostitution Control Act Advisory Committee’s advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002 and 30
June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Residential Tenancies Bond Authority — advertising
2155.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Residential Tenancies Bond Authority’s advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002 and 30 June
2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.
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ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Arts: Australian Centre for the Moving Image — advertising
2171.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to the Australian Centre for the Moving Image’s advertising undertaken
between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
All government departments, statutory authorities and agencies are required to use the Master Agency Media
Service (MAMS) contractors to book all advertising. MAMS is a whole of government contract through which all
advertising is booked and placed through government appointed media buying agencies. Information on this whole
of government contract can be obtained on the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s web site
(www.vgpb.vic.gov.au).
With regards to the remainder of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of my department, and of the Australian Centre for the Moving
Image.

Arts: Film Victoria — advertising
2172.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to Film Victoria’s advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002 and 30
June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
All Government departments, statutory authorities and agencies are required to use the Master Agency Media
Service (MAMS) contractors to book all advertising. MAMS is a whole of government contract through which all
advertising is booked and placed through government appointed media buying agencies. Information on this whole
of government contract can be obtained on the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s web site
(www.vgpb.vic.gov.au).
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With regards to the remainder of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of my department, and of Film Victoria.

Arts: Geelong Performing Arts Centre Trust — advertising
2173.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to the Geelong Performing Arts Centre Trust’s advertising undertaken
between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
All Government departments, statutory authorities and agencies are required to use the Master Agency Media
Service (MAMS) contractors to book all advertising. MAMS is a whole of government contract through which all
advertising is booked and placed through government appointed media buying agencies. Information on this whole
of government contract can be obtained on the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s web site
(www.vgpb.vic.gov.au).
With regards to the remainder of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of my department, and of the Geelong Performing Arts Centre
Trust.

Arts: Council of Trustees of the National Gallery of Victoria — advertising
2174.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to the Council of Trustees of the National Gallery of Victoria’s
advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
All Government departments, statutory authorities and agencies are required to use the Master Agency Media
Service (MAMS) contractors to book all advertising. MAMS is a whole of government contract through which all
advertising is booked and placed through government appointed media buying agencies. Information on this whole
of government contract can be obtained on the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s web site
(www.vgpb.vic.gov.au).
With regards to the remainder of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of my department, and of the National Gallery of Victoria.
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Arts: National Gallery of Victoria — advertising
2175.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to the National Gallery of Victoria’s advertising undertaken between 1
July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
All Government departments, statutory authorities and agencies are required to use the Master Agency Media
Service (MAMS) contractors to book all advertising. MAMS is a whole of government contract through which all
advertising is booked and placed through government appointed media buying agencies. Information on this whole
of government contract can be obtained on the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s web site
(www.vgpb.vic.gov.au).
With regards to the remainder of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of my department, and of the National Gallery of Victoria.

Arts: Library Board of Victoria — advertising
2176.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to the Library Board of Victoria’s advertising undertaken between 1 July
2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
All Government departments, statutory authorities and agencies are required to use the Master Agency Media
Service (MAMS) contractors to book all advertising. MAMS is a whole of government contract through which all
advertising is booked and placed through government appointed media buying agencies. Information on this whole
of government contract can be obtained on the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s web site
(www.vgpb.vic.gov.au).
With regards to the remainder of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of my department, and of the State Library of Victoria.

Arts: State Library of Victoria — advertising
2177.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to the State Library of Victoria’s advertising undertaken between 1 July
2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.
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ANSWER:
All Government departments, statutory authorities and agencies are required to use the Master Agency Media
Service (MAMS) contractors to book all advertising. MAMS is a whole of government contract through which all
advertising is booked and placed through government appointed media buying agencies. Information on this whole
of government contract can be obtained on the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s web site
(www.vgpb.vic.gov.au).
With regards to the remainder of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of my department, and of the State Library of Victoria.

Arts: Museums Board of Victoria — advertising
2178.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to the Museums Board of Victoria’s advertising undertaken between 1
July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
All Government departments, statutory authorities and agencies are required to use the Master Agency Media
Service (MAMS) contractors to book all advertising. MAMS is a whole of government contract through which all
advertising is booked and placed through government appointed media buying agencies. Information on this whole
of government contract can be obtained on the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s web site
(www.vgpb.vic.gov.au).
With regards to the remainder of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of my department, and of Museum Victoria.

Arts: Museum Victoria — advertising
2179.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to Museum Victoria’s advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002 and 30
June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
All Government departments, statutory authorities and agencies are required to use the Master Agency Media
Service (MAMS) contractors to book all advertising. MAMS is a whole of government contract through which all
advertising is booked and placed through government appointed media buying agencies. Information on this whole
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of government contract can be obtained on the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s web site
(www.vgpb.vic.gov.au).
With regards to the remainder of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of my department, and of Museum Victoria.

Arts: Victorian Arts Centre Trust — advertising
2180.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to the Victorian Arts Centre Trust’s advertising undertaken between 1
July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
All Government departments, statutory authorities and agencies are required to use the Master Agency Media
Service (MAMS) contractors to book all advertising. MAMS is a whole of government contract through which all
advertising is booked and placed through government appointed media buying agencies. Information on this whole
of government contract can be obtained on the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s web site
(www.vgpb.vic.gov.au).
With regards to the remainder of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an
unreasonable burden on the time and resources of my department, and of the Victorian Arts Centre Trust.

Arts: Victorian Council of the Arts — advertising
2181.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to the Victorian Council of the Arts’ advertising undertaken between 1
July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
The Victorian Council of the Arts is an advisory body and does not advertise. Therefore this question is not
applicable.

Women’s affairs: Queens Victoria Women’s Centre Trust — advertising
2306.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Women’s Affairs): In relation to Queens Victoria Women’s Centre Trust’s advertising
undertaken between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.
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315

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Trust did not enter into any contracts for advertising during the period indicated. Nor did the Trust undertake
any of the listed actions.

Victorian communities: Victorian Grants Commission — advertising
2309.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Victorian Communities): In relation to the Victorian Grants Commission’s advertising undertaken
between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This question should be referred to the Honourable Minister for Local Government, who has portfolio
responsibility for this matter.

Multicultural affairs: Victorian Multicultural Commission — advertising
2310.

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 advertising undertaken
between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
That for financial year 2002-03, the Victorian Multicultural Commission (VMC), through HMA Blaze, expended a
total of $16,610.04 on advertising. The advertising was placed in The Age and a range of ethnic print media. The
purpose of the advertising included recruitment of VMC staff and promoting the VMC community grants program.
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Small business: Office of the Small Business Commissioner — media research and public opinion
polling
2353.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Small Business: In relation to the
Office of the Small Business Commissioner’s media research and public opinion polling conducted
since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
No public opinion polling or media research has taken place.

State and regional development: Overseas Projects Corporation of Victoria — media research and
public opinion polling
2358.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Small Business (for the Minister
for State and Regional Development): In relation to the Overseas Projects Corporation of Victoria’s
media research and public opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
OPCV has not undertaken any media research or public opinion polling since 1 January 2002.
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Consumer affairs: Business Licensing Authority — media research and public opinion polling
2376.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Business Licensing Authority’s media research and public opinion polling conducted since 1
January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Coordinating Council on Control of Liquor Abuse — media research and
public opinion polling
2377.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Coordinating Council on Control of Liquor Abuse’s media research and public opinion polling
conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.
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Consumer affairs: Defence Reserves Re-Employment Board — media research and public opinion
polling
2378.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Defence Reserves Re-Employment Board’s media research and public opinion polling conducted
since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Estate Agents Council — media research and public opinion polling
2380.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Estate Agents Council’s media research and public opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.
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Consumer affairs: Motor Car Traders Guarantee Fund Claims Committee — media research and
public opinion polling
2384.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Motor Car Traders Guarantee Fund Claims Committee’s media research and public opinion polling
conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Patriotic Funds Council — media research and public opinion polling
2385.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Patriotic Funds Council’s media research and public opinion polling conducted since 1 January
2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.
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Consumer affairs: Prostitution Control Act Advisory Committee — media research and public
opinion polling
2386.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister Consumer Affairs: In relation to the
Prostitution Control Act Advisory Committee’s media research and public opinion polling conducted
since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Residential Tenancies Bond Authority — media research and public opinion
polling
2388.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Residential Tenancies Bond Authority’s media research and public opinion polling conducted since
1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.
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Agriculture: Compensation Appeals Panel — media research and public opinion polling
2413.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Compensation Appeals Panel’s media research and public opinion
polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.

Agriculture: Compensation Appeals Tribunal — media research and public opinion polling
2414.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Compensation Appeals Tribunal’s media research and public opinion
polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.
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Agriculture: Dairy Food Safety Victoria — media research and public opinion polling
2415.

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 media research and public opinion polling
conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.

Agriculture: Fisheries Co-Management Council and Fisheries Committee — media research and
public opinion polling
2416.

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’ media
research and public opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.
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Agriculture: Fisheries Revenue Allocation Committee — media research and public opinion
polling
2417.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Fisheries Revenue Allocation Committee’s media research and public
opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.

Agriculture: Food Science Australia — media research and public opinion polling
2418.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to Food Science Australia’s media research and public opinion polling
conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.
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Agriculture: Greater Victoria Wine Grape Industry Development Committee — media research
and public opinion polling
2419.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Greater Victoria Wine Grape Industry Development Committee’s
media research and public opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.

Agriculture: Licensing Appeals Tribunal’s (Fisheries) — media research and public opinion
polling
2420.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Licensing Appeals Tribunal’s (Fisheries) media research and public
opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.
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Agriculture: Melbourne Market Authority — media research and public opinion polling
2421.

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 media research and public opinion
polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.

Agriculture: Murray Valley Citrus Marketing Board — media research and public opinion polling
2422.

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 media research and public
opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.
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Agriculture: Murray Valley Wine and Grape Industry Development Committee — media
research and public opinion polling
2423.

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
media research and public opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.

Agriculture: Northern Victorian Fresh Tomato Industry Development Committee — media
research and public opinion polling
2424.

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 media research and public opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.
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Agriculture: Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of Victoria — media research and public
opinion polling
2425.

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 media
research and public opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.

Agriculture: Victorian Broiler Industry Negotiation Committee — media research and public
opinion polling
2426.

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 media research
and public opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.
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Agriculture: Victorian Meat Authority — media research and public opinion polling
2427.

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 media research and public opinion polling
conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.

Agriculture: Victorian Strawberry Industry Development Committee — media research and
public opinion polling
2428.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Victorian Strawberry Industry Development Committee’s media
research and public opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.
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Agriculture: Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd — media research and public opinion polling
2431.

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 media research and public
opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.

Agriculture: Animal Welfare Advisory Committee — media research and public opinion polling
2432.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Animal Welfare Advisory Committee’s media research and public
opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.
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Agriculture: Apiculture Industry Advisory Committee — media research and public opinion
polling
2433.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Apiculture Industry Advisory Committee’s media research and public
opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.

Agriculture: Cattle Compensation Advisory Committee — media research and public opinion
polling
2434.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Cattle Compensation Advisory Committee’s media research and
public opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.
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Agriculture: Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty of Animals — media research and public
opinion polling
2435.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty of Animals’ media
research and public opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.

Agriculture: Sheep and Goat Compensation Advisory Committee — media research and public
opinion polling
2436.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Sheep and Goat Compensation Advisory Committee’s media
research and public opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.
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Agriculture: Swine Industry Projects Advisory Committee — media research and public opinion
polling
2437.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Swine Industry Projects Advisory Committee’s media research and
public opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.

Agriculture: Victorian Agricultural Chemicals Advisory Committee — media research and public
opinion polling
2438.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): In relation to the Victorian Agricultural Chemicals Advisory Committee’s media
research and public opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking minute detail on public opinion polling conducted by various
Government agencies. The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these
questions.
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Women’s affairs: Queen Victoria Women’s Centre Trust — media research and public opinion
polling
2538.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Women’s Affairs): In relation to the Queen Victoria Women’s Centre Trust’s media
research and public opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
No media research and public opinion polling was undertaken by the Queen Victoria Women’s Centre Trust for
this period.

Victorian communities: Victorian Grants Commission — media research and public opinion
polling
2541.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Victorian Communities): In relation to the Victorian Grants Commission’s media research and public
opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This question should be referred to the Honourable Minister for Local Government, who has portfolio
responsibility for this matter.
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Multicultural affairs: Victorian Multicultural Commission — media research and public opinion
polling
2542.

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 media research and
public opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The answer is nil.

Small business: Office of the Small Business Commissioner — funding
2583.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Small Business: In relation to the
Office of the Small Business Commissioner’s allocation of funds to major capital works, including
major maintenance, replacement, and upgrades, what were the priority major projects that were
approved for the year 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The answer is nil.

State and regional development: Office of the Small Business Commissioner — funding
2588.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Small Business (for the Minister
for State and Regional Development): In relation to the Office of the Small Business Commissioner’s
allocation of funds to major capital works, including major maintenance, replacement, and upgrades,
what were the priority major projects that were approved for the year 2002-03 and were each of those
priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
OPCV did not allocate funds to major capital works, including major maintenance replacements and upgrades in
the 2002-03 year.
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Arts: Australian Centre for the Moving Image — funding
2634.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to the Australian Centre for the Moving Image’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 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects
achieved.

ANSWER:
Information regarding funding for major capital works in the arts portfolio is readily available in Budget Papers
2002-03 and 2003-04. With regard to reporting, the Honourable Member may wish to refer to the annual reports of
the Department of Premier and Cabinet and the Australian Centre for the Moving Image.

Arts: Film Victoria — funding
2635.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to Film Victoria’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 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
There was no capital funding allocation for Film Victoria for the year 2002-03.

Arts: Geelong Performing Arts Centre Trust — funding
2636.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to the Geelong Performing Arts Centre Trust’s allocation of funds to
major capital works, including major maintenance, replacement, and upgrades, what were the priority
major projects that were approved for the year 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects
achieved.

ANSWER:
There was no capital funding allocation for the Geelong Performing Arts Centre for the year 2002-03.

Arts: Council of Trustees of the National Gallery of Victoria — funding
2637.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to the Council of Trustees of the National Gallery of Victoria’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 2002-03 and were each of those priority
projects achieved.

ANSWER:
Information regarding funding for major capital works in the arts portfolio is readily available in Budget Papers
2002-03 and 2003-04. With regard to reporting, the Honourable Member may wish to refer to the annual reports of
the Department of Premier and Cabinet and the Council of Trustees of the National Gallery of Victoria.
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Arts: National Gallery of Victoria — funding
2638.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to the National Gallery of Victoria’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 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
Information regarding funding for major capital works in the arts portfolio is readily available in Budget Papers
2002-03 and 2003-04. With regard to reporting, the Honourable Member may wish to refer to the annual reports of
the Department of Premier and Cabinet and the Council of Trustees of the National Gallery of Victoria.

Arts: Library Board of Victoria — funding
2639.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to the Library Board of Victoria’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 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
Information regarding funding for major capital works in the arts portfolio is readily available in Budget Papers
2002-03 and 2003-04. With regard to reporting, the Honourable Member may wish to refer to the annual reports of
the Department of Premier and Cabinet and the Library Board of Victoria.

Arts: State Library of Victoria — funding
2640.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to the State Library of Victoria’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 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
Information regarding funding for major capital works in the arts portfolio is readily available in Budget Papers
2002-03 and 2003-04. With regard to reporting, the Honourable Member may wish to refer to the annual reports of
the Department of Premier and Cabinet and the Library Board of Victoria.

Arts: Museums Board of Victoria — funding
2641.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to the Museums Board of Victoria’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 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
Information regarding funding for major capital works in the arts portfolio is readily available in Budget Papers
2002-03 and 2003-04. With regard to reporting, the Honourable Member may wish to refer to the annual reports of
the Department of Premier and Cabinet and the Museums Board of Victoria.
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Arts: Museum Victoria — funding
2642.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to the Museum Victoria’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 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
Information regarding funding for major capital works in the arts portfolio is readily available in Budget Papers
2002-03 and 2003-04. With regard to reporting, the Honourable Member may wish to refer to the annual reports of
the Department of Premier and Cabinet and the Museums Board of Victoria.

Arts: Victorian Arts Centre Trust — funding
2643.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to the Victorian Arts Centre Trust’s allocation of funds to major capital
works, including major maintenance, replacement, and upgrades, what were the priority major projects
that were approved for the year 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
Information regarding funding for major capital works in the arts portfolio is readily available in Budget Papers
2002-03 and 2003-04. With regard to reporting, the Honourable Member may wish to refer to the annual reports of
the Department of Premier and Cabinet and the Victorian Arts Centre Trust.

Arts: Victorian Council of the Arts — funding
2644.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Arts): In relation to the Victorian Council of the Arts’ 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 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
The Victorian Council of the Arts is an advisory body. Therefore this question is not applicable.

Treasurer: Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme — funding
2751.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme’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 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Essential Services Commission — funding
2752.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Essential Services Commission’s allocation of funds to major capital works, including
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major maintenance, replacement, and upgrades, what were the priority major projects that were
approved for the year 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects achieved.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Government Superannuation Office — funding
2753.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Government Superannuation Office’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 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Parliamentary Trustee — funding
2756.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to The Parliamentary Trustee’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 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Victorian Government Purchasing Board — funding
2760.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’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 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities

Treasurer: Victorian Managed Insurance Authority — funding
2761.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority’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 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects achieved.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities

Women’s affairs: Queen Victoria Women’s Centre Trust — funding
2770.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Women’s Affairs): In relation to the Queen Victoria Women’s Centre Trust’s allocation of
funds to major capital works, including major maintenance, replacement, and upgrades, what were the
priority major projects that were approved for the year 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects
achieved.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
No allocation of funds for major capital works were approved or undertaken by the Queen Victoria Women’s
Centre Trust for the year 2002-2003.

Victorian communities: Victorian Grants Commission — funding
2773.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Victorian Communities): In relation to the Victorian Grants Commission’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 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This question should be referred to the Honourable Minister for Local Government, who has portfolio
responsibility for this matter.

Multicultural affairs: Victorian Multicultural Commission — funding
2774.

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 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 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects
achieved.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The answer is nil.

Community services: disability services — respite beds
2778.

THE HON. BILL FORWOOD — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Community Services): Further to the answer to Question No. 1654, given in this House on 6 May 2004,
in relation to respite beds for people with disabilities:
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(a)

How is the total of 494 respite beds figure across Victoria as at 30 June 2003 reconciled with the
regional split table contained in the answer, which when added, total 166 Government beds and
221 non-government beds.

(b)

For each region, how many of the Government beds and non-government beds, respectively,
provide respite 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, 52 weeks a year.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

This was an administrative error in the totalled figure of 494 respite beds and should have read 387. The total
figure of 387 as depicted in the table represented in response to Question On Notice 1654 represents full time
and part time respite beds across Victoria as at 30 June 2003. The figure of 300 beds in the table below relates
to full time beds only.

(b)

The following table is presented for your information and represents the number of government and non
government respite beds that provide respite 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, 52 weeks a year – as at 18 June
2004.

Region
Barwon South West
Eastern Metropolitan
Gippsland
Grampians
Hume
Loddon Mallee
Northern Metropolitan
Southern Metropolitan
Western Metropolitan
Totals

No. Beds – Government
18
25
18
11
20
2
24
10
15
143

No. Beds – Non Government
25
34
5
12
0
24
18
29
10
157
Combined Total: 300

Please note that some full time respite facilities are not open between the hours of 9:00am to 3:00pm because of
daytime activities available to individuals. However, in an emergency, beds may be accessed during these times.

Community services: Kew Residential Services — off-site purchases
2779.

THE HON. BILL FORWOOD — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to the April 2004 publication ‘Kew News’ and the purchase of 50
community houses off-site by that time for the residents moving from Kew Residential Services:
(a)

How many residents can each property accommodate.

(b)

What is the purchase price of each property.

(c)

What is the expected renovation/building cost (if any) for each property.

(d)

What is the total cost for the purchase of each property, including contingencies, project
management and consultant fees.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(a)

The Kew Residential Services properties accommodate groups of 4, 5 or 6 people per residence.

(b)

The purchase price of each property varies depending of time of purchase and geographical location. Specific
details of purchase prices have previously been provided in Question on Notice 537 and 1648 in relation to 20
KRS properties. Costs associated with the full 50 properties are not currently available.

(c)

The expected renovation/building cost varies depending of time of purchase and geographical location.
Specific details of purchase prices have previously been provided in Question on Notice 537 and 1648 in
relation to 20 KRS properties. Costs associated with the full 50 properties are not currently available.

(d)

The total cost for the purchase of each property has previously been provided in Question on Notice 537 and
1648 in relation to 20 KRS properties. As the 50 properties referred to are at various stages of planning
/documentation /construction final costs are not currently available.

Small business: Office of the Small Business Commissioner — external legal advice
2818.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Small Business: What has been
the expenditure by the Office of the Small Business Commissioner on external legal advice since 1
January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The expenditure was $63,350.30.

State and regional development: Overseas Projects Corporation of Victoria — external legal
advice
2822.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Small Business (for the Minister
for State and Regional Development): What has been the expenditure by the Overseas Projects
Corporation of Victoria on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Expenditure on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to 30 June 2004 is as follows:
–

Associated with the sale of OPCV

–

General legal advice associated with OPCV operations
TOTAL

$149,254.10
$126,135.00
$275,389.10

Consumer affairs: Business Licensing Authority — external legal advice
2840.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: What has been
the expenditure by the Business Licensing Authority on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to
date.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
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To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Coordinating Council on Control of Liquor Abuse — external legal advice
2841.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: What has been
the expenditure by the Coordinating Council on Control of Liquor Abuse on external legal advice since
1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Defence Reserves Re-Employment Board — external legal advice
2842.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: What has been
the expenditure by the Defence Reserves Re-Employment Board on external legal advice since 1
January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Estate Agents Council — external legal advice
2844.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: What has been
the expenditure by the Estate Agents Council on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Motor Car Traders Guarantee Fund Claims Committee — external legal
advice
2848.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: What has been
the expenditure by the Motor Car Traders Guarantee Fund Claims Committee on external legal advice
since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.
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Consumer affairs: Patriotic Funds Council — external legal advice
2849.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: What has been
the expenditure by the Patriotic Funds Council on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Prostitution Control Act Advisory Committee — external legal advice
2850.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister Consumer Affairs: What has been the
expenditure by the Prostitution Control Act Advisory Committee on external legal advice since 1
January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Consumer affairs: Residential Tenancies Bond Authority — external legal advice
2852.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: What has been
the expenditure by the Residential Tenancies Bond Authority on external legal advice since 1 January
2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
To gather all the requested information and answer this question would be an unreasonable diversion of the
resources of my department and relevant agencies.

Agriculture: Compensation Appeals Panel — external legal advice
2879.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Compensation Appeals Panel on external legal
advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.
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Agriculture: Compensation Appeals Tribunal — external legal advice
2880.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Compensation Appeals Tribunal on external
legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.

Agriculture: Dairy Food Safety Victoria — external legal advice
2881.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by Dairy Food Safety Victoria on external legal advice
since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.

Agriculture: Fisheries Co-Management Council and Fisheries Committees — external legal advice
2882.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Fisheries Co-Management Council and Fisheries
Committees on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.

Agriculture: Fisheries Revenue Allocation Committee — external legal advice
2883.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Fisheries Revenue Allocation Committee on
external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.
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Agriculture: Food Science Australia — external legal advice
2884.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by Food Science Australia on external legal advice
since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.

Agriculture: Greater Victoria Wine Grape Industry Development Committee — external legal
advice
2885.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Greater Victoria Wine Grape Industry
Development Committee on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.

Agriculture: Licensing Appeals Tribunal (Fisheries) — external legal advice
2886.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Licensing Appeals Tribunal (Fisheries) on
external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.

Agriculture: Melbourne Market Authority — external legal advice
2887.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Melbourne Market Authority on external legal
advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.
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Agriculture: Murray Valley Citrus Marketing Board — external legal advice
2888.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Murray Valley Citrus Marketing Board on
external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.

Agriculture: Murray Valley Wine and Grape Industry Development Committee — external legal
advice
2889.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Murray Valley Wine and Grape Industry
Development Committee on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.

Agriculture: Northern Victorian Fresh Tomato Industry Development Committee — external
legal advice
2890.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Northern Victorian Fresh Tomato Industry
Development Committee on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.

Agriculture: Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of Victoria — external legal advice
2891.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Veterinary Practitioners Registration Board of
Victoria on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.
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Agriculture: Victorian Broiler Industry Negotiation Committee — external legal advice
2892.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Victorian Broiler Industry Negotiation
Committee on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.

Agriculture: Victorian Meat Authority — external legal advice
2893.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Victorian Meat Authority on external legal
advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.

Agriculture: Victorian Strawberry Industry Development Committee — external legal advice
2894.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Victorian Strawberry Industry Development
Committee on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.

Agriculture: Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd — external legal advice
2897.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by Agriculture Victoria Services Pty Ltd on external
legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.
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Agriculture: Animal Welfare Advisory Committee — external legal advice
2898.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Animal Welfare Advisory Committee on
external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.

Agriculture: Apiculture Industry Advisory Committee — external legal advice
2899.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Apiculture Industry Advisory Committee on
external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.

Agriculture: Cattle Compensation Advisory Committee — external legal advice
2900.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Cattle Compensation Advisory Committee on
external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.

Agriculture: Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty of Animals — external legal advice
2901.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty of
Animals on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.
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Agriculture: Sheep and Goat Compensation Advisory Committee — external legal advice
2902.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Sheep and Goat Compensation Advisory
Committee on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.

Agriculture: Swine Industry Projects Advisory Committee — external legal advice
2903.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Swine Industry Projects Advisory Committee on
external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.

Agriculture: Victorian Agricultural Chemicals Advisory Committee — external legal advice
2904.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the expenditure by the Victorian Agricultural Chemicals Advisory
Committee on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
This is one of over 200 questions seeking information on legal advice obtained by various Government agencies.
The Government cannot justify the waste of public time and resources on answering these questions.

Treasurer: Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme — external legal advice
2985.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): What
has been the expenditure by the Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme on external legal advice
since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.
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Treasurer: Essential Services Commission — external legal advice
2986.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): What
has been the expenditure by the Essential Services Commission on external legal advice since 1 January
2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Government Superannuation Office — external legal advice
2987.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): What
has been the expenditure by the Government Superannuation Office on external legal advice since 1
January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Parliamentary Trustee — external legal advice
2990.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): What
has been the expenditure by the Parliamentary Trustee on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to
date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Victorian Government Purchasing Board — external legal advice
2994.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): What
has been the expenditure by the Victorian Government Purchasing Board on external legal advice since
1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Victorian Managed Insurance Authority — external legal advice
2995.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): What
has been the expenditure by the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority on external legal advice since 1
January 2003 to date.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Women’s affairs: Queens Victoria Women’s Centre Trust — external legal advice
3004.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Women’s Affairs): What has been the expenditure by the Queens Victoria Women’s
Centre Trust on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Queen Victoria Women’s Centre Trust incurred $8665 in legal fees.

Victorian communities: Victorian Grants Commission — external legal advice
3007.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Victorian Communities): What has been the expenditure by the Victorian Grants Commission on
external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This question should be referred to the Honourable Minister for Local Government, who has portfolio
responsibility for this matter.

Multicultural affairs: Victorian Multicultural Commission — external legal advice
3008.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs): What has been the expenditure by the Victorian Multicultural Commission on
external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The answer is nil.

Premier: 1 Macarthur Street cafe
3011.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Premier): What
has been the annual operating cost of the 1 Macarthur Street cafe for every year since and including
1999-2000.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Government does not make any financial contribution towards the Treasury Eats Deli operation at 1 Macarthur
Street. It is a commercial cafe, and they pay rental on a commercial basis for that location.
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State and regional development: Overseas Projects Corporation of Victoria — office
accommodation
3056.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Small Business (for the Minister
for State and Regional Development): In relation to the Overseas Projects Corporation of Victoria’s
leases of office accommodation currently held, what is — (i) the location of each lease; (ii) the expiry
date of the leases; (iii) the cost per metre of each lease; and (iv) the total cost of each lease over the term
of the contract.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows
OPCV does not currently have lease commitments for office accommodation. (OPCV’s former office
accommodation at 590 Orrong Road Armadale was assigned to Sinclair Knight Merz in June 2004)

Consumer affairs: Business Licensing Authority — office accommodation
3074.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Business Licensing Authority’s leases of office accommodation currently held, what is — (i) the
location of each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases; (iii) the cost per metre of each lease; and (iv) the
total cost of each lease over the term of the contract.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
The question mentioned does not fall within my portfolio responsibility as Minister for Consumer Affairs. You
may wish to refer this question to the Minister for Finance.

Consumer affairs: Coordinating Council on Control of Liquor Abuse — office accommodation
3075.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Coordinating Council on Control of Liquor Abuse’s leases of office accommodation currently held,
what is — (i) the location of each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases; (iii) the cost per metre of each
lease; and (iv) the total cost of each lease over the term of the contract.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
The question mentioned does not fall within my portfolio responsibility as Minister for Consumer Affairs. You
may wish to refer this question to the Minister for Finance.

Consumer affairs: Defence Reserves Re-Employment Board — office accommodation
3076.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Defence Reserves Re-Employment Board’s leases of office accommodation currently held, what
is — (i) the location of each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases; (iii) the cost per metre of each lease;
and (iv) the total cost of each lease over the term of the contract.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
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The question mentioned does not fall within my portfolio responsibility as Minister for Consumer Affairs. You
may wish to refer this question to the Minister for Finance.

Consumer affairs: Estate Agents Council — office accommodation
3078.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Estate Agents Council’s leases of office accommodation currently held, what is — (i) the location of
each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases; (iii) the cost per metre of each lease; and (iv) the total cost
of each lease over the term of the contract.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
The question mentioned does not fall within my portfolio responsibility as Minister for Consumer Affairs. You
may wish to refer this question to the Minister for Finance.

Consumer affairs: Motor Car Traders Guarantee Fund Claims Committee — office
accommodation
3082.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Motor Car Traders Guarantee Fund Claims Committee’s leases of office accommodation currently
held, what is — (i) the location of each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases; (iii) the cost per metre of
each lease; and (iv) the total cost of each lease over the term of the contract.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
The question mentioned does not fall within my portfolio responsibility as Minister for Consumer Affairs. You
may wish to refer this question to the Minister for Finance.

Consumer affairs: Patriotic Funds Council — office accommodation
3083.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Patriotic Funds Council’s leases of office accommodation currently held, what is — (i) the location
of each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases; (iii) the cost per metre of each lease; and (iv) the total
cost of each lease over the term of the contract.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
The question mentioned does not fall within my portfolio responsibility as Minister for Consumer Affairs. You
may wish to refer this question to the Minister for Finance.

Consumer affairs: Prostitution Control Act Advisory Committee — office accommodation
3084.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister Consumer Affairs: In relation to the
Prostitution Control Act Advisory Committee’s leases of office accommodation currently held, what
is — (i) the location of each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases; (iii) the cost per metre of each lease;
and (iv) the total cost of each lease over the term of the contract.
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ANSWER:
I advise that:
The question mentioned does not fall within my portfolio responsibility as Minister for Consumer Affairs. You
may wish to refer this question to the Minister for Finance.

Consumer affairs: Residential Tenancies Bond Authority — office accommodation
3086.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: In relation to
the Residential Tenancies Bond Authority’s leases of office accommodation currently held, what is —
(i) the location of each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases; (iii) the cost per metre of each lease; and
(iv) the total cost of each lease over the term of the contract.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
The question mentioned does not fall within my portfolio responsibility as Minister for Consumer Affairs. You
may wish to refer this question to the Minister for Finance.

Treasurer: Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme — office accommodation
3219.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme’s leases of office accommodation currently
held, what is — (i) the location of each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases; (iii) the cost per metre of
each lease; and (iv) the total cost of each lease over the term of the contract.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Essential Services Commission — office accommodation
3220.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Essential Services Commission’s leases of office accommodation currently held, what
is — (i) the location of each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases; (iii) the cost per metre of each lease;
and (iv) the total cost of each lease over the term of the contract.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Government Superannuation Office — office accommodation
3221.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Government Superannuation Office’s leases of office accommodation currently held,
what is — (i) the location of each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases; (iii) the cost per metre of each
lease; and (iv) the total cost of each lease over the term of the contract.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Victorian Government Purchasing Board — office accommodation
3228.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s leases of office accommodation currently
held, what is — (i) the location of each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases; (iii) the cost per metre of
each lease; and (iv) the total cost of each lease over the term of the contract.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Victorian Managed Insurance Authority — office accommodation
3229.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority’s leases of office accommodation currently held,
what is — (i) the location of each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases; (iii) the cost per metre of each
lease; and (iv) the total cost of each lease over the term of the contract.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Women’s affairs: Queens Victoria Women’s Centre Trust — office accommodation
3238.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Women’s Affairs): In relation to the Queens Victoria Women’s Centre Trust’s leases of
office accommodation currently held, what is — (i) the location of each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the
leases; (iii) the cost per metre of each lease; and (iv) the total cost of each lease over the term of the
contract.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The answer is nil.

Victorian communities: Victorian Grants Commission — office accommodation
3241.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Victorian Communities): In relation to the Victorian Grants Commission’s leases of office
accommodation currently held, what is — (i) the location of each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases;
(iii) the cost per metre of each lease; and (iv) the total cost of each lease over the term of the contract.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This question should be referred to the Honourable Minister for Local Government, who has portfolio
responsibility for this matter.

Multicultural affairs: Victorian Multicultural Commission — office accommodation
3242.

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 leases of office
accommodation currently held, what is — (i) the location of each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases;
(iii) the cost per metre of each lease; and (iv) the total cost of each lease over the term of the contract.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Victorian Multicultural Commission does not lease office accommodation. It is located at 1 Spring Street
within accommodation leased by the Department for Victorian Communities.

Consumer affairs: second-hand dealers licence — rate
3252.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: What was the level/rate of
a Second-hand dealers licence in October 1999 and what is the current level/rate.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
This information is publicly available.

Consumer affairs: motor car traders licence — rate
3253.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: What was the level/rate of
a Motor car traders licence in October 1999 and what is the current level/rate.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
This information is publicly available.

State and regional development: registration of business name — fee
3263.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Small Business (for the Minister for State and
Regional Development): What was the fee for registration of a business name in October 1999 and what
is the current level/rate.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows
The Honourable Member's question falls outside my portfolio responsibilities. The Honourable Member should
direct his question to the Minister for Consumer Affairs.
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Resources: exploration mineral licence — fee
3266.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Resources: What was the exploration
(mineral) licence fee in October 1999 and what is the current level/rate.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
In October 1999 under the Mineral Resources (Titles) Regulations 1991, the fee for an Exploration Licence
application was $189 or $3.60 per square kilometre, whichever is the greater. The current fee for an Exploration
Licence application is $900 per 500 square kilometres in accordance with the Mineral Resources Development
Regulations 2002.

Consumer affairs: body corporate — fee
3267.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: What was the fee to
dissolve a body corporate in October 1999 and what is the current level/rate.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
This information is publicly available.

Consumer affairs: Liquor Control Reform (Fees) (Amendment) Regulations 2003
3277.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: What was the value of
each of the fees covered by the Liquor Control Reform (Fees) (Amendment) Regulations 2003 — (i) in
October 1999; (ii) immediately prior to these regulations; and (iii) following the introduction of these
regulations.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
This information is publicly available.

Health: Health (Pest Control) (Fees) Regulations 2003
3278.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): What
was the value of each of the fees covered by the Health (Pest Control) (Fees) Regulations 2003 — (i) in
October 1999; (ii) immediately prior to these regulations; and (iii) following the introduction of these
regulations.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information relating to fees covered by the Health (Pest Control) (Fees) Regulations 2003 is publicly available on
the internet, and I refer the Honourable member to the relevant web site.
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Health: Health (Radiation Safety) (Fees) Regulations 2003
3279.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): What
was the value of each of the fees covered by the Health (Radiation Safety) (Fees) Regulations 2003 —
(i) in October 1999; (ii) immediately prior to these regulations; and (iii) following the introduction of
these regulations.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information relating to fees covered by the Health (Radiation Safety) (Fees) Regulations 2003 is publicly available
on the internet, and I refer the Honourable member to the relevant web site.

Health: Health (Medical Radiation Technologists) (Fees) Regulations 2003
3280.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): What
was the value of each of the fees covered by the Health (Medical Radiation Technologists) (Fees)
Regulations 2003 — (i) in October 1999; (ii) immediately prior to these regulations; and (iii) following
the introduction of these regulations.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information relating to fees covered by the Health (Medical Radiation Technologists) (Fees) Regulations 2003 is
publicly available on the internet, and I refer the Honourable member to the relevant web site.

Health: Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Fees) Regulations 2003
3281.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): What
was the value of each of the fees covered by the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Fees)
Regulations 2003 — (i) in October 1999; (ii) immediately prior to these regulations; and (iii) following
the introduction of these regulations.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information relating to fees covered by the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances (Fees) Regulations 2003 is
publicly available on the internet, and I refer the Honourable member to the relevant web site.

Health: Health Services (Supported Residential Services) (Fees) Regulations 2003
3282.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): What
was the value of each of the fees covered by the Health Services (Supported Residential Services)
(Fees) Regulations 2003 — (i) in October 1999; (ii) immediately prior to these regulations; and (iii)
following the introduction of these regulations.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The matters raised in the question do not fall under my portfolio responsibilities. The question should be directed to
the responsible Minister for Aged Care.
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Health: Mental Health (Fees) Regulations 2003
3287.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): What
was the value of each of the fees covered by the Mental Health (Fees) Regulations 2003 — (i) in
October 1999; (ii) immediately prior to these regulations; and (iii) following the introduction of these
regulations.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information relating to fees covered by the Mental Health (Fees) Regulations 2003 is publicly available on the
internet, and I refer the Honourable member to the relevant web site.

Health: Pharmacists (Interim) (feees) Regulations 2003
3288.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Health): What
was the value of each of the fees covered by the Pharmacists (Interim) (feees) Regulations 2003 — (i)
in October 1999; (ii) immediately prior to these regulations; and (iii) following the introduction of these
regulations.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Information relating to fees covered by the Pharmacists (Interim)(Fees) Regulations 2003 is publicly available on
the internet, and I refer the Honourable member to the relevant web site.

Environment: beekeeper registration fees
3300.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Environment): What was the cost of Beekeeper registration in October 1999 and what is the current
cost.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Beekeeper registration is not within my portfolio responsibilities and should more appropriately be asked of the
Minister for Agriculture.

Treasurer: State Revenue Office — projects
3304.

THE HON. BILL FORWOOD — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): Since October
1999:
(a)

What projects costing $1 million or more for the upgrade, expansion or enhancement of
information technology have been initiated by the State Revenue Office.

(b)

When did each such project commence.

(c)

When did each such completed project finish, and what is the estimated finishing date for each
such project not yet completed.

(d)

What were the objectives of each such project.
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(e)

What did each such project consist of.

(f)

What has been the cost of each such project that has been completed, and what is the estimated
cost of each such project not yet completed.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

The following projects were initiated:
– The development and implementation of the Voice over Internet Protocol (VoIP) project.
– E-sys Release 2 and 3

(b)

Project commencement
– The VoIP Project commenced in August 2001 as part of the Ballarat Relocation project
– The E-sys Release 2 and 3 projects commenced in 2003 and were the next stage of the implementation of
the SRO’s new core computer system E-sys, which was a project that commenced before October 1999
and was completed in 2001.

(c)

Project completion
– The VoIP Project was completed in March 2002 to coincide with the opening of the new Office in Ballarat
– E-sys 2 and 3 will be completed in December 2004 and June 2005 respectively.

(d)

Objectives of each project
– VoIP provided an upgraded telecommunications infrastructure that reduced costs, enhanced services and
supported seamless communications between the SRO’s two offices and with customers.
– E-sys Release 2 and 3 will result in all taxes and duties administered by the SRO being managed within the
one core revenue management system. It provides a platform for electronic transactions, reduced IT
operating costs and improved productivity.

(e)

Scope of each project
– The VoIP project implemented technology allowing telephone calls, faxes, voicemail and internet
connections to be carried over the same IT infrastructure. This included handsets for all staff, call
management software and servers and communications switches and routers in Melbourne and Ballarat.
– E-sys Release 2 and 3 will incorporate into E-sys the remaining revenue lines currently running on the
SRO’s other IT systems – the Corporate Data System and the One Stop Shop.

(f)

Project costs
– The total cost of the VoIP project was $1.1 million
– For E-sys Release 2 and 3, the estimated cost is $2.6 million for resources specifically engaged to complete
the project.

Treasurer: State Revenue Office — revenue
3306.

THE HON. BILL FORWOOD — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): What was the
amount of revenue received in 2002-03 (as known or as best able to be estimated), and (if such amounts
have been estimated) what are the estimated amounts of revenue to be received in 2003-04 and in 200405, from each of the components of duty set out at page 15 of the State Revenue Office 2003 Annual
Review, namely Land Transfers, Insurance (non-life), Mortgages, Transport Accident Charge Duty,
Hire of Goods, Other Misc. Duties, Life Insurance, Marketable Securities and Live Stock, respectively.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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1.

I answered a similar question raised by the Honourable Member earlier this year (Question on Notice 1315).

2.

I again direct the Honourable Member to information which is already publicly available.

3.

Details of the 2003-04 revised estimates and 2004-05 budget estimates are contained in the 2004-05 Budget
paper No. 4 (page 121)

4.

Details of the 2002- 03 actual outcomes are provided in the 2002-03 Financial Report.

5.

In these publications, Livestock duty is reported as part of Other miscellaneous duties. The split between
these two revenue items is:
Livestock
($m)

2002-03 (actual)
2003-04 (revised)
2004-05 (budget)

4.2
4.5
4.5

Other
Misc.
Duties
($m)
2.4
2.5
2.7

Treasurer: government property sales
3311.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): What
are the details of Government owned property sold, with an individual value of $5 million or above, in
each year from 1999-2000 to the expected sales in 2004-05.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: State Revenue Office — stamp duty
3312.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): Under
s63B of the Stamps Act 1958, how many notices of assessment for non-compliance focusing on
overstatement of stamp duty concessions to property purchasers have been issued by the State Revenue
Office since 30 June 2003.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
A total of 192 notices of assessment have been issued for non-compliance under section 63 of the Stamps Act 1958
and section 21 of the Duties Act.

Treasurer: State Revenue Office — non-compliance
3313.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): How
much revenue has been raised from the notices of assessment for non-compliance under s63B of the
Stamps Act 1958, so far in 2003-04 and is expected to be raised by these notices in 2004-05.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The total value of off-the-plan assessments raised in 2003-04 is $807,371. It is estimated that the off-the-plan
project will detect and assess $500,000 in unpaid stamp duty in 2004-05.

Planning: ministerial call-ins
3315.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation (for the
Minister for Planning): What are the details of all ministerial call-ins since 1 January 2002, including —
(i) all call-ins of planning permit applications before local government planning authorities and the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal; (ii) the date of the call-in; (iii) the reasons given for the call-in; (iv)
the name of the applicant; (v) the decision of the minister; and (vi) the date of that decision.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Each time the powers of Ministerial Intervention have been used, written reasons for each decision have been made
publicly available and can be found on the Department of Sustainability and Environment web site –
www.dse.vic.gov.au

Aged care: home and community care program
3316.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What funding under the Home and Community Care program, has been allocated and spent in
each year from 1999-2000 to 2003-04, respectively.

(b)

What proportion are growth funds.

(c)

In respect of each of the above years, how much of the growth funds have been allocated to — (i)
post acute services; (ii) palliative services; (iii) ethno specific services; (iv) services specifically
for people with disabilities; and (v) any other types of specified services.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Total funds allocated under the Home and Community Care (HACC) program in each year from 1999-2000
to 2003-04 respectively are:
1999-00
2000-01
2001-02
2002-03
2003-04

$262.3M
$281.7M
$305.2M
$325.7M
$359.0M

(b)

Growth funds allocated under the HACC program averaged 3.74% for the five year period.

(c)

The HACC program provides basic support and maintenance to clients to maintain their independence and to
prevent inappropriate admissions to residential or acute services. HACC funds are not specifically allocated in
the way specified in the question.
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Environment: greenhouse gas emission targets
3318.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): Have any greenhouse gas emission targets calling for a reduction in carbon
dioxide emissions been set in Victoria; if so, what are they; if not, why.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Victorian Government is committed to reducing greenhouse gas emissions - including emissions of carbon
dioxide - in order to play its part in addressing the most serious environmental issue currently facing the global
community.
Under the Kyoto Protocol to the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (FCCC), Australia has
been set a target to limit its growth in emissions to 8% above 1990 levels within the period 2008-2012.
The Victorian Government has strongly advocated that Australia should ratify the Kyoto Protocol and accept this
target as a legally binding commitment. The Victorian Government also acknowledges that this target represents
only a first step towards reducing greenhouse emissions and that further stronger action will be required over time
if we are to minimise the impacts of climate change.
The Victorian Government is committed to playing its part in meeting Australia's international commitments now
and in the future. The Victorian Greenhouse Strategy, launched in 2002, is delivering a comprehensive program of
action, estimated to achieve reductions in greenhouse gas emissions of between 5 and 8.3 million tonnes per year
over the first commitment period of the Kyoto Protocol. A key element of this Strategy has been the setting of
energy reduction targets for Government operations - for example, work is currently underway across all portfolio
areas to achieve a 15% reduction in energy use in government buildings by 2006. These and other measures within
the Victorian Greenhouse Strategy will continue to be developed in future years to deliver further greenhouse
savings.
The nature of future commitments under the Kyoto Protocol or other international instruments, including the
possibility of further targets, is still unclear and will be the subject of future negotiations. However, it is clear that
we need to plan now for transition to a low carbon economy.
To this end, the Government has launched a major examination of potential policy options that will provide further
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions from the energy sector, and drive improvements in energy efficiency and
investment in new energy supplies. The Greenhouse Challenge for Energy project aims to ensure that:
–

Victoria continues to have access to a reliable and affordable supply of energy

–

an appropriate transition path to a carbon-constrained future is identified

–

new business opportunities are identified and exploited.

Environment — greenhouse gas emissions
3319.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Environment): In relation to the greenhouse gas emissions:
(a)

What has been the annual increase in emissions for each year since 1999.

(b)

What are the reasons for these increases in emissions.

(c)

What is being done to reduce these emissions in the 2003-04.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Information on greenhouse gas emissions since 1999 is not available at a state level.
The Commonwealth published state-based inventories for 1990 and 1995 as part of the National Greenhouse
Gas Inventory (NGGI), but has not published inventories at the state-level in recent years. Beginning in 2005,
the Commonwealth plans to make NGGI data available in the form of an electronic database to which States
and Territories will have access – this will allow jurisdictions to compile inventory data at the State/Territory
level.
In the absence of Commonwealth publication of State inventories since 1995, in 2002 Victoria sought the
production of a Victorian Greenhouse Gas Inventory for the year 1999 (in 2002, 1999 data was the most
recent data available). Pending the production of the NGGI database next year, 1999 remains the most recent
inventory data for Victoria.

(b)

In the absence of inventory data, it is not possible to answer this question.

(c)

The Victorian Government released the Victorian Greenhouse Strategy (VGS) in June 2002. The VGS
includes 59 actions that will reduce greenhouse gas emissions across the economy, enhance greenhouse sinks
and assist Victoria to adapt to climate change.
The VGS uses a range of different policy tools, including: regulation; financial incentives;
cooperative/partnership based programs; information and education; and support for Research, Development,
Demonstration and Commercialisation activities – to reduce Victoria’s greenhouse gas emissions.
It is estimated that the combined effect of actions included in the VGS will deliver greenhouse gas emissions
savings averaging 5 to 8.3 megatonnes CO2-equivalent per annum over the period 2008-2012.

Consumer affairs: ministerial staff — mobile telephone services
3322.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: What has been
the cost of providing mobile telephone services to the Minister’s staff since 1999-2000.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
I was not the Minister for Consumer Affairs during this entire timeframe.

Aged care: ministerial staff — mobile telephone services
3326.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care: What has been the
cost of providing mobile telephone services to the Minister’s staff since 1999-2000.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Due to the broad nature of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of the department.
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Community services: ministerial staff — mobile telephone services
3328.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Community Services): What has been the cost of providing mobile telephone services to the Minister’s
staff since 1999-2000.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Due to the broad nature of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of the department

Health: ministerial staff — mobile telephone services
3330.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Health): What has been the cost of providing mobile telephone services to the Minister’s staff since
1999-2000.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Due to the broad nature of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of the department.

Housing: ministerial staff — mobile telephone services
3335.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Housing: What has been the cost
of providing mobile telephone services to the Minister’s staff since 1999-2000.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Due to the broad nature of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of the department

Information and communication technology: ministerial staff — mobile telephone services
3349.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Information and Communication
Technology: What has been the cost of providing mobile telephone services to the Minister’s staff since
1999-2000.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised, the answer is:
I am unable to provide a response as it is unclear to the exact period for which the question relates.

Agriculture: ministerial staff — mobile telephone services
3356.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): What has been the cost of providing mobile telephone services to the Minister’s staff
since 1999-2000.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department of Primary Industries has been responsible for paying the mobile telephone expenses for the
Minister for Agriculture and his staff since 5 December 2002 when the department was created.
From 5 December 2002 to 31 May 2004, the total cost of providing mobile telephone services to the Minister's staff
has been $19,088.40.

Community services: disability services — supported accommodation
3364.

THE HON. BILL FORWOOD — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to the answer to Question No. 1711, given in this House on 3 June
2004, which only provided information up to December 2003:
(a)

As at 1 April 2004, how many individuals on the Disability Service Needs Register were waiting
for — (i) shared supported accommodation; (ii) in-home accommodation support; and (iii) day
programs

(b)

For each category, how many were classified as — (i) urgent priority; (ii) high priority; and (iii)
low priority.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
– The information provided previously in answer to Question No. 1711 is the most recent Disability Services
Needs Register data released. The Minister for Community Services has committed to making this data available
publicly on an annual basis and anticipates that updated figures will be released later this year.

Community services: disability services — state plan for development of services
3365.

THE HON. BILL FORWOOD — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Community Services): In relation to the annual review of the State plan for the development of services
for Intellectually disabled persons in Victoria required under section 15(4) of the Intellectually Disabled
Persons’ Services Act 1986, has the 2002-03 review been completed; if so, on what date was it
completed, and will the Minister make a copy available or detail all of its findings.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Government’s vision for the future, where people with a disability enjoy the same rights and responsibilities as
all other citizens, is outlined in the Victorian State Disability Plan 2002-2012 (the State Plan). Since the launch of
the State Plan in September 2002, significant progress has been made on various strategies being implemented to
achieve this vision. This includes strategies that: protect and safeguard the rights of people with disabilities;
strengthen local communities to be more inclusive of people with disabilities; and enhance the disability support
system to enable people with disabilities to live the lives they choose.
The scope of the State Plan includes, but is not limited to, the needs of people with an intellectual disability. While
it does not contain a separate section on intellectual disability, the State Plan meets the obligations of the
Intellectually Disabled Persons’ Services Act 1986.
Disability Services has provided progress reports on the implementation of the State Plan to the Disability Advisory
Council of Victoria (DACV), in April, August and November 2003 and April 2004 and this by necessity involves
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an ongoing review of progress of the broad directions of the State Plan. A broader progress report will be compiled
and released in 2005.

Aged care: nursing staff
3366.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care: What was and is the cost of
employing agency nurses in both low and high care State owned aged care in 1999, 2000, 2001, 2002
and 2003, respectively, in — (i) Gippsland; (ii) Wimmera; and (iii) Central Highlands.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Department has not collected Agency nursing costs information in low and high care State owned aged care.
Due to the broad nature of the question the resources required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of the Department.

Aged care: state-owned facilities — rural Victoria
3367.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care: What is the percentage of all
State owned aged care facilities that are situated in rural Victoria.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
There are eighty two percent (82%) of State owned aged care facilities situated in rural Victoria.

Aged care: state-owned facilities — rural Victoria
3368.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care: How many State owned aged
care beds are situated in rural Victoria and in which regions are these rural beds located.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The number of State owned aged care beds situated in rural Victoria, by region are as follows:
Region
Barwon Southwest
Gippsland
Grampians
Hume
Loddon Mallee
Total

Number of State owned aged care beds at
April 2004 (Commonwealth allocated beds)
1219
616
1378
792
1295
5300
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Aged care: state-owned facilities
3369.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the average cost for resident care of a State owned nursing home with no more than 45
beds in 2003.

(b)

What was the average cost of a State owned resident care nursing home with no more than 45
beds in 1999, 2000, 2001 and 2002, respectively.

(c)

How do these costs compare with the equivalent costs for nursing homes owned by non State
providers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

The Department does not collect the average cost of resident care in a State owned nursing home.

(b)

The Department does not collect the average cost of resident care in a State owned nursing home.

(c)

The Department does not have access to the equivalent costs for resident care for nursing homes owned by
non State providers.

Due to the broad nature of the question the resources required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of the Department.

Aged care: state-owned facilities
3370.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the average cost for resident care of a State owned nursing home with more than 45
beds in 2003.

(b)

What was the average cost of a State owned resident care nursing home with more than 45 beds in
1999, 2000, 2001 and 2002, respectively.

(c)

How do these costs compare with the equivalent costs for nursing homes owned by non State
providers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

The Department does not collect the average cost of resident care in a State owned nursing home.

(b)

The Department does not collect the average cost of resident care in a State owned nursing home.

(c)

The Department does not have access to the equivalent costs for resident care for nursing homes owned by
non State providers.

Due to the broad nature of the question the resources required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of the Department.
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Aged care: state-owned facilities
3371.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the average cost for resident care of a State owned low care residential facility nursing
home with no more than 45 beds in 2003.

(b)

What was the average cost of a State owned low care residential facility with no more than 45
beds in 1999, 2000, 2001 and 2002, respectively.

(c)

How do these costs compare with the equivalent costs for nursing homes owned by non State
providers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

The Department does not collect the average cost of resident care in a State owned low care residential
facility.

(b)

The Department does not collect the average cost of resident care in a State owned low care residential
facility.

(c)

The Department does not have access to the equivalent costs for resident care for nursing homes owned by
non State providers.

Due to the broad nature of the question the resources required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of the Department.

Aged care: state-owned facilities
3372.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the average resident care costs of a State owned low care residential facility with more
than 45 beds in 2003.

(b)

What was the average resident care costs of a State owned low care residential facility with more
than 45 beds in 1999, 2000, 2001 and 2002.

(c)

How do these costs compare with the equivalent costs for low care residential facilities owned by
non State providers.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

The Department does not collect the average cost of resident care in a State owned low care residential
facility.

(b)

The Department does not collect the average cost of resident care in a State owned low care residential
facility.

(c)

The Department does not have access to the equivalent costs for resident care for low care residential
facilities owned by non-State providers.

Due to the broad nature of the question the resources required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of the Department.
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Aged care: positive ageing
3373.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care: In relation to the 2004-05
Budget, where $5 million was allocated to ‘positive ageing’:
(a)

What are the programs that will benefit from these funds.

(b)

In which regions will the programs be located.

(c)

How much will be allocated to each program.

(d)

What is the process by which these programs will be monitored.

(e)

What is the time frame for the implementation of the programs.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Strategies to promote positive ageing are being developed including:
– Improve media portrayal of ageing and older people;
– Help reduce discrimination in Victoria on the basis of age especially in the area of mature age
employment;
– Promote strong positive relationships between younger generations and older people especially through the
school sector;
– Promote aged-friendly communities with supportive social and physical environments that enable
participation by older people; and
– Encourage participation, connectivity and life-long learning, with a focus on skills and access for seniors to
information technology.

(b)

The initial year’s investment will focus on research, partnership building, and demonstration projects.
Projects may be statewide or locally focused. The specific regions within which projects might be funded are
not yet known.

(c)

The investments will be outlined in a strategy statement currently being developed with the input of
community stakeholders.

(d)

The strategy statement will identify impact and outcome measures for each project or program area and a
reporting framework.

(e)

The strategy will be progressively implemented over a four-year period.

Consumer affairs: private sector gifts
3375.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: Has the
Minister received any gifts from the private sector up to the sum of $380 since being appointed a
Minister of the Crown; if so — (i) who was the donor; (ii) what was the gift; (iii) what was the value of
the gift; and (iv) was this gift disclosed in a declaration of a conflict of interest.

ANSWER:
I advise that:
There is no requirement to keep a register of gifts under $500. The Members of Parliament (Register of Interests)
Act 1978 requires Members of Parliament to provide particulars of any gift they have received of or above the
amount or value of $500. I refer the Honourable Member to this register.
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Aged care: private sector gifts
3379.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care: Has the Minister
received any gifts from the private sector up to the sum of $380 since being appointed a Minister of the
Crown; if so — (i) who was the donor; (ii) what was the gift; (iii) what was the value of the gift; and
(iv) was this gift disclosed in a declaration of a conflict of interest.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 requires Members of Parliament to provide particulars
of any gift they have received of or above the amount or value of $500. I refer the Honourable Member to this
register.

Aboriginal affairs: private sector gifts
3380.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: Has the
Minister received any gifts from the private sector up to the sum of $380 since being appointed a
Minister of the Crown; if so — (i) who was the donor; (ii) what was the gift; (iii) what was the value of
the gift; and (iv) was this gift disclosed in a declaration of a conflict of interest.

ANSWER:
I am advised that the Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 requires Members of Parliament to
provide particulars of any gift they have received of or above the amount or value of $500. I refer the Honourable
Member to this register.

Community services: private sector gifts
3381.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Community Services): Has the Minister received any gifts from the private sector up to the sum of $380
since being appointed a Minister of the Crown; if so — (i) who was the donor; (ii) what was the gift;
(iii) what was the value of the gift; and (iv) was this gift disclosed in a declaration of a conflict of
interest.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 requires Members of Parliament to provide particulars
of any gift they have received of or above the amount or value of $500. I refer the Honourable Member to this
register.

Employment and youth affairs: private sector gifts
3382.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Employment and Youth Affairs): Has the Minister received any gifts from the private sector up to the
sum of $380 since being appointed a Minister of the Crown; if so — (i) who was the donor; (ii) what
was the gift; (iii) what was the value of the gift; and (iv) was this gift disclosed in a declaration of a
conflict of interest.

ANSWER:
I refer the Member to the Register of Pecuniary Interests.
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Health: private sector gifts
3383.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Health): Has the Minister received any gifts from the private sector up to the sum of $380 since being
appointed a Minister of the Crown; if so — (i) who was the donor; (ii) what was the gift; (iii) what was
the value of the gift; and (iv) was this gift disclosed in a declaration of a conflict of interest.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 requires Members of Parliament to provide particulars
of any gift they have received of or above the amount or value of $500. I refer the Honourable Member to this
register.

Multicultural affairs: private sector gifts
3385.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Multicultural Affairs): Has the Minister received any gifts from the private sector up to the sum of $380
since being appointed a Minister of the Crown; if so — (i) who was the donor; (ii) what was the gift;
(iii) what was the value of the gift; and (iv) was this gift disclosed in a declaration of a conflict of
interest.

ANSWER:
I am advised that the Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 requires Members of Parliament to
provide particulars of any gift they have received of or above the amount or value of $500. I refer the Honourable
Member to this register.

Victorian communities: private sector gifts
3386.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Victorian Communities): Has the Minister received any gifts from the private sector up to the sum of
$380 since being appointed a Minister of the Crown; if so — (i) who was the donor; (ii) what was the
gift; (iii) what was the value of the gift; and (iv) was this gift disclosed in a declaration of a conflict of
interest.

ANSWER:
I am advised that the Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 requires Members of Parliament to
provide particulars of any gift they have received of or above the amount or value of $500. I refer the Honourable
Member to this register.

Housing: private sector gifts
3388.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Housing: Has the Minister
received any gifts from the private sector up to the sum of $380 since being appointed a Minister of the
Crown; if so — (i) who was the donor; (ii) what was the gift; (iii) what was the value of the gift; and
(iv) was this gift disclosed in a declaration of a conflict of interest.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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The Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 requires Members of Parliament to provide particulars
of any gift they have received of or above the amount or value of $500. I refer the Honourable Member to this
register.

Women’s affairs: private sector gifts
3393.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Women’s Affairs): Has the Minister received any gifts from the private sector up to the
sum of $380 since being appointed a Minister of the Crown; if so — (i) who was the donor; (ii) what
was the gift; (iii) what was the value of the gift; and (iv) was this gift disclosed in a declaration of a
conflict of interest.

ANSWER:
I am advised that the Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 requires Members of Parliament to
provide particulars of any gift they have received of or above the amount or value of $500. I refer the Honourable
Member to this register.

Sport and recreation: private sector gifts
3394.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation: Has the
Minister received any gifts from the private sector up to the sum of $380 since being appointed a
Minister of the Crown; if so — (i) who was the donor; (ii) what was the gift; (iii) what was the value of
the gift; and (iv) was this gift disclosed in a declaration of a conflict of interest.

ANSWER:
I am advised that the Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 requires Members of Parliament to
provide particulars of any gift they have received of or above the amount or value of $500. I refer the Honourable
Member to this register.

Commonwealth Games: private sector gifts
3395.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Commonwealth Games: Has the
Minister received any gifts from the private sector up to the sum of $380 since being appointed a
Minister of the Crown; if so — (i) who was the donor; (ii) what was the gift; (iii) what was the value of
the gift; and (iv) was this gift disclosed in a declaration of a conflict of interest.

ANSWER:
I am advised that the Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 requires Members of Parliament to
provide particulars of any gift they have received of or above the amount or value of $500. I refer the Honourable
Member to this register.

Information and communication technology: private sector gifts
3401.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Information and Communication
Technology: Has the Minister received any gifts from the private sector up to the sum of $380 since
being appointed a Minister of the Crown; if so — (i) who was the donor; (ii) what was the gift; (iii)
what was the value of the gift; and (iv) was this gift disclosed in a declaration of a conflict of interest.
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ANSWER:
I am advised that the Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978, requires Members of Parliament to
provide particulars of any gift they have received of or above the amount or value of $500. Accordingly, there is no
register of gifts of a value less than $500.

Financial services industry: private sector gifts
3402.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Small Business (for the Minister
for Financial Services Industry): Has the Minister received any gifts from the private sector up to the
sum of $380 since being appointed a Minister of the Crown; if so — (i) who was the donor; (ii) what
was the gift; (iii) what was the value of the gift; and (iv) was this gift disclosed in a declaration of a
conflict of interest.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows
I am advised that the Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 requires Members of Parliament to
provide particulars of any gift they have received of or above the amount or value of $500.
Whilst in the Middle East (Dec 2003) and China (April – May 2004) I received various gifts (plates, coins, building
replicas, etc) the value of which is unknown. While most of the gifts would clearly be valued at less than $500 (and
indeed less than $380) there are several the value of which would be more difficult to determine. In all instances
these gifts were received from foreign governments or government corporations or agencies.

Manufacturing and export: private sector gifts
3404.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Small Business (for the Minister
for Manufacturing and Export): Has the Minister received any gifts from the private sector up to the
sum of $380 since being appointed a Minister of the Crown; if so — (i) who was the donor; (ii) what
was the gift; (iii) what was the value of the gift; and (iv) was this gift disclosed in a declaration of a
conflict of interest.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows
I am advised that the Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 requires Members of Parliament to
provide particulars of any gift they have received of or above the amount or value of $500.
Whilst in the Middle East (Dec 2003) and China (April – May 2004) I received various gifts (plates, coins, building
replicas, etc) the value of which is unknown. While most of the gifts would clearly be valued at less than $500 (and
indeed less than $380) there are several the value of which would be more difficult to determine. In all instances
these gifts were received from foreign governments or government corporations or agencies.

Agriculture: private sector gifts
3408.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries (for the Minister
for Agriculture): Has the Minister received any gifts from the private sector up to the sum of $380 since
being appointed a Minister of the Crown; if so — (i) who was the donor; (ii) what was the gift; (iii)
what was the value of the gift; and (iv) was this gift disclosed in a declaration of a conflict of interest.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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Since being appointed a Minister of the Crown I have not received a gift from the private sector over $380.

Aged care: Willaura Hospital Nursing
3413.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Willaura Hospital Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government by the Government will be required to ensure
that the facility achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Skipton Nursing Home
3414.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Skipton Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government by the Government will be required to ensure
that the facility achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Dunolly Nursing Home
3415.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Dunolly Nursing Home.
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(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government by the Government will be required to ensure
that the facility achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Bairnsdale Regional Health Service — nursing home
3416.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Bairnsdale Regional Health
Service – Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government by the Government will be required to ensure
that the facility achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Omeo District Hospital — nursing home
3417.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Omeo District Hospital Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: St Elmos Nursing Home
3418.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for St Elmos Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Hopetoun Nursing Home
3419.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Hopetoun Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
378

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 14 September 2004

Aged care: Rainbow Bush Nursing Home Annexe
3420.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Rainbow Bush Nursing
Home Annexe.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Lakeview Nursing Home
3421.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Lakeview Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Rosebank Nursing Home
3422.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Rosebank Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.
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What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Birchip Nursing Home
3423.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Birchip Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Boort District Hospital Nursing Home
3424.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Boort District Hospital
Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
380

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 14 September 2004

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Kara-Linga Nursing Home
3425.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Kara-Linga Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Manangatang and District Nursing Home
3426.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Manangatang and District
Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Waranga Nursing Home
3427.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Waranga Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Archie Gray Nursing Home Unit
3428.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Archie Gray Nursing Home
Unit.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Coleraine and District Nursing Home
3429.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Coleraine and District
Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.
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What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Hesse Rural Health Service Nursing Home
3430.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Hesse Rural Health Service
Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Heywood Nursing Home
3431.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Heywood Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.
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The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Donald and District Nursing Home
3432.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Donald and District Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: McIvor Health and Community Services Nursing Home
3433.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the McIvor Health and
Community Services Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Swan Hill District – Nursing Home (Nyah Campus)
3434.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Swan Hill District – Nursing
Home (Nyah Campus).

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Mount View Aged Care Facility
3435.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Mount View Aged Care
Facility.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Beaufort Nursing Home
3436.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Beaufort Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.
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What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Penhurst Nursing Home
3437.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Penhurst Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Nathalia District Hospital Nursing Home
3438.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Nathalia District Hospital
Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.
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(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Cohuna District Nursing Home
3439.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Cohuna District Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Maldon Hospital and Community Care Service – Nursing Home
3440.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Maldon Hospital and
Community Care Service – Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Kowree Nursing Home Unit
3441.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Kowree Nursing Home Unit.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Queen Elizabeth Centre (Steele Haughton Unit)
3442.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Queen Elizabeth Centre
(Steele Haughton Unit).

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Mary Guthrie House Nursing Home
3443.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Mary Guthrie House
Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.
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What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Westernport Nursing Home
3444.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Westernport Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Lorne Nursing Home
3445.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Lorne Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.
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(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Latrobe Regional Hospital Nursing Home
3446.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Latrobe Regional Hospital
Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Daylesford Nursing Home
3447.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Daylesford Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Jeparit and District Nursing Home
3448.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Jeparit and District Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Trentham Nursing Home
3449.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Trentham Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Parkvilla Aged Care Facility
3450.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Parkvilla Aged Care
Facility.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.
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What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Inglewood Districts Hospital Nursing Home
3451.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Inglewood Districts Hospital
Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Natimuk BNH - Nursing Home Annexe
3452.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Natimuk BNH - Nursing
Home Annexe.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Thomas Hogan Wing Nursing Home
3453.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Thomas Hogan Wing
Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Gardenview House Nursing Home
3454.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Gardenview House Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Rupanyup District Nursing Home
3455.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Rupanyup District Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Alchera House Nursing Home
3456.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Alchera House Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Rochester Nursing Home Annexe
3457.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Rochester Nursing Home
Annexe.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.
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What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Dimboola District Hospital Nursing Home Unit
3458.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Dimboola District Hospital
Nursing Home Unit .

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Iona Digby Harris Home
3459.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Iona Digby Harris Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.
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(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Merindah Lodge Nursing Home
3460.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Merindah Lodge Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Edward Steet Nursing Home
3461.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Edward Steet Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Peter James Centre Nursing Home — Mooroolbark Campus
3462.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Peter James Centre Nursing
Home – Mooroolbark Campus.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Peter James Centre Nursing Home – Northside
3463.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Peter James Centre Nursing
Home – Northside.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Boyne Russell House Nursing Home
3464.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Boyne Russell House
Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.
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What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Ian Brand Nursing Home
3465.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Ian Brand Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Merv Irvine Nursing Home
3466.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Merv Irvine Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.
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(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Carinya Nursing Home (Frankston Extended Care)
3467.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Carinya Nursing Home
(Frankston Extended Care).

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Jean Turner Nursing Home
3468.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Jean Turner Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Montgomery Nursing Home
3469.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Montgomery Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Namarra Nursing Home
3470.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Namarra Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Yarraman Nursing Home
3471.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Yarraman Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.
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What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Reg Geary Nursing Home
3472.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Reg Geary Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: South Stone Lodge Nursing Home Residential Facility
3473.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the South Stone Lodge Nursing
Home Residential Facility.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 14 September 2004

COUNCIL

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Weighbridge Residential Care Facility Nursing Home
3474.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Weighbridge Residential
Care Facility Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Westside Lodge Nursing Home
3475.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Westside Lodge Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Hilary Blakiston House
3476.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Hilary Blakiston House.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: John Robb House Nursing Home
3477.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the John Robb House Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Casterton Memorial Hospital Nursing Home
3478.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Casterton Memorial Hospital
Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.
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What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Koroit and District Memorial Health Services Nursing Home
3479.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Koroit and District
Memorial Health Services - Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Moyne Health Services – Belfast House Nursing Home
3480.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for Moyne Health Services –
Belfast House Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Seymour Cundy Wing Nursing Home
3481.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Seymour Cundy Wing
Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Armitage House Nursing Home
3482.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Armitage House Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Grabham Wing Nursing Home
3483.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Grabham Wing Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: J.H.F McDonald Wing Nursing Home
3484.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the J.H.F McDonald Wing
Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Koorooman House Nursing Home
3485.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Koorooman House Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.
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What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Bill Crawford Lodge Nursing Home
3486.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Bill Crawford Lodge
Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Creswick District Nursing Home
3487.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Creswick District Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Grant Lodge Aged Care Facility
3488.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Grant Lodge Aged Care
Facility.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Helen Schute Nursing Home
3489.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Helen Schute Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Kara Court Nursing Home
3490.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Kara Court Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Talbot Place Aged Care Facility
3491.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Talbot Place Aged Care
Facility.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Buckland House Nursing Home
3492.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Buckland House Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.
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What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Caladenia Nursing Home
3493.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Caladenia Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Grutzner House Nursing Home
3494.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Grutzner House Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.
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(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Irvin House Nursing Home
3495.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Irvin House Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Morrie Evans Wing Nursing Home
3496.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Morrie Evans Wing Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 14 September 2004

COUNCIL

411

Aged care: Seymour District Nursing Home
3497.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Seymour District Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Yarrawonga Nursing Home
3498.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Yarrawonga Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Glenarm Nursing Home
3499.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Glenarm Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.
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What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Kyabram Nursing Home
3500.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Kyabram Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Red Cliffs Nursing Home
3501.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for Red Cliffs Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.
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Aged care: Frankston Aged Care Service Nursing Home
3502.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Frankston Aged Care
Service - Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Allambee Nursing Home Kingston Centre
3503.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Allambee Nursing Home
Kingston Centre.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Grandview Lodge Nursing Home
3504.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Grandview Lodge Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Warracknabeal Hospital – JR & AE Landt Nursing Home
3505.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Warracknabeal Hospital –
JR & AE Landt Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Hazeldean Nursing Home
3506.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Hazeldean Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.
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What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: John Pickford House Nursing Home
3507.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the John Pickford House
Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Maryborough Nursing Home
3508.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Maryborough Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Simpkin House Nursing Home
3509.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Simpkin House Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Cyril Jewell House Home
3510.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Cyril Jewell House - Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Grange Residential Care Services Nursing Home
3511.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for Grange Residential Care
Services – Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Specialist Extended Care Centre Hamilton Nursing Home
3512.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Specialist Extended Care
Centre Hamilton - Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: EvelynWilson Nursing Home
3513.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the EvelynWilson Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.
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What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Swan Hill District Nursing Home
3514.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Swan Hill District Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Darley Housel Nursing Home
3515.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Darley Housel Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Cooinda Lodge Nursing Home
3516.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Cooinda Lodge Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Jack Lonsdale Nursing Home
3518.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Jack Lonsdale Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: P.S Hobson Nursing Home
3519.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the P.S Hobson Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Beechworth Hospital Residential Care Program Nursing Home
3520.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Beechworth Hospital
Residential Care Program Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Golden Oaks Nursing Home
3521.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Golden Oaks Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.
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What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Jack Stella Anderson Nursing Home
3522.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Jack Stella Anderson
Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Anne Caudle Campus Nursing Home
3523.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Anne Caudle Campus
Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Lumeah Nursing Home
3524.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Lumeah Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Wimmera Nursing Home
3525.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Wimmera Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Wangaratta and District Nursing Home
3526.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Wangaratta and District
Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Polwarth House Nursing Home
3527.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Polwarth House Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Caufield Hospital Nursing Home
3528.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Caufield Hospital Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.
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What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Mount Alexander Nursing Home
3529.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Mt Alexander Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Kingston Centre Nursing Home
3530.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Kingston Centre Nursing
Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Grace McKellar Centre Nursing Home
3531.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Grace McKellar Centre
Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Omeo District Hospital Hostel
3532.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Omeo District Hospital hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Charlton Hostel
3533.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Charlton Hostel

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Merindah Lodge Aged Care Facility
3534.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Merindah Lodge Aged Care
Facility.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Skipton Hostel
3535.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for Skipton Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 14 September 2004

(c)

COUNCIL

427

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Kolor Lodge Hostel
3536.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Kolor Lodge Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Avoca Hostel
3537.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for Avoca Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
428

COUNCIL

Tuesday, 14 September 2004

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Kaniva Hostel
3538.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for Kaniva Hostel

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Parkland House Hostel
3539.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Parkland House Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Rainbow Bush Nursing Home Hostel
3540.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Rainbow Bush Nursing
Home Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Trescowthick House Hostel
3541.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Trescowthick House Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Allan W Lockwood Special Care Hostel
3542.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for Allan W Lockwood Special
Care Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.
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What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Beaufort Hostel
3543.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for Beaufort Hostel

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Lumeah Lodge Hostel
3544.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Lumeah Lodge Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.
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The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Jessie Bowe House Hostel
3545.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Jessie Bowe House Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Nyah District Aged Care Services (Jacaranda Lodge)
3546.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for Nyah District Aged Care
Services (Jacaranda Lodge).

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Lakes Hostel
3547.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Lakes Hostel

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Rosebank Hostel
3548.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Rosebank Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Michael Court Hostel
3549.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Michael Court Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Tuesday, 14 September 2004

COUNCIL

433

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Trentham Hostel
3550.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Trentham Hostel

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Allawah Special Care Hostel
3551.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Allawah Special Care
Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.
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Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Heathcote Aged Care Service Hostel
3552.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Heathcote Aged Care
Service Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Inglewood Hostel
3553.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Inglewood Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: W.E.J Sims Lodge
3554.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for W.E.J Sims Lodge.
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What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Bindaree Retirement Centre
3555.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Bindaree Retirement Centre.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Corrong Village Hostel
3556.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for Corrong Village Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Garden View Court Hostel
3557.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Garden View Court Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Mooraleigh Hostel
3558.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Mooraleigh Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Griffiths Point Lodge Hostel
3559.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for Griffiths Point Lodge Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Monda Lodge Hospital
3560.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Monda Lodge Hospital.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Ann Nichol House Hostel
3561.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Ann Nichol House Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Andrews House Hostel
3562.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Andrews House Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Hillside Lodge Hostel
3563.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Hillside Lodge Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.
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Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: J.R & A.E Landt Hostel
3564.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for J.R & A.E Landt Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Dianella Hostel
3565.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Dianella Hostel

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Boort District Hospital Hostel
3566.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Boort District Hospital
Hostel.
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(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Riverside Hostel
3567.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Riverside Hostel

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Rochester and District Hostel
3568.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Rochester and District
Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: McLellan House Hotel
3569.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the McLellan House Hotel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Sutherland Lodge
3570.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for Sutherland Lodge.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Glanville Village Hostel
3571.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for Glanville Village Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Moyne Health Services – Moyneyana House
3572.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Moyne Health Services –
Moyneyana House.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Midlands Hostel
3573.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Midlands Hostel

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.
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What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Kurrajong Lodge
3574.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Kurrajong Lodge.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Bolga Court Hostel
3575.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Bolga Court Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.
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(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Pleasant Home Hostel
3576.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Pleasant Home Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Killara Hostel
3577.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Killara Hostel

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Coorabin Hostel
3578.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Coorabin Hostel

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Wannon Court Hostel
3579.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Wannon Court Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Jacaranda House Hostel
3580.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Jacaranda House Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Stretton Park Hostel
3581.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Stretton Park Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
As the Stretton Park Hostel is not a Public Sector Residential Aged Care Service, the matters raised in the question
do not fall under my portfolio responsibilities.
The Stretton Park Hostel is managed under a Management Agreement between Central Gippsland Health Services
and Stretton Park Hostel Inc.
The Stretton Park Hostel Inc produces Annual Reports and Financial Statements in accordance with the
requirements of the Associations Incorporation Act 1981.

Aged care: Jessie Gillett Court Hostel
3582.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Jessie Gillett Court Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.
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Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: James Thomas Court Hostel
3583.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the James Thomas Court Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Eureka Village Hostel
3584.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Eureka Village Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Carshalton House Hostel
3585.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Carshalton House Hostel.
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(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Pleasant Home Hostel
3586.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Pleasant Home Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Sunraysia Hostel for the Elderly
3587.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Sunraysia Hostel for the
Elderly.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
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(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Beechworth Hospital Residential Care Program
3588.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Beechworth Hospital
Residential Care Program.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Queen Elizabeth Village Hostel
3589.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Queen Elizabeth Village
Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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Aged care: Hailey House Hostel
3590.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Hailey House Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Lotus Lodge Hostel
3591.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Lotus Lodge Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: A.G Eastwood Hostel
3592.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the A.G Eastwood Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Percy Baxter Lodge
3593.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Percy Baxter Lodge.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Mount Alexander Hostel
3594.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Mt Alexander Hostel.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.
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Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Parkville Hostel
3595.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Parkville Hostel

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Avoca Nursing Home
3596.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Avoca Nursing Home.

(b)

What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.

Aged care: Rochester Nursing Home Annexe
3597.

THE HON. ANDREA COOTE — To ask the Minister for Aged Care:
(a)

What was the financial result, profit/loss amount, for 2002-03 for the Rochester Nursing Home
Annexe.
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What is the status for achieving 2008 building accreditation standards for that facility.

(c)

What further injection of funds by the Government will be required to ensure that the facility
achieves 2008 building accreditation standards.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
(a)

Financial information is collected at agency level and is contained in the publicly available Annual Reports of
that agency.

(b)

The majority of services meet the 2008 building certification requirements. Government has committed to
undertaking works to ensure all facilities will meet 2008 building certification requirements.

(c)

Further injection of Government funds to ensure all facilities meet 2008 building certification requirements
will be considered as part of the 2005-06 and 2006-07 budget processes.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers to the following questions on notice were circulated on the date shown.
Questions have been incorporated from the notice paper of the Legislative Council.
Answers have been incorporated in the form supplied by the departments on behalf of the appropriate ministers.
The portfolio of the minister answering the question on notice starts each heading.

Thursday, 16 September 2004
Industrial relations: fees and charges
1528.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for Industrial
Relations):
(a)

What are all the fees, fines, levies, charges and taxes that fall under the Minister’s portfolio
responsibility.

(b)

What was the level/rate of each of these in October 1999.

(c)

What is the current level/rate of each of these.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Due to the broad nature of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on the time and resources of my office.

Major projects: fees and charges
1534.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for Major
Projects):
(a)

What are all the fees, fines, levies, charges and taxes that fall under the Minister’s portfolio
responsibility.

(b)

What was the level/rate of each of these in October 1999.

(c)

What is the current level/rate of each of these.

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

The fees, fines, levies. Charges and taxes that fall under my portfolio responsibility as Minister for Major
Projects are: Nil

(b)

The levels/rates of each of these in October 1999 were: Nil

(c)

The current levels/rates of these are: Nil

Transport: fees and charges
1535.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport):
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(a)

What are all the fees, fines, levies, charges and taxes that fall under the Minister’s portfolio
responsibility.

(b)

What was the level/rate of each of these in October 1999.

(c)

What is the current level/rate of each of these.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Due to the broad nature of the question, the research required to provide a response would place an unreasonable
burden on time and resources.

Transport: taxi industry — fees and charges
1558.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): What was the level/rate of taxi industry fares, fees, fines, levies, charges and taxes in
October 1999 and what is their current level/rate.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised the answer is:
– Fares (metropolitan, urban and country taxi zones)

As at October 1999
Metropolitan, Country & Urban

Flagfall
$

Distance
Rate per
Km
$

Time
Rate per
Minute

Phone
Booking
Fee
$

Late Night
Surcharge *
$

2.60

1.00

41.6c

1.00

1.00

* (Late Night Surcharge - hiring between midnight and 6 am).
Current fares are available online at www.victaxi.com.au
– Fees, levies, charges & taxes
The Victoria Government Gazettes numbered G 20 (19 May 1994), G 32 (9 August 2001) and S66 (16 April
2003) detail the level of taxi fees, levies and charges applicable at October 1999 and March 2004.
Other fees, levies and charges not included in the above Government Gazettes include:

Vehicle registration (annual fee)
TAC levy (including duty) - high risk zone
TAC levy (including duty)- medium risk zone
TAC levy (including duty) - low risk zone
Annual lease for Peak Service (metropolitan) taxi licence issued after
May 2002

1999
$
140.00
1,542.20
1,155.00
768.90
N/A

2004
$
157.00
1,848.00
1,383.80
921.80
5,660.00

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Thursday, 16 September 2004

COUNCIL

457

– Fines
The fines are detailed in Schedule 4 of the Road Safety (General) Regulations 1999.

Transport: suburban train services
1721.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport):
(a)

How many cancellations of suburban train services occurred on each line operated by Connex
between — (i) 18 April and 24 April 2004, inclusive; and (ii) 25 April and 1 May 2004, inclusive.

(b)

By line, what was the cause of each cancellation.

(c)

How many of the cancellations on each line occurred for services scheduled to leave the
originating station on — (i) weekdays between 6.00 a.m. and 9.00 a.m.; (ii) weekdays between
3.30 p.m. and 7.00 p.m.; (iii) Saturday; and (iv) Sunday.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services is available in Track Record, a
quarterly Bracks Government publication which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: tram system — redundancies
1727.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport):
(a)

When will all the former M>Tram and Yarra Trams tram drivers recently forced into redundancy
as a result of Yarra Trams commencing to operate all of Melbourne’s tram network, be paid their
full entitlements.

(b)

Have some drivers who have returned all M>Tram keys and property issued to them still not
received these entitlements a week after doing so.

(c)

What is the total amount owing to former M<Tram drivers made redundant.

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

Redundancy payments have been made to all drivers.

(2)

No

(3)

No payments are owing.

Transport: tram routes — time savings
1728.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): What time savings will occur on each tram route between the terminus and final destination
as a result of the ‘Tram to it’ program on a typical — (i) inbound weekday AM peak hour journey; (ii)
outbound weekday PM peak hour journey; (iii) off peak weekday journey; (iv) Saturday daytime
journey; and (v) Sunday daytime journey.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Via a number of measures, of which the Tram Priority Program is one, VicRoads and the Department of
Infrastructure have committed to improving average tram speed in Melbourne. The program itself includes a set of
priority routes where time savings are strongly in prospect, but disaggregation of the target across specific routes
and time periods cannot be determined until consultation with local authorities and assessment of design is
completed for individual corridors.

Transport: suburban train services
1729.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport):
(a)

How many M>Train (or from 18 April 2004, Connex) services scheduled to run express between
Cheltenham and Caulfield, or Caulfield and Cheltenham have been cancelled on each weekday
between 29 March and 21 April 2004 inclusive.

(b)

On what time and date was each cancelled service timetabled to depart either Cheltenham (for an
‘up’ service) or Caulfield (for a ‘down’ service).

(c)

Have some ‘stopping all stations’ services on the Frankston line exceeded 800 passengers on
board at any one station as a result of those cancellations.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services is available in Track Record, a
quarterly Bracks Government publication which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: suburban train services
1730.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport):
(a)

How many M>Train (or from 18 April 2004, Connex) services have been cancelled on the
Sandringham line on each weekday between 29 March and 21 April 2004, inclusive.

(b)

On what time and date was each cancelled service scheduled to depart from either Flinders Street
station (for a ‘down’ service) or Sandringham (for an ‘up’ service).

(c)

Have passengers in the AM peak hour routinely been unable to board the next train at stations
such as Prahran as a result of such cancellations.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services is available in Track Record, a
quarterly Bracks Government publication which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.
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Transport: suburban train services
1731.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport):
(a)

How many M>Train (or from 18 April 2004, Connex) services have been cancelled on the
Dandenong/ Pakenham/ Cranbourne lines on each weekday between 29 March and 21 April 2004,
inclusive.

(b)

On what time and date was each cancelled service scheduled to depart from Flinders Street station
or Dandenong (for a ‘down’ service) or Pakenham, Cranbourne or Dandenong (for an ‘up
service).

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services is available in Track Record, a
quarterly Bracks Government publication which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: suburban train services
1732.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport):
(a)

How many Connex services scheduled to run express between Cheltenham and Caulfield, or
Caulfield and Cheltenham have been cancelled on each weekday between 22 April and 11 May
2004, inclusive.

(b)

On what time and date was each cancelled service timetabled to depart from either Cheltenham
(for an ‘up’ service) or Caulfield (for a ‘down’ service).

(c)

Have some ‘stopping all stations’ services on the Frankston line exceeded 800 passengers on
board at any one station as a result of these cancellations.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services is available in Track Record, a
quarterly Bracks Government publication which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: suburban train services
1733.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport):
(a)

How many Connex services have been cancelled on the Sandringham line on each weekday
between 22 April and 11 May 2004, inclusive.

(b)

On what time and date was each cancelled service scheduled to depart from either Flinders Street
(for a ‘down’ service) or Sandringham (for an ‘up’ service).

(c)

Have passengers in the AM peak hour routinely been unable to board the next train at stations like
Prahran as a result of such cancellations.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services is available in Track Record, a
quarterly Bracks Government publication which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: suburban train services
1734.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport):
(a)

How many Connex services have been cancelled on the Dandenong/Pakenham/Cranbourne lines
on each weekday between 22 April and 11 May 2004, inclusive.

(b)

From what time and date was each cancelled service scheduled to depart from Flinders Street or
Dandenong (for a ‘down’ service) or Pakenham, Cranbourne or Dandenong (for an ‘up’ service).

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services is available in Track Record, a
quarterly Bracks Government publication which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: Bendigo fast rail upgrade
1735.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): In relation to the Bendigo Fast Rail Upgrade:
(a)

What is the manufacturing cost of 160,000 broad gauge only concrete sleepers.

(b)

What is the estimated manufacturing cost of 160,000 gauge convertible concrete sleepers.

(c)

What speed is presently allowed through Big Hill tunnel on the existing double track between
Kyneton and Bendigo.

(d)

What will be the fastest safe speed for a ‘V’locity’ train through Big Hill tunnel if double track
was retained in the exact position it is now and the track upgraded with concrete sleepers and 60
kg/m rail.

(e)

What is the predicted actual speed of trains — (i) northbound; and (ii) southbound, through Big
Hill tunnel once the upgrade is complete.

(f)

If double track was retained through Big Hill tunnel and ‘V’locity’ trains slowed (if necessary) to
the maximum safe speed through the tunnel, what would be the delay in seconds solely due to the
tunnel speed restriction — (i) northbound; and (ii) southbound.

(g)

What is the maximum speed at which the predicted kinematic envelope of a ‘V’locity’ train
running on the high standard track specified for the Bendigo upgrade does not exceed the actual
kinematic envelope of a Sprinter running at 130km/h on existing track.

(h)

If double track was retained and upgraded to class ‘HP’ (high performance) track under Conlans
Rd Bridge at Taradale, what would be the maximum speed under the bridge of a ‘V’locity’ train
that would be ‘not less safe’ than existing Sprinter trains passing under Conlans Rd bridge on the
existing track at 130km/h.
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(i)

Between Elphinstone and Bendigo, what are the locations of the present ‘up’ track that will
require removal in order to realign the existing ‘down’ track for higher speeds, and at each
location what speed will apply after the realignment, and what would the maximum possible safe
speed be if double track was retained.

(j)

What time saving is achieved solely due to each section of realigned track between Elphinstone
and Bendigo, and what is the total time saving between these locations due to realigned track.

(k)

Did the Bendigo Line Fast Rail Project ‘Fact Sheet’ (Nov 2003) and Regional Fast Rail Passenger
Information Bulletin (Feb 2004) both state that there are ‘28 narrow heritage road overbridges’
between Kyneton and Bendigo.

(l)

Did the Department of Infrastructure drawing No. 214 11-004-01-043 list only the following 21
narrow heritage road overbridges — (i) Harpers Lane; (ii) Flynn’s Lane; (iii) Lasslett St; (iv)
Daylesford – Malmsbury Rd; (v) Boundary Rd (vi) Unnamed road 105.737 km; (vii) Conlans Rd;
(viii) Railway St (111.297 km); (ix) Railway Dam Rd; (x) Tunnel Hill Rd; (xi) Railway St
(120.056 km); (xii) Eureka St; (xiii) Hitchcock St; (xiv) Ross Drive; (xv) Sawmill Rd; (xvi)
Gaaschs Rd; (xvii) Old Calder Hwy; (xviii) Beilharz Rd; (xix) Phillis St; (xx) Hunter St; and (xxi)
Thistle St.

(m) What are the road name and location of the seven narrow heritage road overbridges not shown in
the above list.
(n)

For each of the four sections of track to be singled between Kyneton and Bendigo, what
proportion of the rail was manufactured prior to 1955.

(o)

If double track was retained between Kyneton and Bendigo with one track upgraded to Class HP
as well as the planned upgrade between Sydenham and Kyneton, and trains slowed if necessary
for heritage structures, what would be the expected running time for a ‘V’locity’ train running
express from Sydenham to Bendigo.

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

The manufacturing cost of the 160,000 broad gauge sleepers for the Bendigo Regional Fast Rail upgrade is
not known by the State, as the contractor, Regional Rail Link, is the procurer of the sleepers.
The State awarded a $200m contract to Regional Rail Link to complete the upgrade of the Bendigo line on its
behalf and it would not be in the commercial interests of the contractor to reveal such a figure to the State.

(b)

As the Government does not manufacture concrete sleepers, and is not installing sleepers of this type for
Regional Fast Rail, estimated manufacturing costs for 160,000 gauge convertible concrete sleepers are best
sought from a sleeper manufacturer.

(c)

In the Big Hill Tunnel, trains currently travel up to 130km/h in the northbound direction and up to 115km/h in
the southbound direction.

(d)

The maximum speeds for the V’Locity train under these conditions would be the same as they currently are –
130km/h for the northbound track, 115km/h for the southbound track.
The Member for Western Province should note that the Government’s technical review of the track design in
the Kyneton to Bendigo section showed that a single, bi-directional track would be required in the Big Hill
Tunnel, regardless of whether double track was retained in other parts of the line.

(e)

Once the upgrade is completed, the design speed of the single bi-direction track through the Big Hill Tunnel
will be 140km/h.
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There are no plans to retain the double track through the Big Hill tunnel.
The Government’s technical review of both a double and single track design between Kyneton and Bendigo,
conducted in response to community feedback, showed that a track design with sections of single track and
long sections of double track is the most appropriate and financially responsible way balancing a range of
concerns and considerations including current and future operational requirements, provision of growth in rail
services, safety and heritage requirements.

(g)

Kinematic envelopes are calculated independent of speed, and in simple terms, the V’locity kinematic
envelope will not exceed the Sprinter’s kinematic envelope as they are both the same.
Both the Sprinter and V’locity are designed to the same recognised safety standards.

(h)

Conlans Road Bridge is narrow and has restricted clearances. As such the current speed limit through this
bridge will also apply to the new trains.

(i)

A publicly available diagram showing the locations where track will be removed can be found on the
Regional Fast Rail web site at www.linkingvictoria.vic.gov.au
After the realignment, speeds of between 130km/h and 160km/h will apply to the newly upgraded track in
this section.
If the existing configuration remains the same, i.e. there is no change, it should come as no surprise that the
existing speeds limits will remain – 130km/h for the Down track, 115km/h for the Up track.

(j)

Time savings on the Bendigo line are calculated for the entire line, not just small sections of track. It is
interesting to note recent figures released by the Australian Bureau of Statistics which show significant
growth occurring in Bendigo. Improving the speed, reliability and frequency of rail access to Melbourne will
further strengthen the economic position of Bendigo and surrounding regions.

(k, l, m)
Both information bulletins did state that there are ‘28 narrow heritage road overbridges’ between Kyneton
and Bendigo.
The seven bridges not listed on this drawing include:
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)

Calder Highway
Porcupine Bend Bridge
Ham Street Bridge
Myrtle Street Bridge
Mitchell Street Bridge
Elphinstone Tunnel
Big Hill Tunnel

It should be noted that this drawing was marked as ‘Preliminary – for discussion purposes only.’
(n)

The Department of Infrastructure has no known records on these proportions.
From a heritage perspective, it is the cutting and the rail corridor and not the actual track that has been
classified as being significant.

(o)

The Government has made its decision regarding the design of the track between Kyneton and Bendigo and is
getting on with the job of delivering improved rail services for regional Victoria, so the information requested
is not available or relevant to the project.
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Major projects: workplace bullying
1749.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for Major
Projects):
(a)

How many cases of bullying in the workplace have been reported to each department or agency
under the responsibility of the Minister between 1 January and 31 December 2003.

(b)

How many of these claims resulted in WorkCover cases being established.

(c)

What was the total cost of WorkCover claims for bullying in the workplace for each department or
agency under the responsibility of the Minister between 1 January and 31 December 2003.

(d)

What has been the dollar increase in premiums for each individual Department or agency due to
claims for bullying in the workplace.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
There were no cases of bullying reported in Major Projects Victoria during the period specified.

Transport: Western Port Highway, Lyndhurst — overpass
1790.

THE HON. RON BOWDEN — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): In relation to the Western Port Highway at Lyndhurst in south eastern Melbourne, what
were the construction costs incurred by VicRoads for the overpass over the railway line where the
Western Port Highway overpass crosses the railway line at Lynhurst.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised, the answer is:
The construction of the rail overpass on the Western Port Highway at Lyndhurst was part of the duplication of the
Highway between the South Gippsland Freeway and Thompsons Road. The total cost of the duplication was $27m.
The portion of this expenditure attributable to the rail overpass is estimated at $12m.

Transport: suburban train services
1813.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): In relation to the Sandringham Railway Line:
(a)

How many cancellations occurred on this line operated by Connex from 1 May 2004 and what
was the cause of each cancellation.

(b)

How many of the cancellations occurred for services scheduled to leave the originating station on
weekdays between 6.00 am and 9.00 am and weekdays between 3.30 pm and 7.00 pm.

(c)

What is the percentage of train services delayed on this line from 1 May 2004.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services is available in Track Record, a
quarterly Bracks Government publication which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au
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Major projects: VicUrban house and land package auction
1815.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Major Projects):
(a)

What was the total amount of funds raised from the VicUrban house and land package auction for
the Royal Children’s Hospital’s Good Friday Appeal in 2004 for the property in Lynbrook Estate
and the property in Cairnlea Estate.

(b)

What was the total amount of funds raised from the VicUrban house and land package auction for
the Royal Children’s Hospital’s Good Friday Appeal in 2003 for the property in Lynbrook Estate
and the property in Cairnlea Estate.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
2003
Cairnlea estate - $382,500
Lynbrook estate - $315,000
2004
Cairnlea estate - $424,500
Lynbrook estate - $345,000

Major projects: VicUrban — housing for people with disabilities
1816.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Major Projects): What measures have or will be put in place to ensure future housing developments by
the VicUrban Authority are more accessible, for entry and inside the dwelling, for people with a
disability.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
VicUrban is the Victorian Government’s new sustainable urban development agency formed from a merger of the
Docklands Authority (DA) and the Urban and Regional Land Corporation (URLC). Fundamental to its purpose is
that VicUrban promotes access for all people - including people of all abilities - to its community developments.
Ensuring access to people with disabilities is required under the Federal Government’s Disability Discrimination
Act 1992 and relevant Australian standards (1428.1, 1428.2).
However, VicUrban, as a coordinating developer of residential estates, does not directly construct housing. This is
carried out by builders who are required to comply with provisions of the Building Code of Australia (BCA) and
other relevant laws.
Where VicUrban develops public spaces, disabled access must comply with provisions of the Federal Act noted
above.
Compliance with State and Federal Government Legislation is supplemented by the following VicUrban polices:
The Smart Living Framework Policy August 2002 (of the former URLC and adopted by VicUrban) states as its
third goal:
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“3. Improving the amenity and livability of urban environments by creating lively places and a varied mix of land
uses and activities.
Goal: To create environments that deliver vibrant and viable communities which foster a sense of well-being.
– Access for all abilities”
Melbourne Docklands Integration and Design Excellence July 2000 Principle 1 (of the former DA and adopted by
VicUrban) states:
For all People and their Needs
– The development should be attractive and accessible for a full range
of people from Melbourne, Victoria and visitors from other places.
In addition to the above, VicUrban is currently developing a Sustainability Charter which identifies environmental,
design, community, affordability and commercial performance measures. The charter’s community performance
measures will include 'access for all abilities'.

Major projects: Docklands Film and Television Studio complex project
1818.

THE HON. GRAEME STONEY — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Major Projects): In relation to the Docklands Film and Television Studio Complex Project and the
document ‘Docklands Studio Development — Selection of Preferred Tenderer following Request for
Tender submissions from short listed tenderers’, Section 2 ‘Receipt, storage and handling of tenders’:
(a)

Were all tender documents transferred from the Department of Innovation, Industry and Regional
Development to Major Projects Victoria for storage and evaluation; if not, why.

(b)

Were tender documents kept in a locked room at Major Projects Victoria at all times unless they
were being assessed; if so, what was the room and what type of lock was on the door for that
room; if not, where were the tenders kept and what was the type of security/locking mechanism.

(c)

Was a register of all people accessing the tender documents maintained.

(d)

Who maintained the register.

(e)

How many times were the tender documents accessed, on what dates were they accessed and by
whom.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
The matters raised in the question do not fall within my portfolio responsibilities and should more appropriately be
asked of the Minister for State and Regional Development.

Transport: Bairnsdale railway line
1821.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister of Transport): In relation to the re-opening of the Bairnsdale Railway Line.
(a)

How many train services ran on opening day.

(b)

How many train carriages were in use for that inaugural trip.

(c)

How many paying passengers were on that inaugural trip.
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(d)

What was the total cost to the Victorian taxpayers for the train trip to Bairnsdale on the opening
day.

(e)

What was the total cost of the catering for Ministers, advisers, and others, on the re-opening of the
line.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
a)

Only the single official train operated for the launch of the Bairnsdale service, which also provided three short
free train rides from Bairnsdale station.

b)

The train to Bairnsdale consisted of seven carriages.

c)

There were no paying passengers on the inaugural trip. Guests were invited in recognition of their
contribution to the re-opening and to encouraging patronage.

d)

The cost of the train trip was approximately $5,000.

e)

The catering at Stratford was provided by the Friends of St Patrick’s Primary School and cost $313. Catering
at Bairnsdale was provided by the State Emergency Service, for a donation, and was subsidised by the East
Gippsland Shire Council. A private coffee vendor also traded

Transport: OneLink tram ticket validators
1831.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport):
(a)

Were OneLink tram ticket validators serial numbers 034-03300 and 034-02035 displaying
'INVALID' when commuters inserted their tram tickets on a Port Melbourne-bound Route 109
service that passed Parliament House at about 8.20 am on 27 May 2004.

(b)

Did the same validators display a green indication at their top at the same time as showing
'INVALID' when tickets were inserted.

(c)

Are such instances of validators not functioning for this reason reported in 'Track Record' each
quarter.

(d)

How many instances of this type of fault occurred between January and March 2004, in April
2004 and May 2004 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services, including the ticketing system, is
available in Track Record, a quarterly Bracks Government report which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: OneLink tram ticket validators
1832.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport):
(a)

How many instances of 'WRONG ZONE' readings to valid Zone 1 tram tickets when they were
inserted into on board tram validators while the tram was travelling within Zone 1 did these
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validators give on routes 109, 75 and 86 in — (i) January to March 2004; (ii) April 2004; and (iii)
May 2004 to date.
(b)

How many instances of 'WRONG ZONE' readings to Zone 2 tram tickets when they were inserted
into onboard tram validators while the tram was travelling within Zone 2 did these validators give
on routes 109, 75 and 86 in — (i) January to March 2004; (ii) April 2004; and (iii) May 2004 to
date.

(c)

Does such a fault require OneLink technicians to attend the tram to correct such a fault or can the
OneLink validators be reset by the tram driver.

(d)

Is any time specified in the OneLink or Yarra Trams contracts within which a technician must
attend to reported faults affecting onboard tram ticket vending machines or onboard tram
validators, where the tram is in revenue service when the fault is reported.

(e)

How many faults with OneLink onboard tram ticket vending machines and onboard tram
validators have occurred in April 2004 and May 2004 to date, respectively.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services, including the ticketing system, is
available in Track Record, a quarterly Bracks Government report which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: suburban rail services
1839.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport):
(a)

How many Connex services scheduled to run express between Cheltenham and Caulfield, or
Caulfield and Cheltenham have been cancelled on each weekday between 12 May 2004 and 1
June 2004, respectively.

(b)

On what date and time was each cancelled service timetabled to depart either Cheltenham (for an
‘up’ service) or Caulfield (for a ‘down’ service).

(c)

Have some stopping all stations services on the Frankston line exceeded 800 passengers on board
at any one station as a result of these cancellations.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised, the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services is available in Track Record, a
quarterly Bracks Government publication which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: suburban rail services
1840.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport):
(a)

How many Connex services have been cancelled on the Sandringham line on each weekday
between 12 May 2004 and 1 June 2004.

(b)

On what date and time was each cancelled service scheduled to depart either Flinders Street (for a
‘down’ service) or Sandringham (for an ‘up’ service).
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Have passengers in the am peak hour routinely been unable to board the next train at stations such
as Prahran as a result of such cancellations.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised, the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services is available in Track Record, a
quarterly Bracks Government publication which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: suburban rail services
1841.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport):
(a)

How many Connex services have been cancelled on the Dandenong/ Pakenham/Cranbourne lines
on each weekday between 12 May 2004 and 1 June 2004.

(b)

On what date and time was each cancelled service scheduled to depart Flinders Street or
Dandenong (for a ‘down’ service) or Pakenham, Cranbourne or Dandenong (for an ‘up’ service).

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised, the answer is:
Detailed information on the performance of Victoria’s public transport services is available in Track Record, a
quarterly Bracks Government publication which is available online at www.doi.vic.gov.au.

Transport: journeys without valid tickets
1842.

THE HON. DAVID KOCH — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport):
(a)

What percentage of journeys are estimated to have been made without a valid ticket between 18
April and 1 June 2004 on — (i) Connex; (ii) Yarra Trams; (iii) Melbourne’s private bus operators;
and (iv) V/Line.

(b)

What amount in revenue forgone does this amount to for each of those operators in (a).

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
There were no surveys conducted between 18 April and 1 June 2004 to measure the level of fare evasion.

Major projects: Docklands Authority — stress-related leave
1852.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Major Projects): In relation to staff members of the Docklands Authority on stress related
leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of
staff involved.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised, the answer is:
Docklands Authority staff members on stress related leave during 2002-03:
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(i)

Number of days:

5

(ii)

Estimated cost:

$1,080

(iii) Total number of staff:

469

1

Major projects: VicUrban — stress-related leave
1853.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Major Projects): In relation to staff members of VicUrban on stress related leave in 200203, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff
involved.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised, the answer is:
VicUrban was not in existence during the period identified in the question above.

Major projects: Federation Square Management — stress related leave
1854.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Major Projects): In relation to staff members of Federation Square Management on stress
related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total
number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised, the answer is:
Federation Square Management Pty Ltd is a company, and its control is the responsibility of its Board of Directors.
The matters raised in the question do not fall within my portfolio responsibilities. As the shareholding in Federation
Square Management Pty Ltd is the responsibility of the Minister for State and Regional Development, the question
should more appropriately be asked of the Minister.

Transport: Hastings Port (Holding) Corporation — stress-related leave
1855.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to staff members of the Hastings Port (Holding) Corporation on
stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii)
total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised, I am informed that:
The Hastings Port (Holding) Corporation had no staff during this time.

Transport: Marine Safety Victoria — stress-related leave
1856.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to staff members of Marine Safety Victoria on stress related leave in
2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff
involved.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
There were no cases of stress leave in relation to Marine Safety Victoria staff reported to the Department of
Infrastructure between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003.

Energy industries: Gas Safety Office — stress-related leave
1858.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries: In relation to
staff members of the Gas Safety Office on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number
of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised I am informed that :
It is rare for medical certificates to specify a particular illness where a staff member is absent from work on sick
leave, other than the fact the person is not fit for work. Details of stress related leave are therefore not recorded on
the Office of Gas Safety’s leave management system.
The Office is unaware of any worker compensation claims during 2002-03 that are stress related.

Energy industries: Office the Chief Electrical Inspector — stress-related leave
1859.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries: In relation to
staff members of the Office the Chief Electrical Inspector on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was
the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised, the answer is:
It is rare for medical certificates to specify a particular illness where a staff member is absent from work on sick
leave, other than the fact the person is not fit for work. Details of stress related leave are therefore not recorded on
the Office of the Chief Electrical Inspector’s leave management system.
The Office is unaware of any worker compensation claims during 2002-03 that are stress related.

Transport: Spencer Street Station Authority — stress-related leave
1860.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to staff members of the Spencer Street Station Authority on stress
related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total
number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
Spencer Street Station Authority staff members on stress related leave during 2002-03 were
(i)

Number of days:

4.5

(ii)

Estimated cost:

$634.40

(iii) Total number of staff:

2
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Transport: Urban and Regional Land Corporation — stress-related leave
1861.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to staff members of the Urban and Regional Land Corporation on
stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii)
total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised, the answer is:
Urban and Regional Land Corporation staff on stress related leave during 2002-03:
(i)

Number of days:

25

(ii)

Estimated cost:

$4,400

(iii) Total number of staff:

2

Energy industries: Victorian Energy Networks Corporation — stress-related leave
1864.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries: In relation to
staff members of Victorian Energy Networks Corporation on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was
the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
It is rare for medical certificates to specify a particular illness where a staff member is absent from work on sick
leave, other than the fact the person is not fit for work. Details of stress related leave are therefore not recorded on
VENCorp’s leave management system.
VENCorp is unaware of any worker compensation claims during 2002-03 that are stress related.

Transport: Public Transport Access Committee — stress-related leave
1869.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to staff members of the Public Transport Access Committee on
stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii)
total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
There are no staff members on the Public Transport Access Committee. The Committee is serviced by staff from
the Department of Infrastructure.

Transport: Victorian Motorcycle Advisory Council Committee — stress-related leave
1872.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to staff members of the Victorian Motorcycle Advisory Council
Committee on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated
cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
The Victorian Motorcycle Advisory Council has no staff members.

Transport: Victorian Rail Freight Advisory Council — stress-related leave
1873.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to staff members of the Victorian Rail Freight Advisory Council on
stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii)
total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised, the answer is:
The Victorian Rail Freight Advisory Council operated as an industry liaison forum for rail freight issues.
One full-time Department of Infrastructure employee was assigned to act as the Executive Officer for the Council.
During 2002-03 the individual had a total of four days sick leave.
As the sick leave was spread over three occasions there was no additional cost.

Transport: Victorian Road Freight Advisory Council — stress-related leave
1874.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to staff members of the Victorian Road Freight Advisory Council on
stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii)
total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
The Victorian Road Freight Advisory Council has no staff members.

Victorian communities: Public Records Advisory Council — stress-related leave
1977.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Victorian Communities): In relation to staff members of the Public Records Advisory Council on stress
related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total
number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Public Records Advisory Council does not employ any staff. All support services are provided by the Public
Records Office Victoria within the Department for Victorian Communities.

Treasurer: Victorian Government Purchasing Board — stress-related leave
2060.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to staff members of the Victorian Government Purchasing Board on stress related leave in
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2002-03, what was the — (i) number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff
involved.
ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Gascor Pty Ltd — stress-related leave
2064.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to staff members of the Gascor Pty Ltd on stress related leave in 2002-03, what was the — (i)
number of days taken; (ii) estimated cost; and (iii) total number of staff involved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Gascor Pty Ltd is no longer a State owned entity. The ownership of Gascor was transferred to Victoria’s gas
retailers (Origin Energy (Vic) Pty Ltd, AGL Victoria Pty Ltd and TXU Pty Ltd) in September 2003 pursuant to put
options exercised by the State in December 2002.

Major projects: Docklands Authority — advertising
2094.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Major Projects): In relation to Docklands Authority’s advertising undertaken between 1
July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisement; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
The time and resources required to fully respond to this question would impose an unreasonable burden on
resources. Therefore the following summary has been prepared in response to the question.
All advertising was booked and purchased through the State Government’s Master Agency Media Service
agreement which operates through the advertising agencies Optimedia and HMA Blaze.
The purpose of all advertising conducted by the Docklands Authority was to either effectively promote Docklands
as a destination for all Victorians, or to recruit staff or seek Tenders.
The value of this advertising for financial year ending 30 June 2003 was $82,283.70. The value of advertisements
by the media in which they appeared is as follows:
Radio
Press
Outdoor

$ 8,118.85
$ 41,153.30
$ 33,011.55
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Creative work for these campaigns was either produced in-house, or with the assistance of creative consultant
Marcus Johnson under an existing agreement. For the financial year ending 30 June 2003 the amount spent under
this agreement was $21,100.00.

Major projects: VicUrban — advertising
2095.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Major Projects): In relation to VicUrban’s advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002 and
30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) Purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
VicUrban was not in existence during the period identified in the question above.

Major projects: Federation Square Management — advertising
2096.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Major Projects): In relation to Federation Square Management’s advertising undertaken
between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised the answer is:
Federation Square Management Pty Ltd is a company, and its control is the responsibility of its Board of Directors.
The matters raised in the question do not fall within my portfolio responsibilities. As the shareholding in Federation
Square Management Pty Ltd is the responsibility of the Minister for State and Regional Development, the question
should more appropriately be asked of the Minister.

Energy industries: Office of Gas Safety — advertising
2100.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister Energy Industries: In relation to the
Office of Gas Safety’s advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The time and resources needed by the Office of Gas Safety to prepare a response providing such detail would place
an unreasonable burden on the agency. However I can confirm that the Office of Gas Safety does run advertising
campaigns promoting gas safety, and that general information pertaining to this is available from the Office’s most
recent annual report.
If the Member would like to submit a more specific question relating to the Office of Gas Safety’s advertising
campaigns, then I would be pleased to seek that information for him.

Energy industries: Office of the Chief Electrical Inspector — advertising
2101.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister Energy Industries: In relation to the
Office of the Chief Electrical Inspector’s advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The time and resources needed by the Office of the Chief Electrical Inspector to prepare a response providing such
detail would place an unreasonable burden on the agency. However I can confirm that the Office of the Chief
Electrical Inspector does run advertising campaigns promoting electrical safety, and that general information
pertaining to this is available from the Office’s most recent annual report.
If the Member would like to submit a more specific question relating to the Office of the Chief Electrical
Inspector’s advertising campaigns, then I would be pleased to seek that information for him.

Energy industries: Victorian Energy Networks — advertising
2106.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Energy Industries: In relation to
Victorian Energy Networks’ advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised the answer is:
On advice from VENCorp, it does not undertake advertising.
I have not included in the definition of ‘advertising’, notices which VENCorp may publish under my direction
relating to emergencies.
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Transport: Victorian Rail Freight Advisory Council — advertising
2115.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the Victorian Rail Freight Advisory Council’s advertising
undertaken between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised I am informed that :
There were was no advertising undertaken by the Victorian Rail Freight Advisory Council between 1 July 2002
and 30 June 2003.

Treasurer: Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme — advertising
2287.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme’s advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002
and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Essential Services Commission — advertising
2288.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Essential Services Commission’s advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002 and 30
June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.
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Treasurer: Government Superannuation Office — advertising
2289.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Government Superannuation Office’s advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002 and 30
June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Parliamentary Trustee — advertising
2292.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Parliamentary Trustee’s advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Victorian Government Purchasing Board — advertising
2296.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002
and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.
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Treasurer: Victorian Managed Insurance Authority — advertising
2297.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority’s advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002
and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Gascor Pty Ltd — advertising
2300.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to Gascor Pty Ltd’s advertising undertaken between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Gascor Pty Ltd is no longer a state owned entity. The ownership of Gascor was transferred to Victoria’s gas
retailers (Origin Energy (Vic) Pty Ltd, AGL Victoria Pty Ltd, and TXU Pty Ltd) in September 2003 pursuant to put
options exercised by the State in December 2002.

Victorian communities: Public Records Advisory Council — advertising
2305.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Victorian Communities): In relation to the Public Records Advisory Council’s advertising undertaken
between 1 July 2002 and 30 June 2003:
(a)

What was the — (i) date of approval of each contract; (ii) cost of each contract; (iii) purpose of the
advertisements; and (iv) duration of each advertisement.

(b)

Where and when was each advertisement published or broadcast.

(c)

To whom was each contract awarded.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The answer is nil.
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Major projects: Federation Square Management — media research and public opinion polling
2327.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Major Projects): In relation to Federation Square Management’s media research and public
opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Federation Square Management Pty Ltd is a company, and its control is the responsibility of its Board of Directors.
The matters raised in the question do not fall within my portfolio responsibilities. As the shareholding in Federation
Square Management Pty Ltd is the responsibility of the Minister for State and Regional Development, the question
should more appropriately be asked of the Minister.

Energy industries: Victorian Energy Networks Corporation — media research and public opinion
polling
2337.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister Energy Industries: In relation to the
Victorian Energy Networks Corporation’s media research and public opinion polling conducted since 1
January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
That the advice provided to me by VENCorp is that it has never conducted any public opinion polling or media
research. It has conducted Stakeholder Value Surveys, which as the title suggests is purely Stakeholder related, but
does not relate to the general community.
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Transport: Victorian Rail Freight Advisory Council — media research and public opinion polling
2347.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the Victorian Rail Freight Advisory Council’s media research and
public opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
No media research or public opinion polling has been conducted by the Victorian Rail Freight Advisory Council
since January 2002.

Treasurer: Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme — media research and public opinion
polling
2519.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Emergency Services Superannuation Scheme’s media research and public opinion
polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.
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Treasurer: Essential Services Commission — media research and public opinion polling
2520.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Essential Services Commission’s media research and public opinion polling conducted
since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Government Superannuation Office — media research and public opinion polling
2521.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Government Superannuation Office’s media research and public opinion polling
conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Parliamentary Trustee — media research and public opinion polling
2524.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Parliamentary Trustee’s media research and public opinion polling conducted since 1
January 2002:
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(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

Thursday, 16 September 2004

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Victorian Government Purchasing Board — media research and public opinion polling
2528.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Victorian Government Purchasing Board’s media research and public opinion polling
conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Victorian Managed Insurance Authority — media research and public opinion polling
2529.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to the Victorian Managed Insurance Authority’s media research and public opinion polling
conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.
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(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.
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ANSWER:
I am informed that:
The organisation which is the subject of your question does not fall within my portfolio responsibilities.

Treasurer: Gascor Pty Ltd — media research and public opinion polling
2532.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to Gascor Pty Ltd’s media research and public opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.

(g)

Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Gascor Pty Lid is no longer a state owned entity. The ownership of Gascor was transferred to Victoria’s gas
retailers (Origin Energy (Vic) Pty Ltd, AGL Victoria Pty Ltd and TXU Pty Ltd) in September 2003 pursuant to put
options exercised by the State in December 2002.

Victorian communities: Public Records Advisory Council — media research and public opinion
polling
2537.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Victorian Communities): In relation to the Public Records Advisory Council’s media research and
public opinion polling conducted since 1 January 2002:
(a)

What is the title of each poll or item of research.

(b)

What is the date of approval and duration of the contract.

(c)

What is the cost.

(d)

Who are the personnel conducting the project.

(e)

Was it put to tender.

(f)

What recommendations were made.
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Were any actions taken by the Department or Minister.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The answer is nil.

Major projects: VicUrban — funding
2556.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Major Projects): In relation to VicUrban’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 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
VicUrban was not in existence during the period identified in the question above.

Major projects: Federation Square Management — funding
2557.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Major Projects): In relation to Federation Square Management’s allocation of funds to
major capital works, including major maintenance, replacement, and upgrades, what were the priority
major projects that were approved for the year 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects
achieved.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Federation Square Management Pty Ltd is a company, and its control is the responsibility of its Board of Directors.
The matters raised in the question do not fall within my portfolio responsibilities. As the shareholding in Federation
Square Management Pty Ltd is the responsibility of the Minister for State and Regional Development, the question
should more appropriately be asked of the Minister.

Transport: Marine Safety Victoria — funding
2559.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to Marine Safety Victoria’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 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Marine Safety Victoria’s allocation of funds to major capital works is detailed within the public document entitled
“Boating Safety Facilities Program 2002 – 2003”, which is available online at www.marinesafety.vic.gov.au
The brochure lists all of the priority projects that were recommended for funding from the 2002 – 03 program.
All projects from the 2002-03 program have been successfully completed.
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Transport: Urban and Regional Land Corporation — funding
2564.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the Urban and Regional Land Corporation’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 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects
achieved.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
No Major capital works were undertaken by the Urban and Regional Land Corporation.
The estate and development works undertaken by Urban and Regional Land Corporation were revenue generating.
These works are classed as land improvements, enhancing the value of land held for resale (not as a major capital
allocation of funds).

Treasurer: Gascor Pty Ltd — funding
2764.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to Gascor Pty Ltd’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 200203 and were each of those priority projects achieved.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Gascor Pty Ltd (Gascor) is no longer a State owned entity. The ownership of Gascor was transferred to Victoria’s
gas retailers (Origin Energy (Vic) Pty Ltd, AGL Victoria Pty Ltd, and TXU Pty Ltd, AGL Victoria Pty Ltd and
TXU Ltd) in September 2003 pursuant to put options exercised by the State in December 2002.

Victoria communities: Public Records Advisory Council — funding
2769.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Victorian Communities): In relation to the Public Records Advisory Council’s allocation of funds to
major capital works, including major maintenance, replacement, and upgrades, what were the priority
major projects that were approved for the year 2002-03 and were each of those priority projects
achieved.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The answer is nil.

Major projects: Federation Square Management — funding
2792.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Major Projects): What has been the expenditure by Federation Square Management on
external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
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Federation Square Management Pty Ltd is a company, and its control is the responsibility of its Board of Directors.
The matters raised in the question do not fall within my portfolio responsibilities. As the shareholding in Federation
Square Management Pty Ltd is the responsibility of the Minister for State and Regional Development, the question
should more appropriately be asked of the Minister.

Treasurer: Gascor Pty Ltd— external legal advice
2998.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): What
has been the expenditure by Gascor Pty Ltd on external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Gascor Pty Ltd (Gascor) is no longer a state owned entity. The ownership of Gascor was transferred to Victoria’s
gas retailers (Origin Energy (Vic) Pty Ltd, AGL Victoria Pty Ltd and TXU Pty Ltd) in September 2003 pursuant to
put options exercised by the State in December 2002.

Victorian communities: Public Records Advisory Council — external legal advice
3003.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Victorian Communities): What has been the expenditure by the Public Records Advisory Council on
external legal advice since 1 January 2003 to date.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The answer is nil.

Major projects: Federation Square Management — office accommodation
3025.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Major Projects): In relation to Federation Square Management’s leases of office
accommodation currently held, what is — (i) the location of each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases;
(iii) the cost per metre of each lease; and (iv) the total cost of each lease over the term of the contract.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Federation Square Management Pty Ltd is a company, and its control is the responsibility of its Board of Directors.
The matters raised in the question do not fall within my portfolio responsibilities. As the shareholding in Federation
Square Management Pty Ltd is the responsibility of the Minister for State and Regional Development, the question
should more appropriately be asked of the Minister.

Transport: Urban and Regional Land Corporation — office accommodation
3032.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the Urban and Regional Land Corporation’s leases of office
accommodation currently held, what is — (i) the location of each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases;
(iii) the cost per metre of each lease; and (iv) the total cost of each lease over the term of the contract.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
As a result of the merger between the Docklands Authority and Urban and Regional Land Corporation creating
VicUrban on 1 August 2003, the Urban and Regional Land Corporation no longer exists and therefore does not
hold any office accommodation leases.

Transport: Victorian Rail Freight Advisory Council — office accommodation
3045.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): In relation to the Victorian Rail Freight Advisory Council’s leases of office
accommodation currently held, what is — (i) the location of each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases;
(iii) the cost per metre of each lease; and (iv) the total cost of each lease over the term of the contract.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
There is no lease of office accommodation currently held by the Victorian Rail Freight Advisory Council.

Small business: Office of the Small Business Commissioner — office accommodation
3051.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Small Business: In relation to the
Office of the Small Business Commissioner’s leases of office accommodation currently held, what is —
(i) the location of each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases; (iii) the cost per metre of each lease; and
(iv) the total cost of each lease over the term of the contract.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The Office of the Small Business Commissioner holds no leases.

Treasurer: Gascor Pty Ltd — office accommodation
3232.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Finance (for the Treasurer): In
relation to Gascor Pty Ltd’s leases of office accommodation currently held, what is — (i) the location of
each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases; (iii) the cost per metre of each lease; and (iv) the total cost
of each lease over the term of the contract.

ANSWER:
I am informed that:
Gascor Pty Ltd (Gascor) is no longer a state owned entity. The ownership of Gascor was transferred to Victoria’s
gas retailers (Origin Energy (Vic) Pty Ltd, AGL Victoria {Pty Ltd) and TXU Pty Ltd) in September 2003 pursuant
to put options exercised by the State in December 2002.

Victorian communities: Public Records Advisory Council — office accommodation
3237.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Victorian Communities): In relation to the Public Records Advisory Council’s leases of office
accommodation currently held, what is — (i) the location of each lease; (ii) the expiry date of the leases;
(iii) the cost per metre of each lease; and (iv) the total cost of each lease over the term of the contract.
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ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
The answer is nil.

Transport: CityLink — toll costs
3246.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS— To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): What was the cost of City Link day tolls costs in October 1999 for — (i) cars; (ii) light
commercial vehicles; (iii) heavy commercial vehicles; (iv) motorcycles; (v) metropolitan taxis; and (vi)
taxis other than metropolitan taxis.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The information requested was published in the Government Gazette by the previous Government.

Transport: jet ski licence fee
3256.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): What was the level/rate of a Jet Ski Licence in October 1999 and what is the current
level/rate.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
Licensing for operators of personal watercraft (jet skis) came into effect on 1 February 2001. As such no personal
watercraft licences were issued as at October 1999.
The cost of a recreational boat licence with personal watercraft endorsement is listed in the Marine (Fees)
Regulations 2003.

Transport: commercial fishing boat licence fee
3259.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): What was the level/rate of a commercial fishing boat licence in October 1999 and what is
the current level/rate.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Marine (Fees) Regulations 1988 list the rate of commercial fishing boat licences in October 1999 and the
current rate is listed in the Marine (Fees) Regulations 2003.

Transport: commercial fishing boat registration fee
3260.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): What was the level/rate of a commercial fishing boat registration fee in October 1999 and
what is the current level/rate.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
There is no registration fee charged for commercial fishing boats.

Transport: Marine (Fees) Regulations 2003
3293.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS— To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): What was the value of each of the fees covered by the Marine (Fees) Regulations 2003 —
(i) in October 1999; (ii) immediately prior to these regulations; and (iii) following the introduction of
these regulations.

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

The value of the fees at October 1999 are listed in the Marine (Fees) Regulations 1988.

(ii)

The value of the fees prior to the Marine (Fees) Regulations 2003 are listed in the Marine (Fees) Regulations
2001.

(iii) The value of the fees following the introduction of the regulations are listed in the Marine (Fees) Regulations
2003.

Transport: general marine operators licence fees and marine licence test fees
3301.

THE HON. PHILIP DAVIS — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the Minister for
Transport): What was the cost of general marine operators licence fees and marine licence test fees in
October 1999 and what is their current cost.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
No licences or fees were applicable as at October 1999.
The current licence costs are listed in the Marine (Fees) Regulations 2003.

Aboriginal affairs: ministerial staff — mobile telephone services
3327.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs: What has been
the cost of providing mobile telephone services to the Minister’s staff since 1999-2000.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
Due to the broad nature of the question, the provision of a response would place an unreasonable burden on the
time and resources of the department.

Major projects: ministerial staff — mobile telephone services
3337.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Major Projects): What has been the cost of providing mobile telephone services to the
Minister’s staff since 1999-2000.
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ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised, the answer is
The Department of Infrastructure’s financial system cannot separate Mobile phone expenditure for my Major
Projects staff from my other portfolio’s expenditure.
However, in terms of my responsibilities for Major Projects and Transport, the average cost of providing mobile
phone services to a staff member is $25 per week.

Transport: ministerial staff — mobile telephone services
3338.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government (for the
Minister for Transport): What has been the cost of providing mobile telephone services to the Minister’s
staff since 1999-2000.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
The Department of Infrastructure's financial system cannot separate mobile phone expenditure for my Transport
staff from my other portfolio's expenditure.
However, in terms of my responsibilities for Transport and Major Projects, the average cost of providing mobile
phone services to a staff member is $25 per week.

Small business: ministerial staff — mobile telephone services
3348.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Small Business: What has been
the cost of providing mobile telephone services to the Minister’s staff since 1999-2000.

ANSWER:
As at the date the question was raised, the answer is:
I am unable to provide a response as it is unclear to the exact period for which the question relates.

Industrial relations: private sector gifts
3384.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Aged Care (for the Minister for
Industrial Relations): Has the Minister received any gifts from the private sector up to the sum of $380
since being appointed a Minister of the Crown; if so — (i) who was the donor; (ii) what was the gift;
(iii) what was the value of the gift; and (iv) was this gift disclosed in a declaration of a conflict of
interest.

ANSWER:
I am informed as follows:
This is one of a number of questions seeking detailed information in respect of gifts worth less than $380 received
by Government Ministers. The Government cannot justify the diversion of public time and resources on answering
these questions.
I am advised that the Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 requires Members of Parliament to
provide particulars of any gift they have received of or above the amount or value of $500. I refer the Honourable
Member to this register.
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Local government: private sector gifts
3387.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Local Government: Has the
Minister received any gifts from the private sector up to the sum of $380 since being appointed a
Minister of the Crown; if so — (i) who was the donor; (ii) what was the gift; (iii) what was the value of
the gift; and (iv) was this gift disclosed in a declaration of a conflict of interest.

ANSWER:
I am advised that the Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978 requires Members of Parliament to
provide particulars of any gift they have received of or above the amount or value of $500. I refer the Honourable
Member to this register.

Small business: private sector gifts
3400.

THE HON. RICHARD DALLA-RIVA — To ask the Minister for Small Business: Has the Minister
received any gifts from the private sector up to the sum of $380 since being appointed a Minister of the
Crown; if so — (i) who was the donor; (ii) what was the gift; (iii) what was the value of the gift; and
(iv) was this gift disclosed in a declaration of a conflict of interest.

ANSWER:
As at the date the Question was raised, the answer is:
I am advised that the Members of Parliament (Register of Interests) Act 1978, requires Members of Parliament to
provide particulars of any gift they have received of or above the amount or value of $500. Accordingly, there is no
register of gifts of a value less than $500.
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Prospecting: miners rights, 108, 109
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ARGONDIZZO, Ms (Templestowe)

Auditor-General: public sector agencies — special reviews and
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Members statements
Water: Manningham initiatives, 180
Questions without notice
Football: government assistance, 211
Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
Alert Digest No. 6, 18
Alert Digest No. 7, 18

BISHOP, Hon. B. W. (North Western)
Adjournment
Hazardous waste: Nowingi, 73
Bills
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 205
Members statements

ATKINSON, Hon. B. N. (Koonung)
Bills
Gambling Regulation (Amendment) Bill, 158
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 237

Water: Wimmera–Mallee pipeline, 15
Ministerial statement
Revitalising Consumer Protection, 33
Points of order, 208

Members statements
Planning: Mitcham development, 12
Ministerial statement
A Focus on Community Sport and Recreation, 62
Mitcham–Frankston freeway: funding, 79, 105
Petitions
Kelletts Road, Rowville: duplication, 17
Rail: Nunawading crossing, 177
Points of order, 7
Questions without notice
Small business
common-rule orders, 107
long service leave, 10
Youth: wages, 106

BAXTER, Hon. W. R. (North Eastern)
Adjournment
Wild dogs: control, 260
Bills
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation (Amendment) Bill, 138
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 195, 250, 252,
253, 256, 258
Members statements
Bradken Wodonga, 16

BOWDEN, Hon. R. H. (South Eastern)
Adjournment
Boating: ramps, 262
Grand prix: government support, 171
Bills
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 209, 218
Members statements
Somerville secondary college: construction, 76
Petitions
Motor registration fees: concessions, 177
Points of order, 175
Questions without notice
Grand prix: government support, 216, 217

BRIDESON, Hon. Andrew (Waverley)
Adjournment
Police: Clayton station, 173
Bills
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 229
Members statements
Business: federal Labor policy, 180
Rulings, 208
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BROAD, Ms (Melbourne North) (Minister for Local Government
and Minister for Housing)
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DALLA-RIVA, Hon. Richard (East Yarra)
Adjournment

Bills
Gambling Regulation (Amendment) Bill, 166
National Parks (Additions and Other Amendments) Bill, 1, 117
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 75, 122, 241,
246, 247, 248, 249, 251, 252, 253, 255, 256
Inspector of Municipal Administration
Melbourne: chief executive officer, 177
Ministerial statement
Building Stronger Communities and a Fairer Victoria, 124
Questions without notice
Libraries: funding, 216
Local government: adverse possession claims, 212
National competition policy: payments, 4, 211

CARBINES, Ms (Geelong)

Prisons: capacity, 172
Bills
Sex Offenders Registration Bill, 141
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 223
Members statements
Chisholm: federal Liberal candidate, 179
Petitions
Anxiety Disorders Association of Victoria: funding, 16
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General
public sector agencies — special reviews and financial statement
audits, 186
public sector agencies — special reviews and other studies, 186
Family and Community Development Committee: after-hours and
bulk-billing general practitioners, 186

Adjournment
Geelong hospital: funding, 259
Bills
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 201
Members statements
Barwon Heads Football and Netball Club, 14
Points of order, 178, 262
Questions without notice
Rural and regional Victoria: government initiatives, 7

DARVENIZA, Hon. Kaye (Melbourne West)
Bills
Sex Offenders Registration Bill, 152
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 225
Members statements
Alpine Exposure World Aerials, 78
Ministerial statement
A Focus on Community Sport and Recreation, 69
Questions without notice

COOTE, Hon. Andrea (Monash)
Adjournment
St Kilda Primary School: Brighton Road crossing, 171

National competition policy: payments, 4
Statements on reports and papers
Family and Community Development Committee: after-hours and
bulk-billing general practitioners, 187
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Sex Offenders Registration Bill, 150
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 219
Members statements
Arts: regional funding, 75
Ministerial statement
Building Stronger Communities and a Fairer Victoria, 128
Points of order, 162, 163
Questions without notice
Aged care: funding, 111, 112, 215

DAVIS, Hon. D. McL. (East Yarra)
Adjournment
Sunshine Hospital: intensive care unit, 174
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Family and Community Development Committee
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Members statements
Minister for Health: media statements, 180
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EREN, Hon. J. H. (Geelong)
Adjournment
Motor vehicles: government fleet, 171
Members statements
Great Ocean Road: improvements, 13
Roads: funding, 181
Questions without notice

DAVIS, Hon. Philip (Gippsland)
Bills
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation (Amendment) Bill, 138
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 238, 241, 246,
247, 248, 249, 250, 252, 253, 254, 255, 256
Business of the house
Program, 22, 141
Members statements
Wild dogs: control, 15

Information and communications technology: purchasing strategy,
212

FORWOOD, Hon. Bill (Templestowe)
Adjournment
Mining: Howqua Hills, 259
Members statements
Scouts Australia: Manningham district, 77
Points of order, 2, 263

Mitcham–Frankston freeway: funding, 99
Questions without notice
Petitions

Gas: regional supply, 8, 9

Wild dogs: control, 16, 17
Points of order, 2, 3, 4, 21, 22, 100

HADDEN, Ms (Ballarat)

Questions without notice

Adjournment

Wind farms: planning, 1, 3, 5
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: public sector agencies — special reviews and
other studies, 182

DEPUTY PRESIDENT and CHAIR OF COMMITTEES, The
(Ms Romanes)
Rulings, 21, 22, 244

Wind farms: Clarkes Hill-Dean, 260
Members statements
Rail: Daylesford celebration, 181

HALL, Hon. P. R. (Gippsland)
Adjournment
Mental health: funding, 173
Bills

DRUM, Hon. D. K. (North Western)
Adjournment
Autism: Bendigo centre of excellence, 72
Bills
Gambling Regulation (Amendment) Bill, 154
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 234
Members statements
Child care: standards, 79
Ministerial statement
Building a Better Future for Indigenous Victorians, 48
Building Stronger Communities and a Fairer Victoria, 131

Sex Offenders Registration Bill, 146
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 225
Business of the house
Program, 23
Education and Training Committee
Membership, 24
Members statements
Rail: regional links, 78
Ministerial statement
A Focus on Community Sport and Recreation, 65
Mitcham–Frankston freeway: funding, 94
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Points of order, 21

KOCH, Hon. David (Western)

Questions without notice

Adjournment

Environment: emission trading, 213
Wind farms: planning, 6, 7

HILTON, Hon. J. G. (Western Port)
Bills
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 207
Members statements
Flinders: federal Labor candidate, 13
Schools: funding, 77
Points of order, 163
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Gambling Regulation (Amendment) Bill, 153
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 235
Members statements
Casterton Primary School: Anzac Day awards, 11
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Motor registration fees: concessions, 75, 177

LENDERS, Mr (Waverley) (Minister for Finance and Minister for
Consumer Affairs)

Questions without notice
Electricity: disconnections, 109
Rulings, 90, 91
Statements on reports and papers
Melbourne University Private: report 2003, 188

HIRSH, Hon. C. D. (Silvan)

Bills
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation (Amendment) Bill, 42,
54
Sentencing (Superannuation Orders) Bill, 116
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 223
Business of the house
Program, 22, 141
Education and Training Committee

Members statements
Bayswater Primary School: hall, 14
Silvan Province: federal Labor candidates, 182
Ministerial statement
Building Stronger Communities and a Fairer Victoria, 136
Questions without notice
Aboriginals: government initiatives, 112

Membership, 24
Law Reform Committee
Membership, 24
Ministerial statement
Revitalising Consumer Protection, 25
Points of order, 4, 100, 184
Privileges Committee

JENNINGS, Mr Gavin (Melbourne) (Minister for Aged Care and
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs)
Bills
Aboriginal Lands (Amendment) Bill, 258
Ministerial statement
Building a Better Future for Indigenous Victorians, 42
Questions without notice
Aboriginals: government initiatives, 112
Aged care
building requirements, 9
funding, 111, 112, 215

Membership, 25
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Answers, 11, 218
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Consumer affairs
chain letters, 108
government initiatives, 10
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Scrutiny of Acts and Regulations Committee
Membership, 24
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Building a Better Future for Indigenous Victorians, 50
Questions without notice
Aged care: building requirements, 9

MITCHELL, Hon. R. G. (Central Highlands)
Members statements
Kevin Verge, 182
Points of order, 129
Questions without notice
Consumer affairs: government initiatives, 10
Libraries: funding, 216

MADDEN, Hon. J. M. (Doutta Galla) (Minister for Sport and
Recreation and Minister for Commonwealth Games)
Adjournment
Responses, 263
Bills
Building (Amendment) Bill, 1, 115
Crimes (Dangerous Driving) Bill, 1, 120
Evidence (Witness Identity Protection) Bill, 166, 192
Gambling Regulation (Amendment) Bill, 55
Interpretation of Legislation (Amendment) Bill, 1, 122
Major Crime (Special Investigations Monitor) Bill, 258
Major Crime Legislation (Office of Police Integrity) Bill, 190
Sentencing (Superannuation Orders) Bill, 1
Sex Offenders Registration Bill, 153
Ministerial statement
A Focus on Community Sport and Recreation, 56
Points of order, 194
Questions without notice
Commonwealth Games
community participation, 106
sponsorship, 110
Football: government assistance, 211
Grand prix: government support, 216, 217
Rural and regional Victoria: government initiatives, 7

NGUYEN, Hon. S. M. (Melbourne West)
Bills
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 218
Members statements
Adam Vella, 181
Questions without notice
Commonwealth Games: community participation, 106

OLEXANDER, Hon. A. P. (Silvan)
Adjournment
Fernlea House: funding, 73
Mitcham–Frankston freeway: funding, 261
Bills
Gambling Regulation (Amendment) Bill, 161
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 231, 232
Members statements
Fernlea House: funding, 13
Points of order, 178, 262

PRESIDENT, The (Hon. M. M. Gould)

MIKAKOS, Ms (Jika Jika)

Acknowledgment of traditional owners, 1

Bills

Condolences

Gambling Regulation (Amendment) Bill, 156
Sex Offenders Registration Bill, 148

Terrorism: Beslan and Jakarta attacks, 75
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Statements on reports and papers
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Information and communications technology: government
initiatives, 110

Auditor-General: public sector agencies — special reviews and
other studies, 185

Glen Eira: ratepayers association, 70
Bills
Gambling Regulation (Amendment) Bill, 159
Members statements
Higinbotham Province: federal Labor candidates, 76
Ministerial statement
Revitalising Consumer Protection, 36
Statements on reports and papers
Auditor-General: public sector agencies — special reviews and
other studies, 189

SCHEFFER, Mr (Monash)
Drugs and Crime Prevention Committee
Overseas evidence-seeking trip, 177
Members statements
Family Violence Week, 15
Ministerial statement
Revitalising Consumer Protection, 38
Points of order, 22
Questions without notice

RICH-PHILLIPS, Hon. G. K. (Eumemmerring)

Consumer affairs: inspectors, 214

Adjournment
Heatherton Road, Dandenong: flooding, 72
Bills
Gambling Regulation (Amendment) Bill, 164
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 203
Members statements
Casey Gardens Day Hospital: opening, 179
Mitcham–Frankston freeway: funding, 103

SMITH, Mr (Chelsea)
Bills
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation (Amendment) Bill, 140
Family and Community Development Committee
After-hours and bulk-billing general practitioners, 17
Members statements
James Hardie: asbestos compensation, 182

Points of order, 194

Mitcham–Frankston freeway: funding, 101
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Answers, 218
Questions without notice

Consumer affairs: chain letters, 108
Rulings, 133, 194

Commonwealth Games: sponsorship, 110
SOMYUREK, Mr (Eumemmerring)
ROMANES, Ms (Melbourne) (See also DEPUTY PRESIDENT
and CHAIR OF COMMITTEES, The)
Adjournment
Commonwealth Games: Jolimont station, 261
Members statements
James Hardie: asbestos compensation, 76
North Melbourne Primary School: arts festival, 182
Ministerial statement
Building a Better Future for Indigenous Victorians, 52
Building Stronger Communities and a Fairer Victoria, 134
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Members statements
Terrorism: government responses, 179
Ministerial statement
Building Stronger Communities and a Fairer Victoria, 133
Questions without notice
Small business: government contracts, 6
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STONEY, Hon. E. G. (Central Highlands)
Adjournment
Mansfield–Mount Buller–Jamieson roads: safety, 71
Bills
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 166, 240, 248,
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Members statements
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Questions without notice
Information and communications technology
government initiatives, 110
purchasing strategy, 212
Small business
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government contracts, 6
long service leave, 10
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Bills
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Members statements
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Gambling Regulation (Amendment) Bill, 163
Water Industry (Environmental Contributions) Bill, 221
Members statements
Synchrotron project, 16
Ministerial statement
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Adjournment
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Major Crime Legislation (Office of Police Integrity) Bill, 166
Sex Offenders Registration Bill, 1, 113
Points of order, 2, 3
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Electricity: disconnections, 109
Environment
carbon sequestration, 217
emission trading, 213
Gas: regional supply, 8, 9
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Hume: Sunbury separation, 70
Bills

THOMSON, Hon. M. R. (Melbourne North) (Minister for Small
Business and Minister for Information and Communication
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